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FOREWORD
 

This report is the first in a series of eight quarterly reports

commissioned by ENI/PCS/PAC from the U.S. Bureau of Census to
 
identify target groups at risk in Central and Eastern Europe. The
 
series addresses trends and develops country progress indicators
 
applicable to the Europe and the New Independent States Bureau's
 
Strategic Assistance Area #3: Quality of Life/Social Sector
 
Restructuring.
 

In this volume, an overview is provided of relevant quality o life
 
trends and data against -.n initial set of country progress

indicators: of poverty below the national level, related patterns

of mortality and dietary changes, issues affecting pensioners, and
 
an initial look at tracking environmental risks.
 

Subsequent reports will focus further on particular issues
 
including: unemployment and employment (report #2); sources of
 
income and characteristics of low income groups disaggregated

various ways (report #3); and health and environmental trends
 
(report #4).
 

To express reactions and make suggestions regarding this series,
 
please contact Ron Sprout, ENI/PCS/PAC, Room 3320A NS, tel: (202)
 
647-3806.
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POPULATIONS AT RISK IN CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE 
International Programs Center 

U.S. Bureau of the Census 

OVERVIEW 

USAID/ENI commissioned the following report to address concerns the US Government has 
about the welfare of the people of Central and Eastern Europe in the post-communist era. Based 
upon discussions ina series of conferences, BUCEN was asked to prepare a background research 
paper and policy briefing which responded to three questions: Who are the poor?; Which specific
populations are at risk?; and What progress was being made towards social restructuring?.
Subsequent answers to these questions are organized around a number of themes: poverty, 
unemployment and pensions, mortality and suicide, diet, environment, and social restructuring. 
Before we can turn to the substance of our response, a number of 'ata and methodological issues 
need to be aired. 

BUCEN examined extensive sets of data from secondary and tertiary sources including: the 
Luxembourg Income Study (LIS), selected published census materials and various statistical 
yearbooks from all eight of the target countries, the Employment Observatory of the European 
Commission, and the BUCEN International Data Base. Generating primary information was 
beyond the scope of work. Our review of these source materials pointed to a number of issues 
concerning data completeness, quality, comparability, and consistency which had to be clarified 
before analysis could begin. It was not always possible to identify common base years when 
comparing the different ri,k indicators. This may not be a problem for variables which change 
slowly over time, as is the case with life expectancy and the dependency ratio. But for more 
volatile indicators, like unemployment and diet quality, we generally restricted them to being
within two years of the reference country entry. In those instances, where we could not resolve 
the problems directly, we indicated our concerns and rght alternative measures (proxies) or 
set aside the data, pending future examination.' More specifically, lack of information in the 
LIS reports2 forced the use of proxy measures in the analysis of poverty. The section on 
mortality raised disturbing questions about the compatibility of observed trends in life expectancy 
with current infant mortality rates. Inconsistent application of measurement standards by the 
different host countries confounded the discussion of environmental pollution. Those topics with 

Divorce is an example of one issue which after we examined the data we decided not to 
include in the report. There was very little change over time and the changes that did occur had 
no consistent pattern. 

2 LIS reports refers to the information the LIS researchers provided us from Bulgaria, the 
Czech Republic, Hungary, Lithuania, and Poland. 



unresolved data problems did not factor into the cross national comparisons found in the section 
on social restructuring. 

Data issues also had a significant impact on the choice of methodologies and scientific rigor of 
the analysis. Lack of access to the raw data and limited numbers of observations made it 
difficult to employ standard statistical techniques for identifying significant differences in trends 
beyond the noise. On occasion, we had to "eyeball" the data, or otherwise use judgement where 
mean values or standard deviations would have been preferred. Likewise, the creation of risk 
indices must be considered a heuristic device for summarizing data, as opposed to a scientifically 
objective exercise in measurement. 

Keeping these reservations in mind, it is possible to respond directly and specifically to 
USAID/ENI's charge. This report is organized into seven sub-sections (poverty, unemployment, 
pensions, mortality, diet, environment, and social restructuring). Tables and figures for the sub
sections are located at the end of each section. A glossary of terms and appendix tables are 
found at the end of the entire report. Each country has a set of appendix tables. Data on 
minority groups by region which are not explicitly discussed in the text, but potentially are 
populations at risk are also presented in the appendix tables and maps. 

Section 1 answers the question about poverty from the perspective of the household as a unit 
existing in social (occupation, size, marital status) and geographic (sub-national region) space. 
For four of the eight countries, the sustenance3 minimum is used as the standard for 
comparison. Because of this choice, large numbers of people just above the threshold are not 
considered at risk, even though minor downturns in their fortunes could force their 
reclassification. The danger in widening the definition of poverty to include those marginally 
above subsistence is the loss of specificity in targeting aid. Unless one is willing to put entire 
populations into "receivership", budget realities force hard decisions to be made. For the 
remaining four countries, proxies for poverty are used to examine the regional incidence of 
poverty, including the unemployment rate, dependency ratio (ratio of the population above or 
below working age to those in working ages) and average wage rate. Justification for the choice 
of proxies is found in the discussions in sections 1 through 3 where it is noted that people 
without jobs or on pensions are apt to be poor because of the meager stipends involved. 

Two of the population groups that are at particular risk in the transition to market economies are 
the unemployed and the pensioners. Sections 2 and 3 take a closer look at these populations at 

ISustenance minimum income (SMI) is defined as the minimum amount of income necessary 
for survival for an individual. This concept is grounded in physical as opposed to cultural need 
and thus should be fairly uniform across countries when costed out using world prices. If costed 
out in domestic prices and then converted to a common currency, it will reflect variations in 
supply/demand balances and factor endowments as they affect the purchase price of food, 
clothing, and shelter. 
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economic risk by examining issues such as duration of unemployment, gender differences, 
regional variation, and compensation deficits. 

One way to measure health risks to a population is to examine mortality measures such as infant 
mortality rate and life expectancy at birth. Death rates from suicide is a measure perhaps of the 
mental health risks or the social stress in a population. Section 4, mortality, provides national 
and regional perspectives on physical and mental health risks by examining these three measures 
of mortality. 

Section 5, diet, addresses health risk from the immediate perspective of food. Based upon trends 
in total caloric intake and the starchy-staple ratio, we seek to identify whether malnourishment 
is affecting significant segments of the national population. 

Section 6, environment, examines health risk from the perspective of pollution. Data on 
emissions at the national and sub-national level are displayed. Unfortunately, a lack of uniform 
reporting on concentrations and measurement standards prevents us from drawing any strong
inferences about relative damage and the need for remediation. 

The final section, social restructuring, makes an attempt to place the experience of the target 
countries in cross-national perspective. Risk indicators, based upon the data in sections 1 
through 5, are developed and compared, where the Czech Republic serves as the standard of 
reference (numeraire country). Summary rankings suggest which countries are most vulnerable 
in making their social transitions to secure, self-sustaining post-communist societies. 

Gender Issues 
BUCEN realizes that gender issues are of a particular concern to USAID/ENI. In those 
instances where data permit, variables are examined by sex. Given the limitations of the data, 
there are some important conclusions that can be drawn. The first is that women are suffering 
more from unemployment than are men. In all of the countries except Hungary, women have 
higher rates of unemployment than men. Women also tend to remain unemployed for longer 
periods than men. 

Another of the populations BUCEN has found to be at risk is the elderly, of which women 
account for more than half in the countries examined. The proportion of the population aged 
65 and over that is female ranges from 55 percent in Macedonia to almost 66 percent in 
Lithuania. Elderly women are also much more likely to be widowed than are elderly men. 

BUCEN has also found single parent households to be at risk in some of the countries. Since 
the majority of single-parent households are headed by women, gender again becomes an 
important concern. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN 3 



SECTION 1 
POVERTY
 

Identifying social groups with economic risk should, in principle, be a straightforward exercise 
once the complete distribution of income from all sources is known and the social/subsistence
minimum income defined. For three countries, Lithuania, Poland and the Czech Republic, the 
available information provides sufficient detail to make classification of social groups and 
geographic regions falling below some welfare threshold, feasible. Unfortunately, much of the 
remaining data at our disposal falls short of these requirements, and cannot support a 
standardized set of calculations for the other four target countries. Nevertheless, the potential
for drawing meaningful conclusions is still there if we make certain simplifying assumptions
about the consistency of the relationship between income and reported wages and the generality
of socio-demographic processes which select against the living standards of households with high
levels of unemployment and/or high dependency ratios. As long as the reader is aware that there 
is a sacrifice of precision in generating the-e alternative estimates, then the use of secondary
calculations based on related sets of data or proxies permits us to expand the portrait of regional
poverty from three (Poland, Czech Republic, Lithuania) to five countries (Poland, Czech 
Republic, Lithuania, Hungary, Bulgaria). 

Sub-National Data:
 
Czech Republic
 

Since the Czech Republic, by virtue of its "graduation status", has been selected as the reference 
country for all of the subsequent cross national comparisons, we begin our examination of 
income and poverty here. While Appendix Table 5 does not explicitly provide an estimate of 
the 1992 person equivalent sustenance minimum income (SMI) (see footnote below for 
definition4), information contained in Appendix Tables 7 and 11, permit us to reconstruct this 
value with very little effort. The unreported 1992 SMI turns out to be 20,313 Czech crowns 
(CRK), which is 50 percent of the median equivalent income. As luck would have it, this 
coincides with one of the distribution intervals reported in Appendix Table 6 (0-50 percent).
Thus, we can assert that 6.9 percent of the Czech population, on a person equivalent income 
basis, fell below the poverty threshold (SMI) in 1992. It should also be noted that the authors 
of the OECD study, Structural Change In Central And Eastern Europe: Labor Market And 

' Person equivalent sustenance minimum income is the minimum expenditure necessary by 
an "adult" living alone to sustain life. Sustenance minimum income will vary by age and 
household status since children have a lower equivalence weight than adults (.33 versus 1.0) and 
there are economies of scale associated with household size. In an attempt to standardize for 
the differences attributed to nutritional needs of people with varying maturities and living 
arrangements, the person equivalent concept was devised. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN 
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Social Policy Implications, write that 9.2 percent of the Czech population was living in poverty 
as of March 1991 (p. 82). 

With regard to the households most at risk, there are three groups that are particularly 
disadvantaged: households headed by single parents with children under 18 had a median 
equivalent income which was 88 percent of the total median equivalent income, single person 
households whose head isover 60 years old (75 percent), and two person households whose head 
is over 60 (87 percent--see Table 1. 1 and Appendix Table 7). Appendix Table 10 identifies 
which type of household, according to the status of the head, belongs to the social stratum with 
income below 50 percent of the median. Poverty is most pronounced where the head is
"unemployed" (19.4 percent) or classified as "other" (students, people living off of property 
income etc.--27.5 percent). 

Regional detail is provided in Appendix Table 9. If we adopt the working hypothesis, that 
incomes below 50 percent of the median person equivalent level indicate significant economic 
stress, then only 1.1 percent of all households, on an adjusted household income basis, are in 
jeopardy. Regionally, the percentage varies between 0.7 and 1.9 percent. This result appears 
to be some'hat inconsistent with the magnitudes reported in Appendix Table 6 (16.7 and 6.9 
percent). Nevertheless, one can still point out where pockets of extreme poverty exceed the 
national average. Thus, West Bohemia and Central Bohemia deserve further attention from 
policy makers seeking to channel assistance to high need areas. 

The portrait of regional poverty emerging from this information is largely corroborated by the 
data on unemployment and dependency. Table 1.2 examines the consistency of the regional 
standings based upon the partition of the data sets into values above or below the national 
average. Of the seven regions plus Prague, there is full or substantial agreement (2 out of 3 
rankings coincide) about Central Bohemia, North Bohemia, South Bohemia, West Bohemia, 
North Moravia, South Moravia, and Prague. Only East Bohemia's indicators produce erratic 
signals. From a policy perspective, the most important finding is that Central Bohemia ranks 
above average on all three measures of economic stress (see Map 1.1 and Table 1.3). 

Poland 

Appendix Table 5 reports that the SMI in 1992 was 1,110,000 zlotys on a person equivalent 
basis. This is approximately two thirds of the median value of 1,723,708. If we assume that 
the distribution of the population across the intervals of the income scale is uniform, then all 
incumbents of the 0-50 percent interval fall below the SMI threshold, and roughly 60 percent 
of those in the 50-75 percent interval are likewise at risk (Appendix Table 6). Thus nearly 
17.65 percent' of the population might be living in dire circumstances. This estimate is less 
than half of all those classified as poor in 1991, according to the OECD (40+ percent, see 

'(6.25 + (19.02 * .6)) 
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StructuralChange In CentralAnd EasternEurope:LaborMarketAnd SocialPolicy Implications, 
p. 11). If we reject the uniform distribution characterization of the data, then another plausible 
alternative is to assume that the SMI threshold is 75 percent of the median instead of the two
thirds mentioned above. Under these conditions, the prevalence of poverty in the population 
rises from 17.65 to 25.27 percent, a figure still well within the 40 percent limit just cited. 

By adopting the 75 percent approach, we can utilize available information directly without 
engaging in speculative manipulation of the data. Disaggregation of the data into households of 
different types reveals that Poles, like the Czech, are subject to similar patterns of economic 
selection. Single parent families with children under 18 fail below the SMI threshold at a higher 
rate than the national average (38.66 percent compared to 25.27 percent for the country as a 
whole); this is also true for one person families where the head is over 60 years old (42.96 
percent--Appendix Table 8). Incumbents from these two household categories receive, 
respectively, 85 percent and 79 percent of the median person equivalent income (see Table 1. 1). 
Not surprisingly, the higher incidence of poverty in Poland translates into additional groups 
being at risk. Appendix Tables 7 and 8 together suggest that households where at least one child 
is under 18, and households composed of three or more members where the head is over 60 also 
experience significant economic stress. Further insight into the composition of poverty comes 
from Appendix Tables 10 and 11. Table 10 indicates that 36.82 percent of farmers and 42.76 
percent of pensioners receive incomes below 75 percent of the median. The latter result 
essentially reproduces the earlier finding that 42.96 percent of single person families with heads 
over 60 are among the most disadvantaged socioeconomic groups. The high percentage of single 
parent families with young children (28 percent) and elderly single person households (25 
percent) having incomes below the SMI reconfirms the peril identified in Appendix Table 7 (see 
Appendix Table 11). 

Based upon the 75 percent assumption and implied 25.27 percent population threshold, 
concentrations of regional poverty are likely to be above the national average in the West-Central 
(34.13 percent), East-Central (32 percent) and Northern (30.19 percent) geographic areas 
(Appendix Table 9). Pockets of poverty are also apt to be found in the East-Southern and South-
Western regions. These results are in partial agreement with the mapping exercise based on 
unemployment and dependency ratios. Both techniques identify the West-Central region as 
poverty prone; after this similarity, they part company (see Map 1.2 and Table 1.3). 

Lithuania 

In March 1994, the SMI was 85.53 litas per month (Appendix Table 5). This figure is 44 
percent of the median value for person equivalent income. From Appendix Table 6, we see that 
11.2 percent of all persons have incomes less than 50 percent of the median adjusted value. If 
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we assume a uniform distribution of people over the (0-50 percent) income interval, then roughly
10 percent6 of the population is critically impoverished. 

Disaggregation of the data by type of household reveals that economic selection is harshest for 
those groups where the head is over 60 years of age (see Table 1.1). None of these households 
has an equivalent income above 72 percent of the median. Circumstances appear to be 
especially grim for household units composed of three or more persons (Appendix Table 8). By 
way of contrast, households headed by persons under 60 have incomes ranging from 105 to 130 
percent of the median. Somewhat surprisingly, single parent households with young children 
do not appear to be experiencing the same degree of deprivation as their counterparts in Poland 
or the Czech Republic. This does not mean that pockets of poverty are wholly absent from the 
younger group. There is some cause for concern about couples without children and couples
whose children are all under 18 years of age (14.5 and 12.8 percent of these groups,
respectively, have incomes in the 0-50 percent interval--Appendix Table 8). 

Regional identification of poverty is problematic. Appendix Table 9 indicates that 11.2 percent
of persons in households, across the country, fall into the "poverty" income interval. 
Unfortunately, none of the sub-national regions has a figure above that threshold. The range
given is from a low of 2.7 percent in Vilnius to a high of 8.9 percent in Siauliai. Computation
of a weighted average from these regions will not support the national total. Based on the data 
in the unemployment table, we can conclude that coverage is incomplete. The former explicitly
identifies regions that are not mentioned in Appendix Table 9. These missing regions are, by
implication, where poverty is above the national average. 

Hungary 

SMI income is not reported, nor can we reconstruct it from data in Appendix Tables 7 and 11 
since the latter table was not provided. Fortunately, the 1993 Statistical Yearbook of Hungary
includes information on the SMI for June 1992 (p.235). Based on a population weighted average 
of the rural and urban adult budgets, we estimate that the monthly poverty threshold is 11,972 
forints. On an annual basis, the threshold is 73 percent7 of the median equivalent income. 

Practically speaking, the first two income intervals, 0-50 percent and 50-75 percent, embracing
27.6 percent of the population, determine the magnitude of risk (Appendix Table 6). From 
Table 1.1, we learn which types of household are likely to fall below the 75 percent threshold. 
Clearly, "other" households with heads under the age of 60 are the worst off. Their median 
equivalent income falls 15 percentage points below the approximate poverty threshold. Elderly
people living by themselves are also faring poorly, with incomes just hovering at approximate 

6(44/50*(l 1.2)) 

'(143,664/197,673) 
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minimum sustenance. There is also reason to be concerned about single person households with 
head under 60, and two person households with head over 60 (Appendix Table 7). As in 
Lithuania, single parent families with young children are not at risk which is likely related to 
the generous social benefit system in Hungary. Single person households, regardless of the age
of the head, and "other" households are particularly vulnerable. Each has an incidence of 
poverty well above the national average of 27.6 percent: 36.5 percent, 35.5 percent and 64.5 
percent of these respective groups receive less than the approximate SMI. Finally,
disaggregation of the data by occupation of head of the ":ousehold reveals thethe that 
unemployed, pensioners, and "other inactive" groups have rates of poverty (75 percent
threshold) well above the national average (Appendix Table 10). 

No specific regions or cities, with the exception of Budapest, are named, so we can only guess
about the spatial distribution of poverty (Appendix Table 9). About all that can be said is that 
villages, and by inference rural areas, appear to be hardest hit. The OECD study, Structural 
Change In Central And Eastern Europe: Labor Market And Social Policy Implications, reports
that in 1990 the Government of Hungary designated five regions, dominated by the mining, steel 
and electronics industries, as eligible for supplemental income maintenance under their 
Programme for Crisis Regions. The regions and cities covered were Baranya, Ozd, Recsk and 
Egercsehi, Fejer, and Nograd. We can expand on this characterization by examining the 
regional incidence of unemployment and magnitude of dependency burden. By this standard, 
the following regions are experiencing strains above the national average: Somogy, Bacs-Kiskun,
Nograd, Heves, Jasz-Nagykun-Szolnok, Hajdu-Bihar, Szabolkcs-Szatmar-Bereg, Borsd-Abauj-
Zemplen (see Map 1.3 and Table 1.3). 

Bulgaria 

In isolation, much of the available data for Bulgaria are practically useless, but in conjunction
with the OECD study, "Structural Change...", and other source materials, a number of limited 
inferences can be drawn. To begin with, OECD reports that as of early 1991, more than 70 
percent of all households had incomes below the official social minimum of 715.67 Bulgarian
lev (BGL). At the same time, 17.9 percent had incomes below subsistence (p.51-2). Collapse
of the economy was rapid and dramatic as indicated by the 35 percent decline in real per capita
income between 1990 and 1991. The crisis subsequently deepened with the further erosion of 
income to 50.3 percent of its 1990 level by 1993 (LIS report p. 2 ). 

The clear implication is that the level of poverty has risen since 1991. This proposition is 
consistent with what we know about the cost of the social minimum basket of goods in constant 
value BGL. Between March 1991 and December 1992, the index of consumer prices rose 5.268 
times (OECD, Structural Change In Central And Eastern Europe: Labor Market And Social 
Policy Implications, p.65; Statistical Reference Book ofRepublic ofBulgaria, 1993, p.56). Thus 
a basket of goods costing 715.67 BGL in March 1991 would cost 3,770 BGL 21 months later. 
Put differently, it would cost 45,247 BGL per year to buy the socially minimum basket of goods
for each person. Less than 10 percent of the population had per capita incomes that high 
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(Appendix Table 6). In fact, pef capita income at the ninth decile was only 34,678 BGL. If 
we accept the earlier figure cited by OECD (over 70 percent), then the percentage of the 
population falling below the social minimum increased by roughly 20 percentage point in under 
two years. 

One cannot determine directly what segments of the population are living in abject poverty,
although it would appear that the burdens of economic privation are borne disproportionately by
households where the head is unemployed or economically inactive. Mean incomes per capita
for these two groups are respectively, 67.2 percent and 93.6 percent of the national average for 
all households. 

There are no data covering the distribution of income in the different regions in Bulgaria. In 
its absence, we have computed a proxy "average" regional wage using the 1988 regional
structure of employment and 1992 national wage rates by sector of the economy. By this 
measure, Bourgas (2,015), Varna (2,014), Montana (2,009), Rousse (1,993), Sofia District 
(2,023) and Haskovo (1,988) are poorer than the average (wages below 2,032 BGL per month).
Based upon the mapping of support ratios and unemployment rates, we find that Montana,
Haskovo and Bourgas are likely to have the most people in poverty (see Map 1.4 and Table 
1.3). 

Romania 

Little information is available on Romania from sources, nor does theforeign Romanian 
National Commission for Statistics appear to publish very much primary data on the general
question of income and the standard of living. Scattered information in the Romanian Statistical 
Yearbook and in the OECD study point to a significant decline in the real wage between October 
1990 and March 1993. Over that period, monthly wages rose from 3,414 to 37,146 lei, while 
prices increased 17.5 fold (1993 Romanian QuarterlyStatisticalBulletin,pp. 16-17, 66-67). This 
implies that real wages fell by 38 percent. In the absence of more information about the nature 
of the decline and structure of the economy, one is forced to assume that the downturn was
widespread and non-discriminatory. Ifthis is so, then those regions already on the margins of 
poverty, may have crossed the threshold. 

Preliminary identification of the marginal income areas can be based on comparative wage
levels. The method adopted to calculate average wages in Bulgaria can be applied in the 
Romanian case. We use 1991 regional employment totals by sector of the economy and 
commensurate national wage rates, to calculate a proxy for income in the different geographic 
areas, and compare these levels to the national average (7,553 lei per month). The following
regions had "average" wages below the national figure: Arad (7,410), Arges (7,535), Bistrita-
Nasaud (7,494), Botosani (7,390), Brasov (7,370), Braila (7,419), Buzau (7,450), Calarasi 
(7,293), Cluj (7,472), Covasna (7,477), Dolj (7,532), Galati (7,486), lalomita (7,391), Iasi 
(7,410), Mures (7,448), Neamt (7,373), Olt (7,440), Prahova (7,544), Satu Mare (7,341), Sibiu 
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(7,339), Timis (7,390), Tulcea (7,424), Vaslui (7,317), Vrancea (7,423), Municipil Bucurest 
(7,472). 

Albania 

There are very few useful data addressing the issue of poverty in tNis country. In specific terms, 
we know that large segments of the population, especially those living in urban areas, continue 
to depend on humanitarian assistance to meet basic food requirements. In more general terms, 
we know that the economy experienced a severe depression following the collapse of central 
planning in 1990 and 1991, but appears to have begun a recovery during 1993. The CIA 
estimates that gross domestic product per capita was $1,100 in 1993 (World Factbook 1994,
p.4). According to the European Commission, mid year 1993 real wage levels were 47.5 
percent below those recorded in 1990. 

The depression also had a significant impact on the income of those who became unemployed
during this period (estimated at 32.5 percent of the labor force in the second quarter of 1993).
From 1992 to the second quarter of 1993, average unemployment benefits fell from 56 to 36.2 
percent of the average wage. The situation was equally miserable for pensioners whose 
minimum stipend dropped 15.9 percentage points over the same period to stand at 32.1 percent
of the average wage (see Employment Observatory, Central and Eastern Europe #5, pp.47-48). 

Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 

Virtually nothing can be said about poverty in Macedonia. Indices of real net pay fell from 110 
in 1990 to 64 in 1992 (1968= 100). Below the national level, the distribution of average annual 
net pay relative to the total for Macedonia (base 100) allows us to identify which regions are 
likely to be the worst off, ceterisparibus(see Statistical Yearbook ofthe Republic ofMacedonia, 
1993 pp.158). The areas adversely screened are: Berovo (86), Brod (77), Valandovo (67),
Vinica (86), Geveglija (90), Gostivar (90), Debar (80), Demir Hisar (92), Kavadarci (95),
Kicevo (90), Kocani (87), Kratovo (83), Kriva Palanka (84), Krusevo (80), Negotino (81), Ohrid 
(84), Prilep (96), Resen (81), Struga (87), Strumica (79), Tetovo (96), Stip (83). 
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Table 1.1. Ratio of Median Equivalent Income of Groups to Total Median Equivalent Income. 

Persons in Household Types Czech Hungary Lithuania Poland 
Republic 1992b 1994c 1992d 

19921 

Households With Head Under Age 60 

One-person households .98 .87 1.30 1.17 

Couples without children 1.13 .94 1.19 1.32 

Couples with children all under age 18 1.03 1.25 1.06 1.01 

One parent families with all children under age 
18 .88 1.41 1.06 .85 

Other households with at least one child under 
age 18 1.03 1.00 1.14 .92 

Other households 1.12 .60 1.29 1.10 

Households With Head Age 60 or Over 

One person households .75 .75 .60 .79 

Two person household .87 .85 .72 .96 

Other households (three or more persons) .98 .91 .67 .89 

Microcensus 1992 

bHungarian Household Panel 1992. 

Department of Statistics of Lithuania, 04/01/94; Institute for Labor and Social Research of Lithuania 
07/01/94. 

d Household Budget Survey 1992, individual records with population weights. 
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Table 1.2 Regional Poverty in the Czech Republic 

Percent 
below 

Comparison 
with Czech Dependency 

Comparison 
with Czech Unemployment 

Comparison 
with Czech 

Region the Republic ratio Republic rate Republic 
SMI 

Prague 1.0 below 73.91 above 2.49 below 

Central 1.4 above 72.72 above 4.21 above 
Bohemia 

North 0.9 below 67.22 below 3.98 above 
Bohemia 

West 1.9 above 68.35 below 3.96 above 
Bohema I 

South 0.8 below 71.23 above 3.11 below 
Bohemia 

East 1.1 average 73.01 above 3.53 below 
Bohemia 

North 0.7 below 67.79 below 4.98 above 
Moravia 

South 1.2 above 73.01 above 3.80 below 
Moravia 

Czech 1.1 70.94 3.86 
Republic 
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Table 1.3 : Regional Poverty Identified by SMI* and Unemployment/Dependency Tests 

Czech Republic Poland Hungary Bulgaria 

Below SMI *West Bohemia eCentral-East N/A N/A 
6 Central Bohemia • Central-West 

0 Northern 

Above Average *Central Bohemia eCentral •Bacs-Kiskun 0 Bourgas 
Unemployment eCentral-West OBorsod-Abauj- 4Haskovo 
and * North-East Zemplen •Montana 
Dependency *Hadju-Bihar 

OHeves 
*Jasz-Nogykun-
Szolnok 
e Nograd 
eSomogy 
*Szalbolkcs
Szatmar-Bereg 

Sustenance Minimum Income 
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Map 1.1 Dependency Ratios and Unemployment 
in Czech Republic 
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Map 1.la Support Ratios and Unemployment
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Map 1.2 Dependency Ratios and Unemployment
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Map 1.2a Support Ratios and Unemployment
 
in Poland
 

North ' " 

(ecn aCentra-West 
Central-Capitol 

0)0 

Registered Unemployment, March 1994 I 

0) 0 

0 
(peendentorflabor Note un eraor5neoer)e 9 

E o. 

o~;_V 67.0-78.8 
at 

0 8and 

> ~ Note: Dependents are males under age 15 and 
females under age 15 and over age 54. 

over age 59, 

C L 

International Programs Center, BUCEN JD10/94:SUPUNEB3- LIS 



Map 1.3 Dependency Ratios and Unemployment
in Hungary
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Map 1.3a Dependency Ratios and Unemployment
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Map 1.4 Dependency Ratios and Unemployment
 
in Bulgaria
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Map 1.4a Support Ratios and Unemployment
 
in Bulgaria
 

<..Sofia- city 

Sofia-district 

f Bourgas 

Plovdiv 

Registered Unemployment, 2nd Quarter 

lb 

1993 

Note: Dependents are moles under age 15 and 
and females under age 15 and over age 54. 

over age 59, 

0 

.0 

a 
CLV 

En -

. 

72.8-84.6 

>3 8.> 84.6 

International Programs Center, BUCEN JD10/94:SUPUNEM3-LIS 



SECTION 2
 
UNEMEPLOYMEENT
 

The unemployed are one of the populations at risk in Central and Eastern Europe. This is 
particularly true because in most of these countries, unemployment is a relatively recent 
phenomenon and consequently the system for assisting the unemployed is not well developed. 

There are two different sources for data on unemployment. The first is the number of people 
who are registered at the unemployment offices. This number tends to understate the real level 
of unemployment because there may be dis-incentives to register and there is little motivation 
to continue to register once one's benefits have expired. The second source of unemployment 
figures are those from labor force surveys. Several of the countries of Central and Eastern 
Europe have either instituted or are about to institute labor force surveys similar to those done 
by EUROSTAT/OECD and in compliance with ILO standards. Not surprisingly, the northern 
tier countries are farther along on implementing these labor force surveys than are the southern 
tier. Hungary and Poland began taking labor force surveys in 1992 and have continued to do 
so on a quarterly basis. The Czech Republic and Slovakia began their labor force surveys in 
1993 and these are also quarterly surveys. The surveys in Albania, Bulgaria, and Slovenia are 
on an annual basis and began in 1993. Romania began its first labor force survey this year
(1994) and is in the process of evaluating the results. The Romanians intend to carry out the 
labor force survey on an annual basis. Lithuania is still in the pilot phase of the survey. The 
results of these surveys will provide useful information on the status of the labor force in Central 
and Eastern Europe. 

Unemployment data are preserted in Appendix Table 4 for each of the countries. For most of 
these countries, unemployment was virtually non-existent before the transformation of the 
economies; however, in many of the countries in this report, unemployment has become a 
problem very quickly. For instance, in Poland the registered unemployment rate was less than 
I percent in January 1990. By January 1991 the registered unemployment rate had already 
reached 8.6 percent and by March of this year the rate was 16.0 percent. Other countries, such 
as Bulgaria, Hungary, Romania, and Slovakia, have had similar increases in their unemployment 
rates. A few countries, such as Albania, Croatia, and Macedonia, have had longer histories of 
unemployment. In Albania, in 1989 the unemployment rate was already 7.5 percent and it 
increased dramatically to 32.5 by the second quarter of 1993. Similarly, Macedonia had a 
registered unemployment rate of nearly 21 percent as far back as 1987. Although the situation 
is not so severe in Croatia, it also experienced unemployment during the 1980s. The Czech 
Republic is the only country in Central and Eastern Europe for which unemployment is not a 
serious problem. 

For all of the countries in the study, with the exception of Hungary, women have higher rates 
of unemployment than do men (see figure 2. 1). Since many of the decreases in labor force have 
been in industrial sectors where men tend to dominate, these rates could be an indication of men 
being favored over women in layoff decisions. 
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Duration of Employment 
In the countries for which there are data available, a substantial proportion of the unemployed 
have been unemployed for over a year (see Table 2. 1). The Czech Republic has the smallest 
proportion in this duration with only 32 percent of its unemployed population having been 
unemployed for over a year. Macedonia has the highest proportion with 85 percent of the 
unemployed in the long term unemployed category in 1992. Slovakia is another country with 
a high proportion of the unemployed in the long term category (54 percent in the second quarter 
of 1993). Women are more likely to be in the long term unemployment category than are men. 

One of the consequences of long term unemployment is that these people tend to lose their 
eligibility for unemployment benefits because there is a limit to the amount of time one can 
receive these benefits. Data are limited on the proportion of the unemployed who are entitled 
to benefits, but for those countries for which there are data, it is clear that a majority of the 
unemployed are not eligible (see Table 2.2). Macedonia is the most extreme case with 92 
percent of the unemployed in 1992 not receiving benefits. Romania has the lowest proportion 
of the unemployed who are not eligible for unemployment benefits, 37 percent in March of 
1993. 

Even the unemployed who are eligible for unemployment benefits are likely to be poor. The 
average unemployment benefit for the countries for which there are data available, are between 
25 and 42 percent of the average wage (see Table 2.3). The situation has been worsening over 
time, with the value of the unemployment benefit decreasing over time. For instance, in 
Bulgaria in 1991, the unemployment benefit was 61 percent of the average wage but by the 
second quarter of 1993 it had dropped to 42 percent. 

Sub-National Data: 
There are some data for all of the countries on regional variations in unemployment with the 
exception of Albania and Croatia. These data are presented in the country appendix tables as 
well as in maps when possible.' 

Bulgaria 
There is variation in registered unemployment rates among the 9 districts of Bulgaria. Sofia (the 
city) had the lowest rate, 8.8 percent in the second quarter of 1992, and Montana and Rousse 
had the highest rates of registered unemployment (over 20 percent). The rates have generally 
been increasing over time, with the largest increase occurring between 1990 and 1991. Some 
districts experienced an increase in their registered unemployment rate of more than 10 
percentage points. After 1991, most districts experienced more gradual increases or leveling off 
of the rates (see Map 2.1). 

I Currently, BUCEN does not have regional mapping capability for Lithuania and 

Macedonia. 
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Czech Republic 
The registered unemployment rate in the Czech Republic in the second quarter of 1992 was 2.6 
percent, the lowest in all of Eastern Europe. Only one region, North Moravia, has an 
unemployment rate that is somewhat higher than this (4.6 percent). However, unemployment 
does not seem to be a large problem in this country (see Mzp 2.2). 

Hungary 
Of the 20 regions in Hungary, 8 had unemployment rates over 13 percent in 1993. These 
regions are mainly located in the North East portion of the country as can be seen from the map. 
Areas with higher unemiAoyment rates are also areas with a lower proportion of the unemployed 
receiving benefits (see Map 2.3). 

Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
As with the other countries, ther; is a wide range of unemployment rates among the regions of 
Macedonia. Resen has the lowest registered rate, 18 percent, compared with the highest rate 
of 42 percent in Krusevo. Fourteen of the 30 municipalities in Macedonia had unemployment 
rates of over 30 percent in 1992 (see Map 2.4). Five of these 14 municipalities were areas with 
large ethnic minority populations (mainly Albanian, although Turks and Vlachs also account for 
a notable share). 

Poland 
In Poland, the North and North East Regions have been the hardest hit in terms of 
unemployment. Six voivodships had registered unemployment rates over 24.6 percent in March 
of 1994 (see Map 2.5). Walbryskie stands out in the South West as the only voivodship with 
a registered unemployment rate over 24.6. Not surprisingly, 6 of the 7 voivodships with the 
highest unemployment rates also had higher than average proportions of long term unemployed. 
With long term unemployment, comes high proportions of the unemployed who are no longer 
eligible for unemployment benefits. At the national level, over half of the unemployed (52 
percent) were not entitled to unemployment benefits, however, some areas have higher 
proportions, in three voivodships, over 60 percent of the unemployed were no longer eligible. 

One of the issues connected with unemployment in Poland is the difference in rates between men 
and women. At the national level, women have had higher unemployment rates than men, 
although the gender gap in unemployment has narrowed somewhat over time. In February 1994, 
Polish women had an unemployment rate of 17 percent compared with 15 percent for men. 
Unemployment rates by sex are not available for the voivodships but the proportion of the 
unemployed by sex is. Women made up a majority of the unemployed in 22 of the 48 
voivodships in March 1994 (see Map 2.6). 

For Poland as a whole, the registered unemployment rate increased by 9 percentage points 
between January 1991 and March 1994. However, some areas experienced much larg-r 
increases during this time frame. Five voivodships (Elbaskie, Koszalinskie, Olsztynskie, Pilskie, 
and Suwalskie) all experienced increases of over 16 percentage points in their registered 
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unemployment rates. Not surprisingly, these are all areas which also have a high proportion of 
long term unemployment. 

Romania 
The latest available registered unemployment data for Romania are for 1992. Bucharest, the 
capital, had the lowest rate (5.7 percent) while South and North Moldova had the highest rates 
with 12.0 and 12.1 respectively (see Map 2.7). 

Regional unemployment data for Romania are available only for 2 points in time 1991 and 1992. 
Rates increased in all of the areas but Cluj; and both South and North Moldova experienced the 
largest increases. 
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Table 2.1: Long Term" Unemployment 

Percent of 
unemployed 

population Male long term Female long term 
that are long unemployment unemployment 

Country Year term 

Czech Spring 1993 33 32 34 
Republic 

Hungary 1993 Q4 37 a na 

Macedonia 1992 85 na na 

Poland March 1994 45 40 49 

Romania 1993 Q2 41 34 45 

Slovakia 1993 Q2 54 51 60 
a Long term unemployment refers to those who have been unemployed for over a year. 

Table 2.2: Percent of Unemployed Not Entitled 

to Unemployment Benefits 

Country Year Percent 

Czech Republic 1994 Q1 50 

Hungary July 1994 65 

Macedonia 1992 92 

Poland March 1994 52 

Romania March 1993 37 
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Table 2.3: Unemployment Benefit as a Percent of the Average Wage, Second Quarter 

1993
 

Country Percent 

Albania 36.2 

Bulgaria 42.3 

Czech Republic' 24.8 

Hungary 36.7 

Poland 36.0 

Slovakia' 33.6 

Data for the Czech Republic refer to 1992 and data for Slovakia refer to the first quarter 
of 1993.
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Figure 2.1
 
Unemployment Rates by Sex
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Map 2.1 Registered Unemployment in Bulgaria
 
Second Quarter 1993
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Map 2.2 Registered Unemployment in Czech Republic
 
Spring 1993
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Map 2.3 Unemployment Rate in Hungary
 
1993
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Map 2.4 Registered Unemployment in Poland
 
March 1994
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Map 2.41 Registered Unemployment in The Former Yugoslav
 
Republlz of Macedonia, 1992
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Map 2.6 Female Registered Unemployment in Poland
 
March 1994
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Map 2.7 Registered Unemployment in Romania
 
1992
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SECTION 3
 
PENSIONERS
 

Another population group typically at risk are the elderly or the pensioners. This group usually 
is living on a fixed income and in many of the Central and Eastern European countries, the 
average monthly pensions have not been indexed to inflation until recently. In Hungary, the 
minimum pension is still not indexed to inflation. In most of these countries, the minimum 
pension is very low, between 24 and 39 percent of the average monthly wage (see Table 3. 1). 

The official retirement ages in the countries in this study are 60 for men and 55 for women with 
the exception of Poland for which the official retirement ages are 65 for men and 60 for women. 
However, the rules on retirement have been somewhat lenient in these countries with people 
allowed to retire before the official age for a variety of reasons. Thus, while on average the 
proportion of the population above working age is around 20 percent, some of these countries 
have approximately 30 percent of their population on pensions (see Table 3.2). Two of the 
southern tier countries, Albania and Macedonia, have relatively young populations with only 10 
percent and 15 percent respectively of their populations above the working ages. Poland also 
has a lower than average proportion of its population above the working ages which is directly
related to the older retirement ages in Poland. If the typical East European retirement ages are 
applied to Poland, then just over 18 percent of its population is over the working ages. 

The rules about working while on a pension are lenient in many of the countries of Eastern 
Europe. For example, 9 percent of the pensioners in the Czech republic were in the labor force 
in 1992. 

Sub-National Data: 
Some of the countries in this study have regional data either on age structure or the number of 
pensioners (Albania, Bulgaria, Czech, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia). These data are presented 
in the country appendix tables. Albania and i ungary are the only countries with regional data 
on the number of pensioners. The remaining countries have data on age structures which we 
have used to calculate the proportion over the working age. 

Albania 
There is very little variation in the percent of the population on pensions among the 26 regions 
of Albania. Ten percent of the population is on a pension for Albania as a whole, and most of 
the districts do not deviate more than 3 percentage points above or below the mean. Two of the 
districts do deviate, Gjirokaster with 13.6 percent of its population on pensions and Tirane with 
13.8 percent in 1990 (see Map 3.1). 

Bulgaria 
Bulgaria has one of the oldest populations of the countries in this study with 22.7 percent over 
the working age in 1992. Two regions had a notably larger proportion of the population above 
the working ages, Lovetch and Montana, with 26.9 and 30.0 percent respectively. Montana was 
also one of the districts with a higher than average unemployment rate. If we use a slightly 
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different measure of the age structure, the elderly support ratio which is defined as the number 
over the working age per 100 people in the working ages, we see that again Lovetch and 
Montana are the worst areas with elderly support ratios of 50 and 58 respectively compared with 
40.6 for Bulgaria as a whole. 

Czech Republic 
The Czech Republic is fairly homogenous in terms of age structures. Central-Bohemia is the 
oldest region with 21.7 percent of its population over the working ages and North Bohemia and 
North Moravia have the youngest populations with 18.5 percent above the working age each. 

Hungary 
The regional age data for Hungary are for the end of 1992. The percent over the working age 
is calculated as the percent aged 60 and over for both sexes due to data restrictions. 9 For 
Hungary as a whole, the group aged 60 and over made up 19 percent of the total population, 
with only minor variation among the regions. Only two areas, Budapest and Bekes, have 
populations with over 21 percent aged 60 and over (21.6 and 21.2 percent respectively). 

Perhaps a better regional indicator of the elderly population at risk and also a measure of the 
strain on the social system is the proportion of the population receiving a pension. For Hungary 
as a whole, the proportion of the population on pensions has been increasing over time. In 
1970, only 13 percent of the population was receiving a pension compared with 27 percent in 
1993. For the regions in 1992, 3 areas had 30 percent of their population on pensions (Bekes, 
Heves, Nograd). 

Poland 
Thirteen percent of the population in Poland is over the working ages.'" Six voivodships had 
at least 15 percent of the population over the working ages, Warsawskie, Bialskopodlaskie, 
Chelmskie, Siedleckie, Sieradzkie, and Zielonogorskie. Zielonogorskie also had a higher than 
average unemployment rate. 

Slovakia 
There are only four regions within Slovakia, thus regional data is not especially illuminating. 
Of the four regions, West Slovakia has the oldest population, 18.6 percent over the working 
ages. 

9 Comparing Hungary's regional age data with other East European countries will be 
misleading because the women aged 55 and over are not included in the proportion over the 
working ages. Thus, Hungary, which is actually one of the oldest countries in Eastern Europe, 
will erroneously appear younger than other countries. 

10 Note that the retirement ages in Poland are 65 for men and 60 for women which is 
different from the other Eastern European countries. 
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Table 3.1: Minimum Pension as a Percent of Average Wage, Second Quarter of 1993 

Country Percent 

Albania 32.1 
Bulgaria' 34.0 

Czech Republic 34.3 

Hungary 23.8 

Poland 32.3 

Romania' 35.5 

Slovakia 39.0 
Data for Bulgaria refer to 1991 and data for Romania refer to 1992. 
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Table 3.2: Population Above Working Age 
and Pensioners 

Year Percent Percent of population 
above on pensions 

Country working age 

Albania 1990 9.6 10.0 

Bulgaria 1991 22.7 27.0 

Croatia 1994 22.4 na 

Czech 1992 20.5 29.0 
Republic 

Hungary 1993 22.3 27.1 

Lithuania 1991 19.6 23.6 

Macedo- 1992 14.2 9.0 
nia 

Poland 1992 13.1 22.0 

Romania 1992 19.4 19.0 

Slovakia 1994 17.5 na 

' Data refer to Poland's working ages, 18.3 percent of Poland's 

population is above the working age if retirement ages 60 for 
men and 55 for women are used. 
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Map 3.1 Pensioners in Albania
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SECTION 4 
MORTALITY 

Life Expectancy 
Two measures of mortality are considered for this presentation: the infant mortality rate and 
life expectancy at birth. Life expectancy at birth is a summary measure of a population's overall 
mortality level." The male life expectancies at birth for the 8 countries range from 65 to 71 
years (see Figure 4. 1and Table 4.1), which is roughly the level of variation that obtains between 
states in the US; a similar statement applies to the female life e;:pectancies for the 8 countries, 
which range from 72 to 77 years. 

The rankings of the countries with respect to life expectancy at birth appear to conform to a 
North-South pattern, but the direction of the relationship differs between the sexes. For men 
the southern countries exhibit the highest life expectancies and the northern countries the 
lowest.' 2 Among women, on the other hand, Lithuania, Poland and the Czech Republic enjoy
the highest life expectancies at birth, while Romania has the lowest. As will be seen below, the 

" For a given population and date, life expectancy at birt indicates the length of time an 
infant born at that date would expect to live if over the course of its lifetime it experienced the 
regime of age-specific death rates prevailing at the given date. This measure has the statistical 
virtue of freedom from the influence of age composition, which often confounds comparisons 
of mortality across populations and/or points in time. It should be kept in mind that we use the 
(period) life expectancy to summarize the level of mortality at a given point in time rather than 
to predict how long someone will actually live. 

12 Caveat about Life Expectancies: The discrepancy between the rankings of the countries 
on male and female life expectancy leaves us uneasy. Moreover, it seems unusual that 
Macedonia and Romania would register the highest infant mortality rates and still have the 
highest male life expectancies; this implies especially low levels of male mortality at later ages
in these two countries. The female life expectancies are in better accord with the infant 
mortality rates. 

To determine what explains the male discrepancy would require further investigation and involve 
additional time and effort beyond the parameters of the present exercise. For this reason, we 
have chosen to omit the life expectancies from the table on social restructuring. This does not 
mean that life expectancy is not a reliable measure, nor that the data are necessarily wrong.
Rather, we are merely suspending judgement with respect to life expectancy in the present 
exercise. 

This decision entails the additional advantage of keeping the components of our summary index 
on more or less analogous metrics; that is, the components are rates rather than a hodgepodge 
of different measures. 
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female pattern is in the same direction as the pattern of variation in infant mortality rates. In 
terms of trends, life expectancy at birth appears to be rising among women in Romania, 
Macedonia and the Czech Republic while remaining roughly stationary or declining slightly 
elsewhere. Among men, Romania and the Czech Republic represent the only instances of 
clearcut improvement, while declines are evident in Hungary, Lithuania, Albania, and Bulgaria. 

Infant Mortality 

Infants under age 1 are especially vulnerabl.e in terms of mortality and are frequently targeted 
as a special risk group. The infant mortality rates of the countries under consideration conform 
more or less to the North-South pattern ob ,erved for female life expectancies at birth: Albania, 
Macedonia and Romania exhibit the high,.st rates, while the Czech Republic stands out clearly 
with the lowest (see Table 4.2). In mo.st of t.he countries infant mortality rates have declined 
over the period considered (see Figure 4.2). Intriguingly, the infant mortality rates of most of 
the included countries appear to be converging. 

For a number of countries, data on internal regional variations on infant mortality are available 
to the present analysis (see Maps 4.1 through 4.4). Ir Albania, a North-South pattern is evident 
again. In Romania an East-West or East-Center pattern appears; the regions of Romania with 
the lowest infant mortality rates are territories in which Hungarians comprise a substantial share 
of the population. In Poland, the variations in infant mortality between voivodships are 
considerably less pronounced than the intrnal territorial variations within the preceding 
countries. The Polish voivodships with the lowest infant mortality rates include the portion of 
former East Prussia that was annexed by Poland after the Second World War; the contiguous 
Polish voivodships to the south, particularly those on the Vistula river, rank among the highest 
in terms of their infant mortality rates. Bulgaria registers the least internal variation in infant 
mortality of all countries included in the present analysis; perhaps a modest East-West pattern 
can be discerned. 

In terms of trends in the internal regional data, the data included in the present analysis do not 
exhibit temporal trends that can be distinguished with high confidence from fluctuations that 
could occur by chance. If further resources and time were made available to incorporate more 
of the existing data, this might permit more conclusive findings. 

Suicide 

The suicide rate isoften taken as a measure of social malaise. Suicide rates vary widely among 
the included countries (see Table 4.3). jhungarian and Lithuanian men register suicide rates that 
are roughly double those of their counterparts in Poland and Romania. The relative differences 
among women are even greater. Male suicide rates have been increasing in the countries for 
which there are data for two time points. Among women, however, the instances of decline 
(Hungary, Lithuania) are more clearcut than the instances of increase (Poland, Bulgaria). 
Perhaps the most noteworthy regularity in these data pertains to the sex differential: the 
differences within countries between the suicide rates of men and women are often greater than 
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the differences between countries in suicide rates of members of the same sex. The social and 
behavioral mechanisms underlying this pattern deserve further investigaticn. 
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Table 4.1 Life Expectancy at Birth 

Country 1988 1989 1 1990 1991 1992 

MALES 

Albania 68.5 68.2 na na na 

Bulgaria 68.3 68.1 68.1 na na 

Czech 67.1 67.1 67.5 68.2 68.5 
Republic 

Hungary 66.2 65.4 65.1 65.0 64.6 

Lithuania 67.1 66.3 65.9 na na 

Macedonia 69.7 70.1 na 70.1 na 

Poland 67.2 66.8 66.5 66.1 66.7 

Romania 69.4 69.6 69.8 na na 

Slovakia 67.1 66.9 66.6 . 66.6 

FEMALES 

Albania 74.4 74.3 na va na 

Bulgaria 74.7 74.8 74.7 na na 

Czech 75.3 75.4 76.1 75.7 76.1 
Republic 

Hungary 74.0 73.8 73.7 73.8 73.7 

Lithuania 76.1 75.8 75.7 na na 

Macedonia 73.5 74.0 na 74.4 na 

Poland 75.7 75.5 75.5 75.3 75.7 

Romania 72.4 72.7 73.1 na na 

Slovakia 75.5 75.4 75.4 75.2 75.4 

Note: NA does not mean necessarily that the data do not exist rather it indicates that BUCEN did 
not have access to these data in their sources. 
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Table 4.2 Infant Mortality Rates 

(Infant deaths per 1000 live births) _ 

Country 1980 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

Albania 71.8 43.0 na na na 44.0 40.4 na na na 

Bulgaria 20.2 15.4 14.6 14.7 13.6 14.4 14.8 16.9 15.9 15.5 

Czech 16.9 12.5 12.3 12.0 11.0 10.0 10.8 10.4 9.9 na 
Republic I 

Hungary 23.2 20.4 19.0 17.3 15.8 15.7 14.8 15.8 14.1 na 

Lithuania 24.2 23.9 19.6 20.7 19.4 18.0 17.4 na na 15.6 

Macedonia 54.2 43.4 43.6 41.9 39.8 36.7 31.6 28.2 30.6 24.4 

Poland 21.3 18.4 17.3 17.4 16.1 15.9 15.9 15.0 14.3 na 

Romania 29.3 25.6 23.2 28.9 25.4 26.9 26.9 22.7 na na 

Slovakia 20.9 16.3 15.0 14.2 13.3 13.5 12.0 13.2 12.6 na 

Note: NA does not mean that the data do not exist rather it indicates these data were not available 
to BUCEN in their sources. 

Table 4.3
 
Suicide Rates
 

(Deaths per 100,000 population)
 

1988 1992 
Country Male Female Male Female
 

Bulgaria 23.1 9.4 26.4 9.5
 

Czech 26.4 9.5 29.6 9.5
 
Republie_ 

Hungary 58.1 25.6 59.3 19.8
 

Lithuania' 42.6 12.2 44.3 9.7
 

Poland 20.5 4.3 25.3 5.0
 

Romania na na 18.5 4.9
 
a Czech data for 1988 refer to the former Czechoslovakia.
 
b The data for 1992 for Lithuania are 1990 data.
 
Source: World Health Statistics Annual for various years
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Figure 4.1a
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Figure 4.lb
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Figure 4.2
 
Infant Mortality Rates
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Map 4.2 Infant Mortality in Bulgaria
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Map 4.3 Infant Mortality in Poland
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Map 4.4 Infant Mortality in Romania
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SECTION 5
 
DIET
 

One way to assess whether - given population is undergoing a real decline in its standard of 
living is to examine the quality of its diet over time. In this section, we present some 
preliminary data on caloric intake and starchy-staple ratios in Central and Eastern Europe (see
Table 5. 1). Ideally, we would like sub-national data, however, these are not available and in 
this section we only make cross-naticnal comparisons. 

It must be stressed that what follows is not a nutritional treatise, nor is it intended to resolve any
of the current controversies regarding the optimal diet. Moreover, we cannot fully attest to the 
accuracy/comparability of much of the data, since it is not entirely clear how the information, 
aside from the FAO (Food and Agricultural Organization of the UN) statistics was collected. 
FAO statistics are used to establish the baseline for Poland, the Czech Republic, Hungary,
Romania and Bulgaria. Cross national comparisons limited to these countries for the years 1988
90 can be made with some confidence. All other estimates must be considered less authoritative,
since they are reconstructions based on the per capita consumption of different food groups, as 
reported in the national statistical abstracts. Without further documentation, it is difficult to 
know how the issue of food losses attributable to processing, distribution and preparation are 
handled. Even so, comparison of total calories ingested between base and current year are 
largely consistent with our expectations about the magnitude and direction of change. The slight 
increase in calories consumed in the Czech Republic and Romania are not easy to explain, but 
may represent nothing more than minor methodological differences between FAO and Census 
reconstructions of the food balances. Trends in starchy-staple ratios also seem reasonable, a 
priori. Given this uncertainty, we try to assure the maximum amount of commensurability by
using a standard set of food products, covering more than 95 percent of caloric intake, and a 
common set of conversion factors for transforming quantities of food into their caloric 
equivalents. 

In analyzing diet, we take the position that per capita declines in mean daily caloric intake, in 
and of themselves, need not be cause for alarm as lrng as the total remains above some 
recommended level for all members of society. We operationalize this concept by comparing 
per capita calories ingested to the recommended levels for adult US men and women. The RDA 
(recommended daily allowance) for adult men in the US ranges between 2,400 and 2,900 
calories. For women, the figures are 1,800-2,100. By this standard, none of the countries, with 
the possible exceptions of i3ulgaria (2,768) and Macedonia (2,570) seems to be in imminent 
danger. Of course, this finding assumes that the standard deviation of caloric intake is small 
relative ; the mean, and that the genera! decline in total intake is not at the expense of essential 
vitamins ind minerals. 

We also assert that increases in the starchy-staple ratio reflect a deterioration in diet, not 
withstanding the current controversy about the health dangers associated with high protein 
regimens. Economists have long observed that when real incomes increase, consumers in all 
societies will substitute certain "quality" foods (i.e., meat, milk, vegetables) for starchy-staples 
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such as grain products and potatoes. In short, starchy-staples are "inferior goods" with a 
negative income elasticity of demand (Engle's Law). The clear implication of the law is that 
declines in the consumption of high quality foods are caused by declines in real income, such 
as those which attended the collapse of living standards after the fall of communism. Indeed, 
from 1990-1993, real wages fell by 50 percent in Bulgaria, 48 percent in Albania and 38 percent
in Romania (see Section 1 on poverty). To operationalize this quality of diet concept, we look 
both at the levels and trends in the starchy-staple ratio. Deterioration in nutrition between the 
base and current year observations, as indicated by a rise in the ratio, occurred in the Czech 
Republic (.33 to .42), Hungary (.32 to .33), Romania (.46 to .50) and Bulgaria (.41 to .53). At 
.70 and .68 respectively, the Albanian and Macedonian ratios were very high to begin with. For 
comparison purposes, note that the value of the ratio in the US during the latter half of the 1980s 
was 23 percent (see Maps 5.1 and 5.2). 
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Table 5.1
 

Calories per Day and Starchy-Staple Ratio
 

Time Period 1 

Country Calories Starchy-Staple 
per Day Ratio 

Albania (1990) na na 

Bulgaria (1988-90, 
1993) 

3695 .41 

Czech Republic 
(1988-90, 1991) 

3574 .33 

Hungary (1988-90, 
1991) 

3608 .32 

Lithuania (1990, 1994) 3422 .38 

Macedonia (1992) na na 

Poland (1988-90, 1992) 3426 .39 

Romania ,1988-90, 
1992) 

3081 
1 

.46 

Starchy-Staple Ratio is the calories from potatoes and grain as 

Time Period 2 

Calories Starchy-Staple 
per Day Ratio 

3096 .70 

2768 .53 

3679 .42 

3164 .33 

2938 .38 

2570 .68 

3282 .39 

3100 .50 

a proportion of total calories. 
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SECTION 6
 
ENVIRONMENT
 

We presently lack comprehensive data on which countries in Central and Eastern Europe 
consistently exceed World Health Organization pollution guidelines. However, we can report 
that air pollution emissions are declining in several of these countries, although the cause tor the 
declines is probably due to declining production at .ast as much as it is to the pressure to 
conform to European environmental standards. Yet even as these countries attempt to reduce 
emissions through improved pollution control, they also face the cost of redressing the effects 
of the near neglect of environmental concerns for most of the communist period. Virtually all 
of the countries have areas that have been damaged by air and water pollution. Among the 
major reasons for damage are a lack of investment in appropriate pollution control equipment 
at factories that used otherwise antiquated and excessively polluting process technology; price 
subsidization leading to over-use of natural materials and fuels, and the over-militarization of 
the region during the Soviet occupation. 

Trends in Air Pollution Emissions 

Emissions of several types of air pollutants have fallen considerably since 1989. Our incomplete 
data show reduced air pollution emissions since Moscow's control of the region began to 
unravel. Between 1989 and 1992, emissions of carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxide, sulfur dioxide, 
and particulates have all declined (Tables 6.1-6.3). And we can say that at least for Poland (and 
likely for the others as well), virtually all of the decline in emissions has occurred due to 
reduced smokestack emissions (likely caused by diminished production levels.) The only report 
we have of increased pollution emissions are for carbon monoxide in the Czech Republic, where 
they rose roughly one-sixth between 1989 and 1991. 

Air Pollution Levels 

Although the Czech Republic provides some data on pollution concentrations (see Appendix 
Tables 13-14), they do not supply enough data to definitively state which cities exceed world 
standards. For instance, the Czech Republic reports average concentrations for the year, but 
many world standards are based on the number of days that pollution concentrations exceed 
certain levels. Even though the data are incomplete, we can probably infer from the reported 
high average concentrations, such as for particulates, that concentrations considerably exceed 
world standards. Similarly, Lithuania provides pollution coacentration data for several types of 
pollutants (Appendix Table 12), but only concentrations of sulfur dioxide can be judged within 
the context of international standards (their concentrations are within the safe range). Having 
said this, several caveats are in order. There are numerous problems with collection of air 
pollution concentration samples in the former Soviet republics and Eastern Europe. The most 
obvious one, presumably due to a lack of funding, is infrequent monitoring of air pollution data 
collection sites. It seems likely that other methodological problems exist, as NOAA has just 
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begun a program to teach Western methods of collecting air pollution data, along the Black Sea 
coast. 

Trends in Water Pollution Emissions 

Water pollution emissions also are declining. In Poland, industry (the main source of water 
pollution) reduced water pollution emissions by about 14 percent between 1990 and 1993. 
However, this hardly indicates that water pollution is becoming less of a problem there, because 
only about 5 percent of Polish industry's water emissions are treated prior to dumping (Appendix 
Table 14). The only other country to provide water pollution information, the Czech Republic, 
also reports declining emissions of waste water, but unlike Poland, it has considerably improved 
its treatment of wastes (Appendix Table 15). Between 1989 and 1992, the share of treated water 
pollution emissions rose from 77 to 82 percent (Appendix Table 16). 

Radioactive Fall Out 

We are fortunate to have detailed radioactive fallout data for Lithuania (Appendix Table 13). 
There is controversy regarding whether there are any acceptable levels of radioactive density in 
the environment. The US EPA officially asserts that there are not, although others believe that 
there is a low-level, natural occurrence of radiation in the environment that is not hazardous. 
In any event, the fact that the Lithuanians report such data clearly indicates that they are 
concerned. The source of this fallout, is to a great extent, the continuing effects of the 1986 
Chernobyl nuclear accident. Lithuania reports that the density of beta radiation (the least 
harmful type of radiation) has been fairly constant for the first three months of this year in five 
of its cities where readings are being taken. 

Other Forms of Environmental Damage 

Eastern Europe and Lithuania also have to deal with other forms of environmental degradation. 
Even seemingly innocuous activities, such as agriculture, can cause environmental problems. 
Romania suffers from considerable soil erosion, due in part to cultivation of agricultural lands 
too close to its water ways. Over a quarter of solid waste in Slovakia is generated by 
agriculture. Soils also have been polluted by the extensive dumping of industrial wastes. This 
is reportedly most pronounced in Poland and Bulgaria. Another problem is the considerable 
pollution associated with military activities in these countries, as well as the dumping of 
hazardous wastes during the pull back of Russian forces from Eastern Europe and the Baltics. 
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Prospects for the Future 

The countries of Eastern Europe and Lithuania recognize that their efforts to increase integration 
with the West must include improved environmental performance. Some, if not all, of these 
countries have, or are drawing up programs of action, agreed to by neighboring countries, to 
improve the situation. But these countries will certainly continue to trail the West significantly 
in terms of environmental conditions for many years to come. 
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Table 6.1 
Emissions of Air Pollutants - Carbon Monoxide(1000 tons) 

Country 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

Czech Republic 947 885 1096 na na 

Poland Total 2715 2524 2263 2187 na 

Mobile Sources 1380 1418 1470 1512 na 

Stationary Sources 1335 1106 793 675 533 

Slovakia na na na 235 na 

Table 6.2 
Emissions of Air Pollutants - Nitrogen Oxide

(1000 tons) 

Couniry 1989 1990 1991 1992 

Czech Republic 921 740 720 na 

Poland 1480 1280 1205 1130 

Slovakia na na na 224 

Table 6.3 
Emissions of Air Pollutants - Sulfur Dioxide

(1000 tons) 

Country 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 

Czech Republic na 1981 1864 1762 na 

Slovakia 606 na na na 374 

International Programs Center, BUCEN 35 



Map 6.1 Air Pollution in Czech Republic:
 
Nitrogen Dioxide, 1991
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Map 6.2 Air Pollution in Czech Republic:
 
Particulates, 1991
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Map 6.3 Air Pollution in Czech Republic:
 
Sulfur Dioxide, 1991
 

oKrvino

Usti n abe.n 

Micrograms per cubic meter 

* 23 to 33
 

33 to 46
 

46 to 71
 

' 71 to 84
 

*84 to 101
 

International Programs Center, BUCEN JD1 O/94:SDIO(S)T-US 



Map 6.4 Air Pollution in Hungary: Nitrogen Dioxide
 
October 1992 - March 1993
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Map 6.5 Air Pollution in Hungary: Particulates
 
October 1992- March 1993
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Map 6.6 Air Pollution in Hungary: Sulphur Dioxide
 
October 1992- March 1993
 

# ) Ui cboroca . 
..._jr--- M crogr r.:s.p...ub..mete 

357 to461 
apesorr~ e cbc ee 

* 46.19 t 29 

International Progroms Center, BUCEN JDI O/94:SULPHURT-US 



Map 6.7 Air Pollution in Lithuania
 
Nitrogen Dioxide, First Quarter 1994
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Map 6.8 Air Pollution in Lithuania
 
Particulates, First Quarter 1994
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Map 6.9 Air Pollution in Lithuania
Sulfur Dioxide, First Quarter 1994 " 
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SECTION 7
 
SOCIAL RESTRUCTURING
 

For purpose of this study, social restructuring comprises a subset of outcomes from all conscious 
policy decisions intended to preserve or enhance the quality of life of the ordinary citizen. It 
is to be distinguished from measures designed to create markets or democratic institutions, even 
though these features of western society are intimately bound up with issues of personal freedom 
and standards of living. Based upon our reading of the SEED ACT reports, policies aimed at 
social restructuring are distinguished by their emphasis on social safety nets, stability of social 
relationships, health, diet, and the environment. 

To measure the progress countries are making in their attempts to cope with the collapse of 
communism, we measure their individual achievements in the realm of social restructuring 
relative to the performance of a country which has successfully made the transition. By virtue 
of its "graduation" status, the Czech Republic is the reference country. For purposes of cross 
national comparison, all of the subsequent discussion in this section will be based on 
performance indices, where the Czech Republic is assigned base 100. Those indices are: 1) 
percentage of the population at economic risk, as measured by the poverty rate, unemployment 
rate and dependency ratio, 2) the degree of social malaise, as measured by the suicide rates, 3) 
the degree of mortality risk, as measured by the infant mortality rate, and 4) the degree of health 
risk as measured by caloric intake and starchy staple ratios. Unfortunately, data at our disposal 
did not permit us to make cross national comparisons of environmental risk. Preliminary 
rankings are assigned based on the average index score derived from the four measures of risk. 
Each measure gets equal weighting, but in subsequent exercises, these weights can vary 
depending on the preferences of the interested policy maker. We caution the reader not to over 
interpret the resulting index numbers. They are merely a convenient device for summarizing 
the values for the different risk variables. 

Table 7.1 displays the data on economic risk. Since it has several sub-components, but the 
direct measure, percent in poverty, is largely unreported, a composite index based upon the 
dependency ratio and unemployment rate is used for ranking purposes. From the ranking 
column, Romania stauds out as the country nearest the Czech Republic standard, while Albania 
has the furthest distance to go. 

The degree of mortality risk and social malaise are presented in Table 7.2. The infant mortality 
rate performs reasonably, in the sense that the Czech Republic comes out with the lowest rate 
of all included countries and northern countries have lower rates than southern countries. The 
suicide rates imply that malaise is much worse in Hungary and Lithuania than the other 
countries. Perhaps this is not altogether implausible: alcoholism is a problem in both countries, 
which have some of the highest adult male mortality rates in the world. In any case, the Czech 
Republic's siicide rates do not warrant graduation ahead of Poland, Romania, and (as far as 
males are concerned) Bulgaria. 
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Table 7.3 displays the data on the potential for health risk associated with poor diet. It is not 
entirely clear that the Czech Republic's experience produces an internally consistent nutritional 
measure that can be used for cross national comparisons. The calculated rise in caloric intake, 
noted earlier in Section 5 is somewhat suspicious, given contrary motion in the starchy staple 
ratio and the fall in real incomes during the period under observation. Furthermore, the slight 
variability in the Czech Republic's ranking position (1 on economic risk, 4 on suicide risk, 2 
on health risk) could make an issue of its choice as numeraire. Despite these concerns, the 
observed rankings are consistent with our beliefs about the relative deprivations being 
experienced in the southern tier countries. In terms of caloric intake, most countries experienced 
a decline between the base and current years. The range of the decline was from a low of 4 
percent in Poland to a high of 25 percent in Bulgaria. Based upon quality of diet, noticeable 
deterioration occurred in the starchy-staple ratios for the Czech Republic, Romania and Bulgaria. 
Little or no change was detected in the data for Poland, Lithuania, and Hungary. None of these 
negative trends signal that a general food crisis is imminent, although pockets of malnutrition 
are likely to be found in Albania, Macedonia and Bulgaria. 

The above findings are summarized in Table 7.4 which has overall index scores and their 
implied ranking. As stated at the outset, the reader should not over interpret the significance 
of the numbers. We do not believe that the comparisons are ordinal in the sense that a score 
of 150 means that a given country is 50 percent behind the Czech Republic in its quest for 
graduation. There is nothing sacrosanct about the implied weights assigned to sub-indices, and 
the interested policy maker should consider replacing the scheme of c-lual weights with values 
that better reflect the positions of AID decision makers. Given these qualifications, the direction 
of policy intervention and remediation could be based on the following prioritization of target 
countries. In general, the results are consistent with our expectations: the Czech Republic earns 
its graduation status, while Albania and Macedonia appear to be faring the worst. We are 
somewhat surprised by the high status of Romania and Lithuania. In defense of the exercise, 
poverty rates, which were not used in the rankings, place Lit'iuania well above Poland, Hungary 
and Bulgaria. For Romania, there is no independent evidence corroborating the ranking, which 
forces us to accept the results or question the validity of the underlying data. Finally, it is worth 
noting that the ranking of countries according to the level of risk does not coincide with the 
order based upon per capita gross domestic product. If the numbers are to be believed, the 
incidence of economic and health risks is not strictly determined by the overall standard of 
living. Hungary is second according to per capita gross domestic product, but fifth when it 
comes to risk. Lithuania by contrast is fifth on the income measure but second on risk. Policy 
makers are right to be concerned about regional and social variations in welfare which might 
otherwise remain hidden if the data were simply aggregated to the national level or presented 
in per capita terms. 
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TABLE 7.1 
ECONOMIC RISK 

COUNTRY POVERTY UNEMPLOYMENT DEPENDENCY ECONOMIC RISK RANKING
 
RATE (A)8 RATE (B) RATIO (C) INDEX (B&C)
 

Czech Republic 100 (6.9%) 100 (2.6%) 100 (66.01) 100 1 

Poland 255 530 125 (108) 328 5 

Lithuania 145 214b 114 164 2 

Hungary 400 435 104 270 4 

Bulgaria 259' 604 112 358 6 

Romania na 358 109 234 3 

Albania na 1250 110 680 8 

Macedonia na 1064 98 581 7 

Percent of the population below SMI 

Figures are for a sample of the population. 

Rate for 1989. The abject poverty figure is certainly higher than this in 1993, given the estimated 90+ percent below 
the social minimum in that year. 

TABLE 7.2 
MORTALITY RISKS AND SOCIAL STRESS 

COUNTRY INFANT MORTALITY SUICIDE SUICIDE SUICIDE RISK SUICIDE RISK 
MORTALITY RISK RATE RATE INDEX A&B RANKING 
RATE (BOTH RANKING (MALE) A (FEMALE) B 
SEXES) 

Czech 100 1 100 100 100 4 
Republic 

Poland 144 3 85 53 69 2 

Lithuania 161 4-5 150 102 126 5 

Hungary 142 2 200 208 204 6 

Bulgaria 161 4-5 89 100 95 3 

Romania 218 6 63 52 58 1 

Albania 374 8 na na na na 

Macedonia 309 7 na na na na 
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TABLE 7.3
 
DIET RISK
 

COUNTRY CALORIES/DAY/- STARCHY- DIET RISK RANKING 
CAPITA (INVER- STAPLE INDEX 
TED) RATIO 

Czech Republic 100 (3679) 100 (.42) 100 2 
(1991) 

Poland (1992) 112 93 103 3 

Lithuania (1994) 125 90 108 4 

Hungary (1991) 116 79 98 1 

Bulgaria (1993) 133 126 130 6 

Romania (1992) 119 119 119 5 

Albania (1990) 119 167 143 7 

Macedonia (1992) 143 162 153 8 
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TABLE 7.4 
SUMMARY RANKING 

COUNTRY 	 AVERAGE RANKING GDP/CAPITA RANKING 
RISK INDEX INDEX 
SCORE 

Czech Republic 	 100 1 100 ($7200) 1 

Poland 161 4 65 3 

Lithuania 140 2 45 5 

Hungary 178 5 76 2 

r~j jaria 186 6 53 4 

Romania 157 3 38 6 

Albania 399 8 15 7 

Macedonia 348 7 job 8 

' Gross Domestic Product estimates are for 1993. See World Factbook, 1994. They 
are based upon purchasing power equivalents. 

GDP/ per capita. Source: Memorandum, May 6, 1994 from Mervyn Farroe to Debra 

Prindle. 
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Glossary of Defmitions 

Income - Is all cash income minus payroll and income taxes or disposable income (DPI). 

Households - Are all persons sharing a living arrangement whether related by blood, 
marriage, or adoption. 

Household Income - Is household DPI (weighted to the household level if survey has 
population weights). 

Equivalent Income - Is oerived by taking household income and dividing by the number 
of equivalent adults in the household. This should be measured by weights of 1.00 for the first 
adult, .67 for other adults, and .33 for children (persons under age 18 are children). LIS 
Equivalence Income will be defined by this scale. 

LIS Equivalence Income therefore makes the following adjustments to household income: 

Household Size Household Composition Equivalence Adjustment 

1 1 single person 1.00 
2 2 adults 1.67 
2 1 adult, I child 1.33 
3 2 adults, 1 child 2.00 
3 1 adult, 2 children 1.66 
3 3 adults 2.34 

and so on. 

Persons Equivalent Income - Is derived by assigning persons weights (usually the 
household weight times the number of persons in the unit) to the household's equivalent income. 
Elderly (children) equivalent income - Is derived by multiplying number of elderly (children) 
times the household weight. 

Household Size - Households, defined above, are broken into one member, two member, 
three or four member, and five or more member groups. 

Major Occupation - One digit breakdowns such as agriculture, manufacturing, service, 
professional, pensioner. 

Sustenance Minimum Income - Minimum amount of income necessary for survival for 
an individual. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN $]-7 41 
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Table 1. Mlycw Population, by Age and Sex, 1994 

Age Both sexes Male Female 

All ages 3,374,085 1,735,020 1,639,065 

0-4 377,980 195,707 182,273 
5-9 364,213 189,920 1"4,293 

10-14 337,605 176,220 161,385 

15-19 317,993 165,588 152,405 

20-24 305,678 159,714 145,964 

25-29 284,140 146,904 137,236 

30-34 279,062 142,894 136,168 

35-39 240,531 123,401 117,130 

40-44 183,773 96,152 88,621 

45-49 140,220 73,285 66,935 

50-54 138,187 72,192 65,995 

55-59 117,897 62,317 55,580 

60-64 E4,387 48,295 46,092 

65-69 72,279 34,731 37,548 

70-74 66,728 24,601 31,127 

75-79 32,412 13,411 19,001 

80-84 20,242 7,285 12,953 

85+ 11,758 3,39% 8,359 

International Proiramv Center, BUCEN Albania 2 



Table 2. Support Ratios 1992 ] 
Data not available 
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Table 3. Reglonal Infant Mortality Rates, 1990 
(Infant deaths per 1000 live births) 

Region Total Urban Rural 

Berat 28.4 22.6 31.2 

Diber 47.9 45.5 48.1 

Durres 41.1 47.9 34.9 

Elbasan 35.6 29.3 3S.2 

Flee 34.6 22.2 33.7 

Gnmruh 30.7 30.7 30.7 

Gckum 23.4 26.1 21.7 

Kola* s 38.4 40.0 37.7 

Kore 28.6 37.4 24.4 

Kn_ 45.5 43.3 46.7 

Kuhn Q.9 37.1 52.8 

Laf 33.1 59.4 26.7 

29.9 17.5 31.4 

29.3 18.3 32.3 

M - 37.0 32.2 37.9 

Mb" 30.1 6.9 33.6 

29.8 22.9 32.0 

42.6 11.9 55.0 

47.6 50.5 47.1 

25.1 .35.2 21.6 
skau 32.7 24.3 36.5 

Shkoder 39.6 35.0 41.3 

Tepelene 29.7 15.3 34.6 

Triane 34.9 33.3 37.1 

Tropoje 45.8 39.7 47.2 

Vlore 45.2 39.9 49.8 

Note: The information in this table is ,ficial Albanian data that have been adjusted upward 
using IPC estimates. This was done to account for possible under reporting. 

Source: Statistical Yearbook of Albania, 1991. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Aibania 4BEST AVAILABLE Copy " 



TAl 4. Registered Unemployment Rate, 1S89-1993 

1989 1990 1991 1992 First quarter Second quarter
 
1993 1993
 

Total 7.5 9.8 9.4 26.7 33.6 32.5 

Male 6.6 8.8 8.3 25.1 31.3 28.5 

Female 8.4 10.9 10.5 28.4 36.1 36.9 

Source: Lwloyment Observatory-Centrai and Eastern Ewop& Emloymen Trends and 
Developnents 5. 

IFSTAVAILAP coli
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iTb 5. Z' and Personal Income According to Various Measures, 1994 
Dats not aval"l~
 

Table 6. of Housholds and Persons According to Percunage of Medla Unadjue
 

Houshol r MdimAdjusted Equivulent incorns. 1994
 

I 
Wone 

T able 7. Ho hold Types and Median E vaewn Inc. 1994
 

D= not ailable ..
 

Table . DIstIOn of PopuAWo from Various Househod Types Acc oldg to Peren tageof Median 

Adbtod Income, 1994Data riot avalkable 

T" 9.onoft - of Popukon According to Percenage of Mod,.i Adjusted 

Tab10 Di~ft~mof PouawIyHead of HouaeIwolds Occupation Arording to Percentage 

Tale I H11.md Their Reldalp to the Suslmnance Minimum Inicos (SMI), 1994. 

BFST AV'AII'LAPr F r py 
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Table 12. Pwnsioner, 1990 
Region Total Worker and 

Population employee pensions 
Albania - total 3,255,891 208,416 
Berat 180,489 9,047 
Diber 153,775 5,616 
Durres 251,029 18,763 
Elbasa 248,676 12,487 
Rer 251,115 13,078 
Gramsh 44,791 1,210 
Gjrokaate 67,392 5,644 
Koloj 25,291 1,369 
Koe 218,219 15,234 

Kruje 109,876 5,751 
Ku; __ _ 104,731 4,566 
L.zhe 63,505 2,723 
Ubrazhad 73,871 2,671 
Lushn* 137,830 6,255 
met 78,754 3,371 
mirk 51,701 3,106 
Piet 40,419 1,807 
Pogradec 73,333, 4,219 
Puke 50,286 2,732 
Sarmne 88,459 5,818 
Skrapar 47,5 1, 
Shkodw 241,545 15,610 
Tapelene 51,022 2,856 
Tirane 374,43 46,968 
Tropoje 45,865 2,350 
Vlore 180,725 13,247 

Source: Statiuk Yearbook of Albania, 1991. 

Agricultural 
pensions 

112,571 
6,469 

5,808 

5,717 

7,199 

8,083 

2,235 
3,528 

1,608[ 

2,768 

3,560 

2,165 

2,991 

5,309 

3,587 

1,676 

2en 
2942 

1,821 

4,398 

224 

9,81/_l 

2,29 

4,595 

2,333 

6,059 

Percent of population 
on pensoon$ 

9.86 
8.60 

7.43 

9.75 

7.92 

8.43 

7.69 

13.61 

11.75 

11.84 

7.75 

7.76 

7.70 

7.60 

8.39 

8.84 

9.25 

11.26 
9.77 

9.05 

11.42 

8.63 
10.55 

10.10 

13.77 

10.19 

10.68 

International Programs Conter, BUCEN Aibwda 7 



Map 1. Regions of Albania
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Table 1. Midyear Population, by Age and Sex, 1994 

Age Both sexes 

All ages 8,799,986 

0- 4 508,301 

5-9 565,762 

10-14 596,717 

15-19 669,030 

20-24 621,210 

25-29 577,810 

30-34 591,069 

35-39 604,785 

40-44 631,282 

45-49 610,520 

50-54 509,846 

55-59 514,912 

60-64 529,529 

65-69 482,691 

70-74 383,229 
7r.79 177,614 

80-84 138,673 

85+ 87,006 

Male Female 

4,326,623 4,473,363 

260,367 247,934 

290,043 275,719 

306,052 290,665 

342,482 326,548 

318,948 302,262 

295,866 281,944 

300,211 290,858 

305,375 299,410 

312,501 318,781 

300,538 309,982 

248,227 261,619 

246,162 268,750 

250,408 279,121 

220,515 262,176 

166,126 217,103 

73,308 104,306 

55,446 83,227 

34,048 52,958 

International Programs ( enter. 3UCEN Bulgaria 9 



Table 2. Surport Ratios, 1992 
________________Total Youth Elderly 

Bulgaria - total 78.7 38.1 40.6 

Sofia-town 72.2 33.6 38.6 
Bourgas 79.4 41.6 37.7 
Varna 73.6 38.6 35.1 

Lovetch 85.6 35.6 50.0 
Montana 94.7 36.7 58.0 
Plovdiv 75.2 38.6 36.6 

Rousso 77.9 38.3 39.7 

Sofia-district 79.3 38.5 40.8 
Haskovo 79.5 42.2 37.4 

Note: Total support ratio is the population under and over the working ages per
100 people in the working ages. Youth support ratio is the population less than
the working ages per 100 people in the working ages and the elderly ratio is the 
number of people over the working ages per 100 people in the working ages. 

Source: Staistica; Yearbook of the republic of Bulgaria,1992. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Bulgaria 10 



Table 3. Regional Infant Mortality Rates, 1992 

(Infant deaths per 1000 live births) 

Region Total Urban Rural 

Sofia-town 14.5 14.5 15.7 
Bourgas 19.0 18.7 19.7 
Vama 15.0 13.8 17.6 

Lovetch 12.0 11.9 12.3 

Montana 18.0 17.1 19.7 
Plovdiv 16.6 16.1 17.5 

Rousse 16.8 14.8 19.2 

Sofia-district 14.8 16.6 11.7 
Haskovo 17.4 16.4 18.9 

Source: Zdraviopezvane. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Bulgaria 11 



Table 4. Registered Unemployment Rate, 1989-1993 

1990 1991 1992 First quarter Second quarter 
___ _ __ ___ _ __1993__ __ 1993
 

Total 1.5 6.7* 15.3 1 15.6 
 1 15.7' 

Male 1.1 6.3* NA 0.0 0.0 

Female 2.0 7.0' NA 0.0 0.0 

Regions 

Sofia Town 1.3 8.3 8.9 8.9' 8.8' 

Burgas 1.7 10.3 16.0' 16.2' 15.7' 

Vama 1.1 10.0 12.7" 12.40 11.30 

Lovetch 1.0 9.5 13.3" 14.2' 14.5" 

Montana 1.6 12.5 19.3* 20.1' 20.90 

Plovdiv 2.4 14.0 19.2' 18.9' 19.60 

Russe 1.3 10.5 17.7' 20.2* 20.7* 

Sofia district 2.2 12.6 16.0' 15.5' 15.2' 

Haskovo 1.3 11.2 17.5 1 17.7 1 18.8 

Note: "*" Indicates estimate. 

Source: Employment Observatory-Central & Eastern Europe, Employment Trends 
and Development. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Bulgaria 12 



Tble la. I4mahd Peon income Accordie to Varian Meaures. 1994 

=I
 
Table 41. MDeft of fro d Persona Accsr ediao to Perertage of Mdian Un 

Houtahold hicm or Medlin Adjusted Equivant hIcome. 1904
 

Data not avadlo 

Table 7. lTypes an Median Equivalhnt kmm, 1904 
Dam not avazkbl 

W opuaft TpesAccnftto Percentage ot Median'T T G.DboxodfnmVarousKou 

F~mnotavaW*l 

T~ eorphe bt9 o Mousebdhq ftod~g Mdm9 Ng~ot by Heed o PercentWo adX= 

Tabl 10. D0IsIN budm a# Pt do byOoHouamm' 20*01 m IsPvtgue wlla 


f how, 1994.
Maim Adjusad Nmsmh 

iT iowmeD Bg i 
Tabl It. Hemehwid Ty A flief Relation to ii. Sustenance Mnimum kmcmn ISFIIL 1994. 

BEST AVAILABLE Copy 
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Table 12. IMdusewlc and nDumm nc (tllu iem) itc 1992 
Total 0-6,000 6,001.

9r 00c), 
9,001-
12,000 

12,001-
15.00o 

15,001-
18r000 

18,001-
21,000 

21,001-
24,0C0 

24,001-
27,000 

27,001-
30,00 

30,001+ 

Househotds 100.0 6.8 18.2 18.9 15.3 11.1 8.0 5.7 4.1 2.8 9.1 
Persons 100.0 7.6 17.1 18.9 16.4 11.8 8.2 5.6 4.0 2.6 7.8 
Average 
incom of 

51,940 18,638 24,528 34,298 46,611 55,360 64,353 69,840 79,006 83,607 128,627 

Househo ida 

Wages 21,071 3,929 7,883 14,458 22,956 28,232 30,821 32,715 35,313 34,678 35,502 

Nc- ag.. 983 465 580 646 805 886 l,05 7 1182 1,20 , 2,947 

BEST AVAILABL.E COPY 
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Map 1. Regions of Bulgaria
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TitbIe 1. Midyear Population, by Age and Sex, 1994
 

Age Both sexes 
 Male Female 

All ages 4,697,614 2,276,166 2,421,448 
0-4 269,427 138,392 131,035 
5-9 295,780 151,862 143,918 

10-14 327,552 168,298 159,254 
15-19 323,965 165,545 158,420 

20-24 314,781 160,807 153,974 
25-29 326,759 165,717 161,042 

30-34 343,615 173,212 170,4%., 
35-39 371,869 188,454 183,415 
40-44 381,774 185,629 176,145 
45-49 284,930 143,403 141,527 
50-54 280,184 137,028 143,156 

55-59 298,184 142,718 155,468 
60-64 293,151 134,638 158,515 
65-69 233,920 95,548 138,372
70-74 179,539 93,34$ 116, 
75-79 73,517 25,004 48,513 

80-84 78,320 24,994 53,326 
85+ 40,347 11,578 28,769 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY
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T" 2. Support Ratios. 1992 

Data not ava5able 
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I' I 
Ifm Mortality Rat"s 

le oloanT. 
Data not available 
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Tubdc4. Registered Unemployment Rate, 1985-1992 ___ 

1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 
 1992
 

Total 7A 7.0 8.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 14.0 15.0 
Male 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 11.0 12.0 
Female 10.0 10.0 9.0 10.0 10.0 11.0 16.0 18.0 

Source: ILO 1993. 

Intematioial Programs Center, BUCEN Croatia 19 
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Table 5. Household and Personal Income According to Varous*Measures, 1994 
Datenot availaleI 

Tab:* 6. Distr~btion of Households and Persons According to Pwcentge of Media Unadjsted 

Household Incomo or Median Adjustod Equivalent Income, 1994
 

Date not available
 

able 7. Household Type an Median Equvlet Inco , 1994 

Tabl S, Diti to of fr mV arious Household Types Ac o dn to PecData not available nt of M edian 
Ad~jaW Incom, 1994ITable9. Giograplco O f POWr TpeO opuano Accordinto Percentageduseof Median 

Dfavalable 
... 


Table 1. GDitrbu Dtb# tkm of PoAccon Atcording to P o of im Adge 

Dat not available. mn 

T&W@ 10. Diuth of podto by NNW of Hw Sdw~Oc!Upqdw A=d to Pw.entgoe 
of Median Adiusted Household icooe. 1994. 

Data not available 

Table 11. Hwad d TYjI mnd Thji' Re~la m 1 #w ~MilmuM bicom (SiM, 1994.J 

International Programs Center, BUCEN " t*-ll API r COPY Croatia 20 
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Tabie 1. Midyear POPAte, by Ago and Sex, 1994 

Age Both sexes 

All ages 10,408,280 

0- 4 656,414 

5- 9 657,605 

10-14 720,535 

15-19 902,988 

20-24 794,657 

25-29 689,900 

30-34 664,989 

35-39 739,230 

40-44 821,167 

45-49 803,547 

50-54 624,613 

55-59 481,787 

60-e4 505,765 

65-69 476,298 

70-74 405,754 

75-79 177,285 

80-84 184,250 

-85+ 101,496 

Male Female 

5,059,943 5,348,337 

336,059 320,355 

336,652 320,953 

369,137 351,398 

461,043 441,945 

406,059 388,598 

352,505 337,395 

339,993 324,996 

374,592 364,638 

412,575 408,592 

400,359 403,188 

305,751 318,862 

-228,873 253,114 

230,731 275,034 

201,184 275,114 

157,608 248,146 

82,883 114,402 

58,294 125,956 

25,845 75,651 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech RepublIc 22 



Table 2. Support Ratios, 1991 

Region Total Youth Elderly 

Czech Republic - total 70.9 35.9 35.0 

Prague 73.9 32.2 41.7 

Central Bohemia 72.7 35.2 37.5 
North Bohemia 67.2 36.3 30.9 

West Bohemia 68.4 35.2 33.2 

South Bohemia 71.2 36.8 34.4 

East Bohemia 73.0 36.7 36.3 

North Moravia 67.8 36.7 31.0 
South Moravia 73.0 37.0 36.0 

Note: Total support ratio is the population under and over the working 
ages per 100 people in the working ages. Youth support ratio is the 
population less than the working ages per 100 people in the working ages
and the elderly ratio is the number of people over the working ages per 
100 people in the working ages. 

Source: Statistical Yesrbook of the Czech Republic, 1993. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 23 



Table 3. Regional Infant Mortality Rates 

Data not availab6W 
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Table 4. Registered Unemployment Rate, 1989-1993 

1990 1991 1992 First Second 
quarter quarter
1993 1993 

Total 0.3 2.6 3.1 2.9 2.6 

Male NA 2.3 2.6 2.5 2.1 

Female NA 3.0 3.6 3.3 3.2 
Regions 

Central Bohemia 0.3 1.8 1.7 1.5 1.3 
South and West Bohemia 0.3 2.3 2.5 2.3 2.0 
North Bohemia 0.2 2.6 3.4 3.4 3.1 
East Bohemia 0.3 2.4 2.9 2.4 2.1 
South Moravia 0.3 3.0 3.6 3.3 2.9 
North Moravia 0.5 3.8 4.8 4.7 4.6 
Source: Employment Observatory-Central and Eastern Europe, Employment Trends 
and Development. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 25 



Table S. Household a Personl kIcome Accordino to Various Measures. 1992. 

Measures: 

Man 

Median 

Sustenance Minimum income 

Gin Coafficient 

Atkinson Masure 

E - 1 

E - 2 

Quiritiles 

1at Quintile 

2nd Quintile 

3rd Quintil 

4th Quintke 

Sorce: 4Mcrocensus 1992. 

Household Unadjusted 
Income 

82,450.38 

75,100.00 

NA 

.29 

.14 

.26 

43,100.00 

64,500.00 

88,320.00 

112,400.00 

Person Equivalent 
Income 

44,066.17 

40,419.16 

NA 

.19 

.06 

.11 

32,515.00
 

37,700.40
 

43,520.80 

52,093.00 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 26 
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Table G. Distribution of Households and Persons According to Percentage of Median Unadjusted
Household income or Median Adjusted Equivalent Income, 1992 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% All 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and 
of Median Income more 

All Households -
Unadjusted Income 16.7 13.8 19.5 16.5 13.6 13.4 6.4 100 

All Persons -
Equivalent Income 6.9 9.5 17.7 19.3 17.9 19.1 9.7 100 

Souvce: Microcensus 1992. 

P7
 
International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 27 



I 

99 

Tle 7. Houseltsl Type. md MWi n EquvaleM kIcone, 1992 
Persons in Houwoold TypeS Percent of Total Percent of Total Median 

Population Equivalent Income 

Houehold. Wrth HOd Under Age 60 
person households_One 2.8 981 94 ° 

Coups without children 10.2 113 107
 
Coupl" with cl 89 under s
nf 18 41.1 103 
One parm fwwas with a#l chilrnm
 
under age 18 
 3.1 88 84 

Other vvh at leat one child

under mom 18 
 13.2 103 98 
Othw houzeholds 10.1 112 107 

Hmt Wk~h I'twW Age 60 or Over 

__,________ 44.9_ 75 88
 
Two_ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
 _ _ _ _ _ 46.7 87 102 
O#'W hosd (th gr "we 

persons)_8.5 98 115 

Notes: 
Ratio to Total Median Equivalent Income of whole population

Ratio to Total Median Equvjtln Income of agcoongso group 

Source: Acoeu 1992. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 28 



Table 8. Distribution of Population from Various Household Types According to Percetage of Median 
Adjusted Income. 1992 

Fron ... 
Until d ... 

of Median Income 

0% 
50% 

50% 
75% 

75% 
100% 

100% 
125% 

125% 
150% 

150% 
200% 

200% 
and 

more 

All 

Households With Head Under Age 60 

One person households 3.4 22.1 26.2 20.4 12.3 10.3 5.2 100 

Couples without chilren 1.0 6.2 26.8 29.9 
-

17.6 
-

12.4 6.1 100 

Couples with children all 
under age 18 1.0 10.5 34.3 29.2 13.9 8.0 3.2 100 

One parent families with 
all children under age 18 6,4 21.4 36.5 20.0 10.1 4.3 1.3 100 

Other households with at 
least ono child under age 0.6 7.0 37.1 32.2 13.7 6.8' 2.7 10 

AN other househokl 0.4 4.2 26.6 36.9 18.3 9.8 3.7 100 

Households With Head Age 60 or Over 
One pwon households 0.8 49.0 43.1 5.6 I 0.7 0.7 0.4 100 

Two person households 0.6 13.1 64.2 15.3 3.8 2.3 0.7 100 

Other households (three 
or more pesons 2.0 11.6 40.6 27.4 11.2 5.7 1.4 1100 

Source: Microcwma 1992. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 29 



Tale 9. Geographic Distribution of Population According to Percentage of Median Adjusted Household 
ncome, 1992 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and more All 

of Median Income 

Prague 1.0 8.1 24.3 25.5 16.7 14.7 9.6 100 
Central Bohemia 1.4 12.1 36.4 25.1 12.8 8.9 3.3 100 

North Bohemia 0.9 9.3 33.0 28.5 15.8 9.4 3.2 100 
Welt Bohemia 1.9 11.5 35.7 26.2 12.9 8.2 3.6 100 
South Bohemia 0.8 10.4 38.7 27.7 12.4 6.7 3.3 100 
East Bohemia 1.1 14.6 41.3 25.6 10.2 5.6 1.5 100 
North Moravia 0.7 13.3 42.4 27.8 9.8 4.3 1.8 100 

South Moravia 1.2 13.3 36.7 28.2 13.0 6.0 1.7 • 100 
Total 1.1 12.0 36.9 27.1 12.6 7.3 3.0 100 

Source: Mkrocensus 1992. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Czech Republic 30 



Table 10. DistrIution of Population by Head of Household's Occupation According to Percentage of
 
Median Adjusted Household Income, 1992
 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% AU
Until Under ... 50% 75% 400% 125% 150% 200% and mor
 

of Median Income
 

Workers 0.3 9.4 38.9 33.5 11.9 4.6 1.3 100
 
Employees 0.3 5.7 25.3 30.3 20.5 
 13.0 4.9 100
 
Self-employe.s 
 3.3 7.0 18.6 21.8 17.6 19.2 12.8 100
 
Unemployed 19.4 46.9 21.7 2.3 5.4 2.9 1.4 100
 
Pensioners 1.0 23.9 56.0 15.0 2.8 1.1 0.3 
 100
 
Others 27.5 41.5 19.0 6.2 1.6 1.0 
 2.7 100
 
Total 1.1 12.0 36.9 27.1 12.6 
 7.3 3.0 100
 

Note: Others- include oushod of studn=, people helping in family busbum people Uvine from 
pr p"v Wd othe ople. 

Sewuce: Mk*iocwenm 1992,
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Table 11. Household Types and Their Relation to the Sustenance Minimum Income (SMI), 1992 
Persons in Housel Types 

Households W'th Head Under Age 60 
One person households 


Couples without children 


Couples with children al undo age 18 


One parent famiias with all children under age 18 


Other households with at least one child under age 18 


AN other households 


How holds With Head Age 60 or Over
 

One paion household, 


Two person households 


Othe households (thes or more person. 


Source: AICWroceusU 1992. 

Share ofp ron in 

Households below 


Sustenance 

Minimum Income 

3.7 

1.6 

4.8 

18.5 

2.1 

0.9 

0.7 

1.0 

3.7 

Ratlo of Median 
Equvalent Income 

of Group to 
Sustea nce 

Minimum Income 

1.95 

2.49 

2.77 

2.40 

2.83 

2.62 

1.49 

1.92 

2.35 
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Ta"l 12. Sulfur Dioxide Concentrations 

Mcmurams per co's( meter) 

1989 1990 1991 

Prague 77 50 85 

Bmo 30 22 23 

Ostrava 41 46 44 

Karvina-OHS* 42 39 39 

Chomutov-OHS 83 54 60 

Most 86 41 ___ I 

TepMC@OHS 138 88 101 

Usti nad Labem 102 62 81 

Pardubice 3 37 41 

OHS means district hygien. stuion 

Source: Stast&d Ywbook of the Czech Ftubl&. 1993. 
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Table 13. Purtlcuhltes Concentrations 
(Micrograms per cubic meter) 

1989 1990 1991 

Prague 86.5 73.5 81.0 
Brno 65.0 56.0 63.0 
Ostrava 113.5 100.0 101.5 
Karvina-OHS ° 80.0 86.0 111.0 

Chomutov-OHS 55.0 76.0 63.0 
Most 34.0 87.0 96.0 
Teplice-OHS 48.0 52.0 84.0 
Usti nad Labem 67.0 146.0 113.0 
Pardubice 95.0 64.0 67.0 

OHS means district hygiene station 

Source: Statistical Yearbook of the Czech Republic, 1993. 

I34
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Table 14. Nitroge Dioxide Concentrations 
(Micrograms per cubic eter __) 

1989 1990 1991 

Prague 91.0 85.0 90.5 

Brno 32.0 29.0 NA 

Ostrava NA NA NA 

Karvina-OHS* 61.0 67.0 73.0 

Chomutov-OHS 56.0 43.0 37.0 

Most 34.0 28.0 24.0 

Teplice-OHS 73.0 47.0 102.0 

Usti nad Labem 67.0 74.0 66.0 

Pardubice 22.0 27.0 24.0 

OHS means District Hygiene Station 

Source: SttsticW Yowboek 6f the Czech RepubAt, 1993. 
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Table 15. Water Pollution Emissions for Povodi Region 
(Thousand tons) 

1989 1990 1991 1992 
Insoluables 185.9 160.5 165.1 142.1 

Dissolved inorganic salts 1,256.8 1,235.1 1,101.3 895.1 

Biochemical oxide demand 164.9 184.1 131.6 118.1 

Chemical oxide demand 353.6 297.5 254.4 238.9 

Oil and OH products 1.4 1.0 1.0 0.6 

Source: Statistcal Yearbook of the Czech Republic, 1993. 
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Table 16. Waste Water Treatment in the Czech Republic 
(Million cubic meters) 

1989 1990 

Waste Water Treated 895.0 891.0 

Percent of water discharges that 77.1 78.8 
are treated 

1991 

872.0 

73.5 

1992 

886.0 

82.1 

I 

Souce: Statistical Yea.book of the Czech Republic, 1993. 
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Map 1. Regions of the Czech Republic
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Ta"e 1. Mldyw P00ihti. by Age mnd Sex, 1994 

Age Both Sexs Male Fwnl 

AN age 10,319.113 4,952,672 5,368.441 

0- 4 622.242 318.608 303.634 

5-9 608,914 310.604 298,310 

10-14 668.721 339.852 326,869 

15-19 855,441 438.149 417.292 

20-24 737,555 378,231 359.324 

25-29 668.154 342.373 325,781 

30-34 630,694 320,224 310,470 

35-39 806.828 406.013 400,815 

40-44 825.095 410,494 414,601 

45-49 695.933 341,404 354.529 

50-54 636.990 302,689 334.301 

55-59 560,201 252,063 308,138 

60-64 155,232 244,924 310,308 

65-69 508,325 211,667 296,668 

70-74 432,425 167.013 265,412 

75-79 198.79 71,677 127,118 

80-84 197.015 64,952 132,063 

85+ 112.553 31.745 80.808 

ttE 'r A%,-'. AP'. COPY 

Inteinabon Programs Center, BUCEN Hungaw 39 



Table 2. Support Ratios. 1992 

Region Total Youth Elderly 

Hungary. total 61.8 30.7 31.1 

Budapest 60.0 25.4 34.8 
Baranya 59.2 29.8 29.5 

Bacs-Kiskun 64.5 31.9 32.6 

Bakes 66.4 31.1 35.3 

Borsod-Abauj-Zemplen 64.5 34.5 29.9 
Csnograd 61.6 29.1 32.5 
Fejer 58.7 32.5 26.2 

Gyor-Moson-Sopron 60.8 30.9 29.9 

Hadju-Bihar 62.2 33.9 28.2 

Heves 64.7 30.5 34.3 

Jasz-Nzgykun.Szolnok 65.6 33.1 32.5 

Komarom-Esztergom 57.7 30.9 26.8 

Nograd 63.4 30.6 32.8 

Pest 58.5 30.6 27.9 

Somogy 63.7 30.8 33.1 

Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bweg 65.8 37.5 28.4 

Tolna 83.7 32.1 31.6 

Vas 62.6 30.6 32.0 

Veszprem 60.8 32.5 28.3 

Zala 85.0 31.2 33.8 

Note: Total support ratio is the population under and over the working ages per
100 people in the working ages. Youth support ratio is the population less than 
the working ages per 100 peole in the working ages and the elderly ratio is the 
numuer of people over the working ages per 100 people in the workingages. 

Source: Teruleri Statisztikei Evkonyv 1992. 

International Programs Cente, BUCEN Hungary 40 



Table 3. Regional Infant Mortality Rates, 1992 

(infant deaths per 1000 live births) 

Region Total 

Budapest 12.4 

Baranya 11.8 

Bacs-Kiskun 14.6 

Bekes 18.7 

Borsod-Abauj-Zemplen 15.1 

Csongrad 13.8 

Fejer 15.2 

Gyor-Moson-Sopron 12.1 

Hajdu-Bihar 12.7 

Hevv' 17.0 

Jasz-Nagykun-Szolnok 12.4 

Komarom-Esrtergom 13.6 

Nograd 11.6 

Pest 14.6 

Somogy 16.5 

Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg 16.3 

Tolna 16.9 

Vas 15.7 

Veszprem 12.2 

Zala 10.1 

Source: Hungarian DemographicYearbook, 1992. 
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Tn"l 4. UnemploymeM 

Total 

Mawe 

Female 

Borod regions 

Trans Danubian 

Gre Pn 

Nonh-Eat 

Nqrth-West& Budapes 

Region 


Budapsw 

Baranya 

Baca-Kiskun 

Bakes 
Borsod-Abauj-+Zmplen 

Csigrw 

Fee 

Gyoi-Moson-Sopron 

Hajdu-Bihar 

Haves 

Jasz-Nagykun-Szoknok 

Komarom-Esztegom 

Nograd 

Pest 

Somogy 

Data. 1992-1994 
-Urn 

1992 1993 1Q 1993 2Q 

9.3 11.8 11.2 

10.7 13.8 13.2 

7.8 9.7 9.1 

Unemployment rat. (reitred) 
1989 1990 1991 

3.7 1.1 5.0 

0.4 1.0 6.0 

1.0 2.0 8.0 

0.2 0.3 3.0 

1993 

9.0 

11.3 

13.2 

9.5 

15.4 

1!.4 

11.0 

8.5 

13.6 

13.1 

13.2 

12.4 

1,.1 

9.9 

i3.8 

1993 3Q 

11.3 

13.0 

9.3 

1992 

.11.6 

14.0 

18.8 

7.5 

oyment rate (LFS) 

1993 40 199420 

10.9 10.1 

12.6 11.7 

8.0 8.4 

1993.1 1993.2 

14.7 14.2 

18.4 17.6 

23.5 22.5 

9.9 9.8 

U_____nan raft (LFS 
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Tblg 4. Urnemoywwt Data. 1992-1994 

Unemp*oyment rate (LFS) 

Regions 1993 

Szabolcs-Szaww-Bereg 14.0 

Tolna 10.6 

Vas 6.7 

Veszprw 11.1 

Zala 10.1 

Total 11.3 

Source: Central Statistical Office, 1994, Laobur Force Survey 1993, Budapest; and Commission of 
the European Communities, 1993, E&npAymwm Obsevatory-Cneai & Eawtem Euope, EmpIoymAnt
trnds aNd devatpmn . 1994 20 dataae from Monthiy Su/etin of Swttts 94/7, p. 13. 
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Table 5. Household and Personal Income According to Various Measures, 1992 

Measures: 

Mean 

Median 

Sustenance Minimum Income 

Gini Coefficient 

Atkinson Measure 

E = 1 

E = 2 

Quintiles 

1st Quintile 

2nd Quintile 

3rd Quintile 

4th Quintile 

N = 

Source: HHP 1992. 

Household
Unadjusted Income 

382,948.00 

318,417.00 

NA 

.36 

NA 

NA 

168,760.00 

269,555.00 

376,014.00 

526,586.00 

2,151.00 

Person
 
Equivalent Income
 

229,401.00 

197,673.00 

NA 

.29 

NA 

NA 

130,275.00 

174,567.00 

223,189.00 

294,241.00 

6,022.00 
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Table 7. Household Types and Medlrn Equivant Income, 1992 
Persons in Household Percent of Total 

II Population 

Households With Head Under Age 60
 

One-person households 
 2.5 

Couples without children 5.0 

Couples with children all under age 18 32.2 

One parent families with all children under 3.8 
age 18 

Other houssholds with at least one chile 19.7 
underage 18 

Other households 4.8 

Households With Head Age 60 or Over 

One person households 11.3 

Two person household 7.2 

Other households (three or more persons) 13.5 

Source: HHP 1992. 

Percent of Total Median 
Equivalent Income 

87 149 

94 303 

125 1941 

141 229 

100 1184 

60 289 

75 682 

85 432 

91 813 
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TAbe 8. Disuibution of PoqiatLA from Vaous Household Types According to Percentage of
 
Median Adjusted Income. 1992
 

From... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% All N-
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and 

of Median Income - mum 

Households With Head Under Age 60 
One person households-
One prsonhoushold 46.3 27.6 10.5 11.8 2.3 1.4 0.0 100 147 

Couples Without 
children 7.4 17.9 25.7 21.5 10.7 10.8 6.0 100 303 

Couples with chidren
 
all under age 18 3.8 
 3.5 16.2 19.0 18.1 21.5 18.0 100 193 

One-paett families 
wih at est one child
 
undw o 18 
 9.3 21.3 23.1 21.9 13.7 5.6 5.1 100 229 

OthW households with
 
at least ono child undo
 
age 18 
 2.3 6.2 4.9 12.1 14.5 24.5 35.5 100 118 

All other househoWs 80.0 14.7 2.9 1.6 0.0 0.4 0.4 100 288 

Households With Head Age 60 or Over 

One person households 
6.5 38.8 31.8 9.4 3.9 4.9 1004.7 682 

Two person houscholds 
3.3 2.3 19.5 28.7 11.7 14.7 19.8 100 432 

Other households 
(three or more persons) 

3.8 7.5 18.8 13.7 14.7 23.5 20.4 100 811 

Source: HHP 1992. 
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Tae 9. Geograph c Distributlon of Population According to Percentage of Mada. Adjusted Household 
kcome. 1992
 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200 AN N-
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% % 
of Median Income and 

more 

Village or detached 9.1 13.7 18.0 15.5 12.0 16.1 15.6 100 2421
 
house
 

Smaller city 7.9 9.4 17.2 18.6 15.3 15.6 16.0 100 1747
 

Major city 10.3 11.3 15.7 14.2 16.9 17.5 14.1 100 848
 

Budapest 8.6 7.0 9.2 12.9 8.3 23.3 30.7 100 996
 

Total 8.8 11.0 16.0 15.8 13.0 17.4 18.0 100 6011
 

Soume: HHP 1992. 
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Table 10. Dstbu*n of Population by Head of Household's Occupation Accordig to Percentage of Median 
Adjted Hsehold income. 1992 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200 AM N-
Until Under... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% % 

of Median Income and 
_______ Moro 

Agrcultural,
 
unskged, atisam
 
Peaant
 
Self-employed 3.1 5.0 17.7 13.1 7.8 23.0 30.0 100 429 

Employed manual 1.8 37 11.6 18.4 22.0 25.8 16.8 100 1968 

nfnl-raual 2.0 3.5 5.2 10.1 11.6 21.5 46.2 100 805 

Unemployed 6.8 14.5 25.9 22.1 11.7 13.1 5.9 100 582 

Pmugow 18.0 22.4 23.3 13.9 7.1 8.5 6.8 100 1646 

Othiftact 49.2 15.8 8.3 16.6 3.0 1.0 6.G 100 219 

T, ______ 9.0 10.8 15.9 15.8 13.3 17.7 17.6 100 5629 

Source: NW 1992. 
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Table 11. Housael Types and Their Relat to t Sustenance Mbnnum icome (SM. 1994. 

Data not available 
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Map 1. Regions of Hungary
 

GY° r- M°s °o - S o°pr n 0%1 o f¢' 

i 

B u 

BudapestHeves 

ap s Ol:_'Ae , 

Borsod-Abauj-Zemplen 

, Hajdu- Bihar 5 

" 

I a s Cn Veszprema Fejer 
D]194OSL 

(Pest 
~Somogy 

Baranya 

TnaBs-iun Csongrad 

International Programs Center, U.S. Bureau of the Census JD|O/6:REGIONS-LIS 



Map 2. Gypsies in Hungary
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Table 1. Midyear PoPluho, by Age and Sex, 1994 

Age Both sexes 

All ages 3,848,389 

0- 4 286,469 

5-9 301,414 

10-14 280,535 

15-19 268,618 

20-24 286,339 

25-29 284,045 

30-34 312,719 

35-39 281,685 

40-44 242,771 

45-49 211,341 

50-54 216,265 

55-59 212,236 

60-64 199,267 

65-79 172,953 

70-74 120,504 

75-79 65,005 

80-84 58,294 

85 + 47,948 

Male 

1,823,775 

146,395 

153,471 

143,220 

136,995 

147,763 

144,639 

156.153 

138,499 

117,589 

99,635 

100,193 

94,571 

84,830 

65,778 

41,420 

21,023 

16,540 

15,061 

Female 

2,024,814 

140,074 

147,943 

137,315 

131,623 

138,576 

139,406 

156,566 

143,166 

125,182 

111,706 

116,072 

117,665 

114,437 

107,175 

79,084 

43,982 

41,754 

32,888 

BEST AVAILAI. e nopy 
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TabLe 2. Support Ratios, 1992 

Data not available 
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Ta"e 3. Rogoal Wnfmt Mwrtak),y RaWte, 1980-1989 

(Infant deaths per 1000 live births) 

1980 1985 1989 

Akones 31.5 20.7 19.2 

Alytaus 18.0 30.1 8.6 

Anyksciv 17.5 33.7 25.8 

Birzu 33.7 33.5 17.7 

itgwMnoe 18.9 14.2 15.3 

Jonavo. 29.0 35.4 14.3 

Joniskio 24.1 19.4 6.1 

Jurbarko 32.7 23.9 17.2 

Kaisiadodu 26.5 33.5 26.3 

K."" 26.1 31.2 9.3 

Kodamnju 15.7 20.1 21.2 

Keknes 31.5 29.2 7.2 

Kapodoe 16.9 27.8 18.9 

Kretingos 17.5 18.4 17.2 

KupWosdo 10.6 30.2 27.3 

LazdiOu 9.9 40.4 20.9 

Mariampoies 31.0 47.5 14.0 

Mazewkiu 24.3 14.5 25.3 

Moletu_. 23.3 18.5 27.a 

Pakruojo 34.9, 26.6 •20.9 

Panevezio 42.6 31.5 26.0 

Pasvaio 201 24.9 20.2 

Plunges 31.2 33.9 18.2 

Prienu 19.2 22.8 14.0 

Radviskio 29.3 24.4 19.2 

Raseiniu 18.5 29.0 18.0 

Rokiskio 30.7 27.3 21.1 

Skuodo 20.2 17.7 19.7 

SAWi 35.9 15.7 10.6 
Salcininku 21.4 21.2 17.0 
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Table 3. Regional Infant Mortalit Rate, 1980-1989 
(Infant deaths per 1000 Mve bWrVh) 

1980 1985 1989 

Siaou 28.5 17.2 9.8 
Siales 9.3 19.9 17.2 
Suutos 29.2 23.6 24.4 
Sirvintu 31.2 5.4 38.6 
Svencionu 10.8 27.0 29.8 
Tauage 17.0 28.0 15.2 
Tehsiu 28.3 29.5 13.0 
Traku 15.0 26.6 22.2 
Ukmrges 38.1 34.7 18.9 
UtsOS 27.8 15.3 20.7 
Varencs 38.1 31.7 19.4 
Vikavilwol 29.7 24.8 15.7 
VNManus 30.7 33.5 25.6 
Zwuu 10.3 18.5 42.6 
Lithuania - Total 24.4 23.9 18.0 
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I Ts4e 4. Registered Unerployment 

Data not available 
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Table 5. Hou.hold and Personal Income According to Various Measures, 1994 

Measures: Household Unadjusted Pers ,wEquvWalent 

Income Incone 
Mean 459.05 242.42 

Madan :53. A 194.93 

Sustenance Minimum Income" NA 85.53 

Gini Coefficient NA .36 

Atkinson Measure 

E - 1 NA NA 

E - 2 NA NA 

Quintfles 

1st Quintile 194.72 118.59 

2nd Quintile 289.08 162.38 

3rd Quintile 426.23 226.11 

4th Qulntile 656.95 334.89 

Notes:
 
** - Sustenance MniWmum Income is defined as minknal consumption basket (in minimal
 
pricea). tt includes: 70% - expenditures for food, 30 % - for other enenditures
 
(transport, taxes, etc.).
 

Source: Instituts of Labor and Socal Research of Lithuania, July 1, 1994. 
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Tabie 6. Dkjrbutkm i Households and Persons According to Prcentago of Medlan Unadjust
HouseholId come or M dlm Adjusted EquIvLrt income, 1994 
From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% AU
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and
of Median Income moe 
AU Households - 17.5 18.7 13.8 12.1 9.0 11.4 17.5 100 
Unadjusted Income 

AU Persons - 11.2 20.9 16.3 14.5 9.8 13.5 13.9 100 
Equiva4ent Income 

Source: Daiiatlmm 0 Statistics of Lithuania, 04/01/94 and Institute of Labor and Social Research 
of Lithuaia, 07/01/94. 
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Tal e 7. Hejaaod Types md Median Equivalent kIcone, 1994 

Persons Household Type Percent of Total Percent of Total Medianin Population Equivalent Income 

Households With Head Under Age 60
 
Ons person households 
 4.3 130
 
Couples without children 
 5.4 119
 
Couples with children al under age 18 
 44.9 106
 
One paront families with all childron under 
 5.9 106
 
age 18
 
Oh househokis with at leat on child 13.6 114
 
under age 18
 

Other households 11.0 129 

Households With Head Age 60 or Over 
One person households 3.7 60 
Two parso houzlwds 8.0 72 
Other houeholds (threeor mere pemon 3.4 67 

Notes: 
•Ratio to Total 10 da Equivalent kInm of whole po uro. 
*Ratio to Total Media Eq iv al n Incom of co w o d n sipg eor up. 

Source: Depatentof Statsic of Lkuei 04/01/94 and Inatium of Labor ad SociW 
Research of Lithuania, 07/01/94. 

RFPT A\AI.pI.E COPY 
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Table 8. Distribution of Populalon from Various Household Types According to Percentage of Median 
Adjusted Income, 1994 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200 A 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and 

of Medin Income I I more 

Households With Head Under Ago 60 

One person households 3.4 20.0 9.1 14.3 9.1 20.0 24.0 100 

Couples without children 14.5 10.9 16.4 10.9 9.1 14.5 23.6 100 

Couples with children e 12.8 14.9 17.2 16.2 11.1 13.4 14.3 100 
under ago 18 

One pmrnt faMits with 7.8 17.8 21.6 16.7 10.8 14.7 10.8 100 
aU children under W 18 

Othi households wMtat 10.2 11.0 17.3 18.1 11.0 18.1 14.2 100 
lout ono child undw age 
18 

AI otwr households 8.1 17.2 9.8 14.7 14.1 16.6 21.5 100 

Households With Head Age 60 or Over 

One prson households 6.0 67.1 10.7 4.0 4.7 4.7 2.7 100 

Two person households 4.9 57.3 17.1 10.4 3.0 6.1 1.2 100 

Othr households (three 17-9 35.9 23.1 2.8 0 12.8 7.7 100 
or more persons) 

Source: Department of Statisdoz of UtJuania, 04/01/94; Institute of Labor and Social Research of 
Uthuania, 07/01/94. 
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Tale S. Geographlc Diltlotnk of Populato According to Perta of Medis Adjusted 
HouLhoW Icom. 1964. 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% AN 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and 

of Median Income "'We 

Vilnus 2.7 22.1 12.9 16.0 10.6 15.6 20.2 100
 

Kaunas 3.7 22.0 12.2 13.4 9.8 20.7 18.3 100
 

Klaipeda 7.1 20.2 11.9 6.0 13.1 25.0 16.7 100
 

Mazailiai 8.3 33.3 14.6 12.5 8.3 6.3 16.7 100
 

PanevezyS 8.3 18.8 16.7 10.4 12.5 12.5 22.9 100
 

Siauhal 8.9 25.1 15.1 12.6 14.1 14.1 15.0 100
 

Total 11.2 20.9 16.3 14.5 13.5 13.5 13.0 100
 

Source: Depawrme of Staistca of L.diusnia, 04/01/94; 'Institua of Labor awd S.Ial Reeach of 
Lithuani, 04/01/94. 
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Table IS. D118lbu060 of PepuNde by HOd of Household's Occupaton Accoding to Percentage 

of Median Adjustd Househ d kwcow, 1994. 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% AN 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and 
of Median Income more 

Farmer 25.0 25.0 0 0 0 0 50.0 100 

Self-emVloyer in 34.7 20.8 12.5 10.4 7.6 4.9 9.0 100 
fan 

Employee in farm 25.0 25.0 8.3 18.7 8.3 8.3 8.3 100 

Employer not in 0 0 40.0 20.0 20.0 0 20.0 100 
farm 

Self-emplo yenot 4.4 9.9 14.3 16.5 11.0 20.9 23.1 100 
in fami
 

Employ not in 4.2 11.4 16.0 16.8 
 12.7 19.6 19.3 100 
farm 

Unemlod iving 10.7 59.3 15.0 7.1 2.6 2.9 2.4 100 
on pensions,
 
benefits
 

Unw yoed living 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 100 
from property I 

Dependem 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 100, 
Total 11.2 20.9 16.3 14.5 9.8 13.5 13.9 100 

Note: - In Household survey we have no varkbles about household hesd of ocupation. Insted 
of these variable we offer you differenation by social-economic groups. 
Source: Department of Stattics of .khuami 04/10/94; Institute of Labor and Social Research of 
Litunia, 04/01/94. 
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Table 11. Househol Types and Th ReklAtm to the Sustu ics Mtkwmn Income (SM),1994. 

Persons inHousehold Types 


Households With Head Under Age 60 
One pen househok 


Coupes without chiklren 

Couples with children all under a 18 

One parent families with all children under age 18 

Ot .r households with at least one chid under age 18 
Al other households 

Househ(lds With Hoed Ago 60 or Over 

One person households 


Two person househokl 


Other households (three or more persons) 


Source: Department of Statistics of Liduia, 04/01/94; Insmtitu 
Lithuania, 07/01/94. 

Share of persons in 
Houholds below 

Sustenance 
Minimum Icor 

.1 

.8 

4.9 

.4 

1.1 

.4 

.1 

.4 

.3 

of Labor and SocM Research of 

Ratio of
 
Median
 

Equivalent 
ncome of 

Groups to
 
Sustenance
 

Minmurnm 
Income 

2.97 

2.71 

2.41 

2.43 

2.81 

2.94 

1.37 

1.64 

1.53 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Lithuania 63 
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Table 12. Concentrations of Air Pollutants in Lithuania, First Quarter of 1994(Milligrams per cubic motor) 

Particulates Sulfur Nitrogen Carbon
Dioxide Dioxide Monoxide 

Vilnius 0.1 0.008 0.03 2.0 

Kaunas 0.2 0.003 0.04 
Klaipeda 0.1 0.004 0.02 1.0 
Siauliai 0.2 0.006 0.03 
Panevezys 0.0 0.005 0.02 1.0 
Jonava 0.1 0.002 0.03 

Kedainiai 0.1 0.003 0.02 

Mazeikiai 0.0 0.015 0.05 1.0 

N. Akmene 0.1 0.002 0.03 
Venta 0.1 0.006 0.02 1.0 

Source: Department of Surroundings Security of Lithuania, 4/1/94. 
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Table 13. Radioactive Fallout i Lithuania, First Quarter of 1994 

(Total Density of Beta Activity, Bq/m2 per day) 

January February March 

Average Maximum Average Maximum Average Maximum 

VKanus 0.5 0.7 0.4 0.6Kaunas 0.5 0.60.6 0.9 0.4 0.7 0.4 0.5 

Klaipeda 0.4 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.6 

Utena 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.7 

Dukstas 0.6 1.0 0.7 0.9 0.6 0.9 

Source: Department of Surroundings Security of Lithuania, 4/1/94. 
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Tab 1. Mdyw Populatien. by Age and Sex, 1994 

Age Both sexes Male Female 

All ages 2,213,785 1,119,621 1,094,164 

0-4 171,304 88,978 82,326 

5- 9 182,025 94,381 87,664 

10-14 190,631 98,308 92,323 

15-19 188,543 96,873 91,670 

20-24 180,311 92,907 87,404 

25-29 180,148 92,500 87,648 

30-34 175,983 90,302 85,661 

35-39 170,049 87,442 82,607 

40-44 158,819 80,947 77,872 

45-49 125,291 63.288 62,005 

50-54 111,279 55,768 55,513 

55-59 105,992 51,812 54,180 

60-64 93,783 44,779 49,004 

65-69 72,63 33,252 39,378 

70-74 52,242 23,779 28.463 

75-79 23,208 10,300 12,908 

80-84 20,805 9,322 11,483 

85 + 10,762 4,707 8,055 
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TabW 2. Support Ratios, 1992 

Dat not avaulblkj 
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Table 3. Regional Infant Mortality Rates, 

(Infant deaths per 1000 live births) 

Region 

Macedonia - total 

Skopje 

Gazi Baba 

Karpos 

Kisela Voda 

Center 

Cair 


Borovo 


BItola 

Brod 

Valandovo 

Vinica 

GevOeOja 

Gostlvar 

Debar 

Delcavo 

Demir Hisar 

Kavadarci 

Kicovo 

Kocani-

Kratovo 

Kriva Palanks 

Krusevo 

Kumanovo 

Negotino 


Ohrid 

Prilep 

Probis_p 

Radovis 

Rosen 

1992 

Total 

30.6 

30.4 

18.8 

24.6 

21.3 

83.5 

18.6 

13.8 

15.8 

30.0 

37.8 

26.1 

26.0 

33.8 

35.9 

30.8 

48.0 

25.6 

25.0 

20.0 

20.1 

32.2 

15.1 

.44.0 

16.7
 

11.4 

34.5 

14.5 

28.9 

13.8 7 
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Ta1e 3. ItWond bvafM Mrlky Rot". 1992 

-~w deeis W 1000 hve bore) ___ 

___ _n_ Total 

Sveti Nikole 25.3 

Struga 28.1 

Strumica 20.0 

Tetovo 40.8 

T, ov VOeS 39.3 

Stip 24.6 

I - -

Souvvs: A41cedbai SratielYewbook 1992. 
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T"be 4. Regsred Unenlgoyment Raes. 1987-1993 

1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

Macodonie - totw, 20.93 20.90 22.09 23.03 24.53 26.24 27.66 

Skope 21.62 

Berovo 30.31 
Bitola 23.71 

Brod 36.21 
Valandovo 24.69 

Vinica 19.88 
Govgalija 23.67 

Gostvar 34.77 

Debar 32.53 

Decavo 25.57 
Den* Hisar 37.98 

Kavadar_ 32.74 

Kkcevo 38.43 

Kocan_ 388 

Kmnvo 23.46, 

KIiva Pakan 32.56 
t- -

Krusevo 42.30 

Kunanovo 37.14 

Negotino _38.05. 

Priap _28.62 

Probistip . 26.30 

Radovis 38.87 

Resen 18.04 

Sveti Nikole 20.06 

Struga 26.68 

Strumica _ 33.06 

Tetovo. 19.55 

Titov Voe 27.44 

Stip 19.14 
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Table 4. Regisl red Unemployment Rates, 1987-1 S93 

1987 1988 1989 
 1990 1991 1992 
 1993
 

Source: Statistical Ywbook of the Repubic of Macedonia 1993 and Mft,-donia Basic 
Economic Data, No.,3, 1994. 
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Table 5. Household and PWoa Income According to Variour. Meaue 
Data not avaible 

Table 6. Distribution of Hwasholds an Persons According to Percentzge of Median Unsaused
Household Income or Median Adjusted Equlvacl Income 
Data not available[TableI1I7. Household Types and Median Equivalant Income 

Data not avaiIobat 

Table 3. Distribution of Population from Variou HOmw,.4IOd Typoo According to Perceta ofI IMedian Adjusted Inaom 
__ __ _ __ _ __ __ _ ___........ ..
 
Data not ava i...ITable9.GZ;;gr iaplde Pwlae According to Prutg fM~ a w
Household Income 
Data not avwi4sNs 

Tao10 isbtinof Porailation by Heed of Househod's Occupation AccordinPecentag, of Madimn Adjuvft.d Household Incognej 
to1
 

Data not available
ITable I
 
11. Household Types and Their P~si oO stwww iconwmns M 

Daa not availableI 

BEST AVAILAPtI .,Opy 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Macedonia 73 

I5-~~ 



Table 12. Etnc W. 1901 
Region Total Macedenians Albanians Turks Roms Vlachs Other
 
Macedonia 2,033,964 1,328,187 441,987 
 77,080 52,103 7,764 120,843 
Sko*j 563,102 354,896 107.518 12,448 25,481 1,885 61,094 
Berovo 20,458 18,992 1 478 851 4 130 
Bitola 124,003 111,847 4,757 2,383 1,299 972 2,745 
Brod 11,694 7,943 9 3,606 0 0 136 
Valandovo 12,306 9,876 8 1,619 23 7800 
Vinkca 19,837 18,040 1 285 1,291 141 79 
Gevgela 34,854 32,196 62 741 48 125 1,682 
Gostivar 116,065 19,806 75,115 11,117 2,140 11 7,877 
Debar 28,241 4,594 11,711 6,617 1,309 0 2,010 
DI covo 25,523 24,428 8 185 674 0 228 
Demr Hism 11,571 11,222 258 36 1 3 51 
Kavaderci 42,305 39,945 14 142 646 6 1,552 
.'*covo 55,128 21,541 25,644 4,502 1,831 7 1,603 
Kocani 50,029 47,232 1 803 1,380 180 433 
Kratovo 11,339 11,113 1 7 144 1 73 
Kriva Palanka 25,462 24,490 0 2 491 1 478 
Inmsvo 12,603 7,191 2,515 887 37 789 1,184 
Kumanovo 135,482 685,234 50,874 334 4,244 116 14,680 
Negotino 23.308 20,504 39 568 245 17 1,935 
Oh8d 65,957 57,976 1,312 2,802 128 264 3,475 
Prile 98,589 85,691 1,258 4,233 4,424 8 2,975 
Probiatip 16,579 16,280 2 12 24 28 233 
Radovis 30,906 26,037 36 4,578 20 20 214 
Resen 23,533 16,779 2,404 2,627 148 33 1,544 
Svged NRlI 21,557 20,593 48 200 84 290 342 
Strua 62,917 26,841 26,689 1,895 218 529 6,745 
Strumkca 94,367 87,215 16 6,108 107 9210 
Tetovo - 180,605 40,29 129,615 2,022 2,753 14 - 5,305 
Tritov Vees 65,578 55,003 2,038 2,897 528 272 4,834 
Stip 52,069 44,581 33 2,348 1,538 2,068 1,505

I - m l 

BEST AVAILARII.E COPy 
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Tabl 12. Percent inEtnic Groups. 1991 
Reono "ToW ' Macdonan Allbanks !Turks" Roef Vlachs Other 
MWacedeA 100.0 65.3 21.7 3.8 2.6 6.20.4 

Sko* 100.0 63.0 
 19.1 2.2 4.5 0.3 10.8 
Berovo 100.0 92.8 0.0 2.3 4.2 0.0 0.6 
Bitola 100.0 90.2 3.8 1.9 1.0 0.8 2.2 
Brod 100.0 67.9 0.1 30.8 0.0 0.0 1.2 
Valandovo 100.0 80.3 0.1 13.2 0.2 0.0 6.3 
Vinica 100.0 90.9 0.0 1.4 6.5 0.7 0.4 
GevgMija 100.0 92.4 0.2 2.1 0.1 0.4 4.8 
Gos*a 100.0 17.1 64.7 9.6 1.8 0.0 6.8 
Debw 100.0 17.5 44.0 25.2 5.0 0.0 7.7 
Ddcovo 100.0 95.7 0.0 0.7 2.6 0.0 0.9 
DeRii Hiew 100.0 97.0 2.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.4 
Kavedard 100.0 94.4 0.0 0.3 1.5 0.0 3.7 
Kcevo 100.0 39.1 46.5 8.2 3.3 2.90.0 
KocA 100.0 94.4 0.0 1.6 2.8 0,4 0.9 
Kraftvo 100.0 98.0 0.0 0.1 1.3 0.0 0.6 
Kriva Palanka 100.0 96.2 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 1.9 
Kniaavo 100.0 57.1 20.0 7.0 0.3 6.3 9.4 
Kunmww" 100.0 48.1 37.6 0.2 3.1 10.80.1 
Ne_____ 100.0 80.0 0.2 2.4 1.1 0.1 8.3 
Ohd 100.0 8'.9 2.0 4.2 0.2 0.4 5.3. 

PM" 1000 '1.3 4.3 4.5 0.0 3.0 
_________ 100.0 ".2 0.0 0.1 0.1 1.40.2 
Radwds 100.0 84.2 0.1 14.8 0.1 0.1 0.7 
Ram 100.0 7".3 10.2 11.2 0.0 0.1 6.6 
Sv"ti NN 100.0 36,5 0.2 0.9 0.4 1.3 1.6 
Stnjgs 100.0 42.7 42.4 3.0 0.3 10.70.8 
S.umc 1oo.0 c .4 0.0 6.5 0.1 0.0 1.0 
Tetovo 100.0 ':2______3 71.8 1.5 1.5 0.0 2.9 
Tetov Vuics 100.0 _ _-__ 3.1 4.4 0.8 0.4 7.4 
Stp 100.0 .6 0.1 4.5 2.9 4.0 2.9 
SOURCE: RePublc Stdtd Off x. 194,,SUscalYewbook of the Repubc of Mwwdnf. 1993. 
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Ta"e 13. Average Annua Net Pay, 1992 
IAverag 

Region Annua Index 
Not Pay 

Macedonia - TOt 635 100 
Skopj 708 111 
Berovo 540 80 
Bitola 662 104 
Brod 489 77 
vakindovo 428 67 
V'nica 544 86 
GevgoMa 569 90 
GoastIv 572 90 
Debar 506 8o 
Delcove 717 113 
Den* Hisar 585 92 
Kavadrc 606 95 
Klcevo 571 90 
Kocani 553 87 
Kratovo 526 83 
Krva Palanka 531 84 
Kruev 507 80 
Kumanovo 877 107 
Neodno 512 81 
Ohdd 535 84 
Prilep 66 
ProbimW 663 108 
Radovis 047 102 
Rom 513 81 
Svi WOW 744 117 

552 87 
Strmuica 502 79 
Tetovo 610 96 
Tkov Veles 639 101 
Stip 526 83 
SOURCE: Reuic Statindcal Office, 1994, Statitficaf 
Yearbook of " Repub*c of Macedone f993. 

BEST AVAILAPI F-r.pe 
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Regions of The Former Yugoslav
 
Republic of Macedonia
 

Ohridiv .. . P, nka 

1Skopje . 

2 Sveti Nikole
 
3 Krusevo
 
4 DemKr His1r
 
5 V2londovo
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Map 2. Albanians in The Former Yugoslav
 
Republic of Macedonia, 1991
 

Percent of total population 
Resen 

t 

LI 1 to 10 

1 Sveti Nikole fl 10 to 25 
2 Krusevo 
3 Demir Hisor 
4 Volondovo 

25 to 50 

I a 50 to 71.8 
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Table 1. Mdyew Populatio, by Age and Sex, 1994 

Age Both sexes 

AN ages 38,654,561 

0-4 2,630,914 

5- 9 3,066,991 

10-14 3,368,872 

15-19 3,166,476 

20-24 2,730,646 

25-29 2,449,050 

30-34 2,758,755 

35-39 3,288,388 

40-44 3,135,462 

45-49 2,378,815 

50-54 1,739,564 

55-59 1,876,570 

60-64 1,848,400 

65-69 1,600,274 

70-74 1,167,072 

75-79 594,015 

80-84 526,916 

85+ 327,383 

Male Female 

18,833,460 19,821,101 

1,350,292 1,280,622 

1,569,064 1,497,927 

1,719,836 1,649,036 

1,617,545 1,548,931 

1,394,874 1,335,772 

1,249,404 1,199,646 

1,396,138 1,362,617 

1,655,479 1,632,907 

1,562,920 1,572,542 

1,170,633 1,208,1T82 

836,853 902,711 

879,439 997,131 

841,174 1,007,228 

669,403 930,871 

451,997 715,075 

210,143 383,872 

168,991 357,925 

89,275 238,108 

BFST AVAILABLE COPY 
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Tab. 2. Support Ratios, 1992 
_____________ Total YouthEley 

Poland - total 

Warszawskie 

Bialskopodlaskie 

Bialostockie 

Bielskie 

Bydgoskie 


Chelmskie 


Ciechanowskie 


Czostochowskie 

Elbaskie 

Gdanskie 


Gorciwskje 


Jeleniogorskie 


Kalis_e 

Katowickie 

Kieleclo 

Koninskie 

Koszalinskie 

Krakowskie 


Krosnienskie 


Legnickie 


Leszczynskie 


Lubelskie 


Lomzynskie 


Lodzkie 


Nowosadeckie 


Olsztynskie 


Opolskie 


International Programs Center, BUCEN 

59.55 

54.12 

72.58 

63.58 

59.86 

58.67 

68.25 

66.15 

59.69 

60.29 

56.15 

59.16 

58.08 

63.47 

52.55 

63.41 

62.89 

57.22 

56.47 

66.00 

54.25 

64.48 

59.99 

71.29 

55.12 

67.17 

58.47 

55.15 

38.53 

29.77 

45.30 

39.10 

39.46 

39.19 

42.98 

43.05 

36.00 

42.98 

37.93 

41.42 

37.21 

41.05 

35.40 

39.11 

41.65 

40.53 

34.25 

44.48 

39.03 

43.59 

37.85 

46.05 

28.56 

47.44 

42.05 

37.30 

2102 

24.35 

27.27 

24.47 

20.40 

19.48 

25.28 

23.11 

23.69 

17.31 

18.21 

17.74 

20.87 

22.42 

17.16 

24.30 

21.24 

16.69 

22.22 

21.53 

15.22 

20.89 

22.14 

25.24 

26.56 

19.74 

16.42 

17.85 

Poland 79 
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Table 2. Support Ratios. 1992 

Ootro leclde 

Pilskle 

Piotrkowskie 

Plockia 


Poznanskis 

Przemysi d 

Radom" _ _ 

Rzezowsk de 

Siedleckle 


Skyadzke 

Skrniswickie 

Skwskis 

Suwahldka 

Szczecins"ie 

TunobrzeskI d 

Tamowside 

Tonmsk_ 

Wo ___r__ys 

Wloca _ _e 

Wroclaw 'de 

_Zamoj _ 

no o_ _elo o __e 

Cen_a-Ca_ 

No th 

North-East 

Central 

67.47 

62.00 

63.68 

59.92 

58.51 

68.99 

66.57 
64.58 

70.78 

64.84 

62.27 

59.69 


64.68 

53.71 

6.00 

66.68 

59.45 

5 7 .74 

61.75 

54.97 

71.62 

59 .74 

60.47 

56.05 

63.18 

59.83 

45.24 

43.63 

39.56 

37.86 

37.72 

45.09 

42.54 

43.61 

44.32 

39.20 

38.06 

43.59 

46.06 

36.41 

42.19 

45.25 

40.25 

36.1 1 

39.73 

34.14 

43.36 

40.99 

36.18 

39.11 

42.57 

34.94 

22.23 

18.37 

24.12 

22.06 

20.80 

23.90 

24.03 

20;97 

26.46 

25.63 

24.21 

16.10 

18.60 

17.30 

23.81 

21.43 

19.20 

2 1 .63 

22.02 

20.83 

28.26 

18 .7 5 

24.29 

17.43 

20.61 

24.89 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Poland 80 
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Tabe 2. SUPPOe Rau"e. 1992 

Central-West 60.59 40.12 120.47 

Central-East 65.43 40.79 24.95 

South 54.72 36.29 18.43 

South-West 57.05 37.50 19.54 

South-East 63.71 41.41 22.30 

Note: Toal support ratio is the population under ad over the working ages 
per 100 People in the workn ages. Youth Nuppon ratio is th population
It"s tan ths working ages per 100 people in the working ages and the
eldrlY ratio Is the number of people over the woking age per 100 people in 

Source: St*W Yearbook of DvilO y, 1994. 
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Table 3. Regional iant Mortality Rates, 1992
 

(Infant deaths pWr 1000 live births)
 

Region Total
 

Poland - total 
 14.3
 

Warszawskie 
 13.4 

Bialskopodlaskie 13.8 

Biatostockie 13.7 

Blelskie 13.9 

Bydgoskie 19.1
 
Che lnmk 
 18.5 

Ciechanowakis 15.8 

Czestochowskde -12.9
 

ElbafLte 
 11.5 

Gda dde 13.3 

Gorowklce 17.2 

Jeleniogorskle 14.6
 

KaUskis 
 18.1 

Katowickie 16.0 

Kieleckie 12.0
 

Koninskde 
 13.9 

Koazallnskie 13.3 

Krakowskle 13.7 

Krosnienskis 13.5 

Legnickie 15.2 

Leazczynskie 15.4
 

Lubelskie 
 13.9 

Lomzynskie 15.1 

Lodzkie 15.9 

Nowosadeckie 12.5 

Olsztynskie 11.6 

Opolskie 17.1 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Poland 82 
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Table 3. Regional Infant Mortality Rat", 1992 

(Infant deaths per 1000 ve births) 

Ostroleckie 14.4 

Pilskie 14.3 

Piotrkowskia 13.0 

Plockis 16.1 

Poznanskie 12.6 

Przemyski. 14.3 

Radomskie 13.4 

Rzeszowkis 13.4 

Skdldeckie 12.7 

Sieradzkle 11.6 

Skerniewickie 11.4 

Slupski 15.4 
Suwalskic 13.8 

Szczec_k_ 13.8 

T_-nobrz_k_ 13.1 

Tarnow"e 13.9 

Torunskie 17.3 

W____________15.0 

Wioclawaki. 1e.a 
Wroclawkie 14.8 

Zarnojakle 10.3 
Zielonogorski. 13.8 

Source: Statistical Yebook of Demography, 1993. 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Poland 83 
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_________ 

Te 4. Unmloyment Rate 

Unemployment. rate (LFS)
 
May August November February 
 May Auguls November February1992992 1992 1993 1993 1993 1993 1994 

Total 12.9 13.8 13.7 14.3 13.8 13.1 14.9 15.9 
Mae 11.9 12.5 12.4 13.1 12.4 11.5 13.6 15.0 
Female 14.1 15.4 15.2 15.8 15.4 14.9 16.5 17.0 

_____ Registered Unemploym rawe_ _ ___ 

Regions January March
 
1991 1994
 

Warozawskje 2.5 8.0
 

Bialskopodlaskie 6.3 12.7
 
Bialogtockie 
 8.7 13.7 

Blelskle 4.9 11.9 _ _ 

Bydgoski. 8.1 18.9 

Chelmskie 8.7 14.2
 

Ciechanow"de 
 10.1 22.6 

Czestochowslde 6.4 13.7
 

Elbaskle 
 9.0 27.4 

Gdanskie 6.9 15.1 

Gorowskie 9.7 21.5 

Jeleniogornke 10.3 19.2 

Kalislke 8.2 17.3 

Katowickie 3.7 10.0 

Kieleckie 7.2 18.2 

Koninskie 9.4 18.1 

Koszalinskie 10.5 28.9 

Krakowskie 3.7 7.5 

Krosnienskie 7.6 18.8 

Legnickie 8.1 17.9 
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Tabbe 4. UnewiploywMe~ Rates 

Regions January
1991 

Leszczynskis 6.2 

Lubelske 6.4 

LomzynsIde 9.9 

Lodzkie 9.4 

Nowosadeckle 6.4 

Olutynkie 10.5 

Opolski. 4.8 

Onrolaclde 8.6 

Pilskie 8.2 

Piotrkow"lci 8.9 

Plockie 9.3 

Poznanskie 3.9 

Przemyarn i 8.5 

Radwwik"e 6.8 

zeszowski. 7.6 

Siedloclde 5.4 

Skradzkie 6.8 

Skiorniewickle 8.2 
Slup3kie 9.4 

Suwalakie 11.9 

Szczecinskie 5.4 

Tarnobrzeskia 6.5 

Tansowskie 5.3 

Torunskie 9.2 

Walbrzykie 9.2 

Wloclwskie 8.3 

Wroclawskle 4.7 

Regisurwed Un lyment rate 

March
 
1994
 

14.1 

13.8 

17.6 

20.9 

14.2 

28.2 

13.3 

19.5 

24.8 

20.1 

20.7 

8.2 

17.0 

19.7 

17.3 

15.8 

14.5 

14.3 

28.4 

28.6 

14.7 

13.8 

14.8 

22.0
 

24.9 

21.9 

13.7 
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Tos 4. mploywMe Rat"s 

Registere' _Jnemployment rate 
Regions January March

1991 1994 

Zamojskie 6.3 13.5 

Zielonogorikis 8.4 18.4 

Poland Totl 6.6 15.7 
SOURCE: Glowny Urzad Statystyczny, 1994, Registesd Unemploymwt in PoAnd, I-V Quart., 1993, Warzawa;1994, Regiterod L4,.vpywW j-*PoApnd, I Quwrtw 1994,; and Pomt Unwploment Tables, table U5. 
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Tale 5. Household and Persona Income According to Various Measures, 1992. 

Measures: Household Person 
Unadjusted Income Equivalent Income 

Mean 4,089,964.00 1,883,069.00 

Median 3,700,802.00 1,723,708.00 

Sustenane Minimum Income NA 1,110,000.00 

Gn Coefficient .30 .24 

Atkinson Measure 

E- 1 .15 .10 

E - 2 .28 .18 

Quintile 

1st Quintile 2,147,767.00 1,204,83.00 

2nd Quintile 3,219,358.00 1,530,723.00 

3rd QuinVe 4,238,380.00 1,907,922.00 

4th Ouknde 5,748,930.00 2,464,129.00 

Notes: Monty in Zotle Sustenance Minmum Income - The CSO estime for 1992 based on minum 
basket (M. Radcziukiowic Gi omtwa domowe naraone na ub6atwo w lach 1990-1992, ZBSE, z. 
221, GUS, Warnzawa 1994, p. 13). 

Source: Househl budget swvw JI992; indvidua records wih population weights. 
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oTOA, 6. 0 Uhm INou&&%" sWo.̂CCDedsd POW SO Pw s. of Medim 
ULmai Hm WddW hcMM or Mesdk A s EqjW vWOM kom 1962. 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 15% 150% 200% AN 
Untg Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and

of Median Income " Ie 

AM Households. 15.2 16.3 18.5 16.2 11.8 14.2 7.9 100
Unkm4LMed Income 

AN Persons - e.3 19.0 24.7 20.2 13.4 11.3 5.2 100 
EuivsMlt Income 

Source' Hou4sWo/d budget sovey 1992; AvldumI records with popumion weight. 
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Table 7. Household Typee and Median Equivalent Income. 1992. 

Persons in HouMehoid Types 
Percent of Total Percent of Total Median

Population Equivalent Income 

Households With Head Under Age 60 

One person household, 2.2 117 

Couples without children 4.9 132 

Couples with children all 51.6 101 
under age 18 

One parent families with all 2.8 85 
children under age 18 

Other households with at last 13.5 92 
one child under age 18 

Other householda 11.4 110 

Housalds with Head Age 60 or Over 

One person households 3.2 79 

Two person households 6.8 96 

Other households (three or more 3.6 89 
persons) 

Source: Houshold budv survey 1992, indIvidua records with population weights. 
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Table 7. HousehOl Types and Median Equivalent Income, 1992. 

Persons in HOusehold Types 
Percen of Tota Percmit of Tot MaconPopi~latio Equivalent incomne 

Households With Head Under Age 60 
One persn households 2.2 117 
Couples whout chldren 4.9 132 
Coupi with children a 51.6 101 

under ago 18
 
One parent fwnW~s wkh all 
 2.8 85 

chUdmn under sgo 18 

Other households wit at Ieast 13.5 92 
one child under ago 18 

Other households 11.4 110 

HousehoWs with Hea Age O or Over 

On person 3.2 79 
Two person h 6.8 96 
Other households (hw or more 3.6 89 

Source: H ehoM bud w svev 1992, Wdividual recordswit populationwelowts. 
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Tabl 8. Dt*uti on Poulation from Various Hcusahold Types According to percentage of Median
Ated hom. 1992. 

From ... 
Unti Lkdw ... 

of Median Income 

0% 
50% 

50% 
75% 

75% 
100% 

100% 
125% 

125% 
150% 

150% 
200% 

200% 
and 

Mora 

AN 

Househcida With Head Under Age 60 

One person househoR 2.7 12.7 

Coupled Without cw ren 1.7 6.6 

Coupss wit chidran 6.3 19.2 
under ago 18 

One pwa wfamilieswkh 17.6 21.1 
all cchr undera& 18 

Other househowld wk at 6.8 24.2 
lam one child undv ago 
18 

Othe households 5.4 12.6 

20.2 

15.3 

24.1 

26.0 

26.7 

22.6 

20.0 

19.9 

19.4 

14.2 

23.8 

21.6 

14.9 

18.3 

13.7 

10.0 

10.9 

17.1 

17.1 

22.0 

12.1 

9.5 

5.6 

14.3 

12.5 

16.2 

5.2 

1.6 

2.1 

6.3 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Househokla with Head Age 60 or Over 

One peruo 6.8 36.2 

Two personhousehrA& 4.3 20.7 

Othehousehokj (three 8.8 18.8 
or more persons) 

32.8 

29.7 

31.1 

14.4 

23.3 

17.0 

6.0 

11.0 

11.9 

3.1 

8.1 

8.6 

1.0 

3.C 

3.9 

100 

100 

100 

Source: Hous l buoa wy M199Z bWidk*" records wiW, popueo weioM. 
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Table 9. Geographi Distlrbuion of Populatio According to Percmtage of Meu 
AdAwted Housaehld b,cone. 1992. 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% Al 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 200% and
 
of Median Income 
 more 

Geographic region 

1. Metropolitan 5.5 12.5 21.9 19.9 16.5 14.0 9.6 100 

2. Central 2.9 20.9 23.8 20.6 13.8 12.0 5.9 100 

3. Cenwda-Wet 7.7 20.5 22.3 19.9 11.5 9.1 3.0 100 

4. Central-East 12.8 19.2 30.0 18.3 9.4 6.3 3.6 100 

5. North 7.9 22.3 25.9 18.4 12.5 7.4 5.6 100 

6. North-East 6.2 20.1 27.7 23.2 11.7 9.1 2.1 100 

7. South 2.6 9.7 19.8 23.1 17.5 18.9 8.4 100 

8. South-Eat 7.6 21.1 31.7 18.0 10.2 8.9 2.6 100 

9. South-West 6.2 21.5 23.0 19.7 14.7 10.7 4.1 100 

Total 8.3 19.0 24.7 20.2 13.4 11.3 5.2 100 

Source: Hou$Meld budget suwvey 1992, Individual recda with population weght. 
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Table 10. DkVbfl of Population by Head of Household's Occupatio Accordhng to 
Percent of Meda AdJuSd Household Income. 1992. 

From ... 0% 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 2009 AN 
Until Under ... 50% 75% 100% 125% 150% 2100% and 

of Median mO 
Income 

Occupation of the head 

Worker (blue-con) 3.8 19.5 27.4 23.1 13.8 9.5 3.2 100 

Worke (whit-clr) 1.0 8.0 17.5 19.9 18.9 21.9 12.7 100 

Farmer 13.1 23.7 24.3 15.4 10.2 8.1 5.2 100 

Pensioner 15.2 28.3 27.1 16.0 7.5 5.1 0.8 100 

Sock-co group of the household 

Workrs 3.1 15.9 23.7 21.5 15.2 13.8 6.9 100 

Farmers 13.9 13.0 22.5 16.0 10.6 8.3 5.8 100 

Mlxed (farers- workers) 1.2 15.9 27.0 24.7 16.8 11.8 2.7 100 

Pensioners 14.6 28.2 28.0 15.9 7.5 5.1 0.8 100 

Total 6.3 1 19.0 24.7 20.2 13.4 11.3 5.2 100 

Source: Household budget swvey 1992, indkvu records wi population weight 
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Table 11. Household Typg and Their Reltlem to 11e Sustnance Mklmum Income (SMI). 
1992. 

Persons in Household Types 

Households With Hm Under Age 60 

One person households 

Couples without children 

CoupIoa with children all
under age 18 

Ons parent f wfth 0children undr age 113 

Other houseolds with at k one chW under a"e 18 

Other households 

Households with Head Age 60 or Over 

One p rson households 

Two person househokla 

Othor houaeholds (three or 
more persons) 

AN persons 

Share of Persons 
in Households below 

Sustenance 
Minimum Income 

(Total 
population - 100) 

0.2 

0.2 

7.8 

0.8 

2.4 

1.3 

0.8 

0.9 

0.7 

15.1 

Share of Persons 
in Householdt below 

Sustenance 
Minimum Income 

(Persons in 
HouseholdType - 100) 

8.9 

4.0 

15.2 

28.0 


17.9 

11.3 

25.0 

13.7 

20,1 

15.1 

P-Wo of Median 
Eluivaleet Income 

of 
Groups to 

Sustenance 
Minimum Income 

181.81 

204.58 

156.08 

132.28 

142.23 

171.41 

123.05 

149.68 

138.66 

155.29 
Source: Houseioka budgetewvey 1992, indivdual records with population weights. 
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Table 12. Unemloyed by Region and Percent of Unemployed Who are Fema 

Regkwim December 1991 March 1994 

Total Female Percent Total Female Percent 
female female 

Warszawskie 52,100 30,500 58.5 84,400 47,400 56.26 

Bialskopodlaskie 15,400 7,300 47.4 21,100 10,000 47.49 

Bialostockie 43,300 20,900 48.3 40,700 23,000 49.3 

Biloskie 34,700 21,000 60.5 49,400 29,700 60.1 

Bydgokwe 78,900 43.400 55.0 105,100 54,800 52.1 

Chalmskie 11,600 6,700 57.8 18,700 9,500 50.8 

Clochanow"do 37,500 18,500 49.3 50,900 24,300 47.7 

Czestochowalde 47,800 24,900 521 53,200 27,000 50.8 

36,700 19,500 53.1 59,400 30,300 51.0 

Gdankie 75,500 40,200 532 91,400 50,300 55.0 

Gorowkie 41,300 20,500 49.6 51,700 25,900 50.1 

Jk_o_______ 43,000 21,000 48.8 46,200 24,000 52.0 

Kalside 47,600 24,200 50.8 61,500 30,';W 49.92 

Katowickle 116,300 78,800 67.8 177,500 111,100 62.6 

Kieteckia 73,000 36,900 50.5 109,700 52,700 48.0 

Koninlde 31,500 16,900 53.7 43,600 21,800 50.0 

Koazal aldn 47,400 25,900 54.6 72,400 37,200 51.4 

Kra~cw*de 36,000 20,500 56.9 43,700 23,700 54.2 

KrosniensLde 35,400 17,100 49.7 42,900 20,900 48.7 

Legnickle 36,300 21,800 60.1 48,900 26,900 57.4 

Leszczynskie 20,200 11,700 57.9 25,800 14,300 55.4 

Lubelskie 56,900 29,§0 52.0 71,900 36,600 50.9 

Lomzynske 27,200 13,400 49.3 32,800 15,700 48.2 

Lodzkie 87,200 41,000 47.0 110,000 51,200 46.6 

Nowosadeckie 40,300 20,100 49.9 51,600 24,900 48.3 

Olaztynskie 69,'300 36,000 51.9 106,700 54,200 j 50.8 

Opolskie 43,600 23,800 54.6 60,100 33,200 55.2 
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Table 12. Unemployed by Regon and Percent of Unemployed Who am Female 

Regime December 1991 March 1994 

Total Femae Percent 
fo_ale 

Total Female Percent 
mele 

Ostroleckle 34,700 17,000 49.0 40,200 19,100 47.5 
Pile 34,900 18,800 53.9 5,600 29,100 52.3 
Piotrkowki 55,000 28,200 51.3 70,400 34,800 49.4 

Pfockie 44,900 22,400 49.9 56,700 28,000 49.4 

Poznuaskw 33,900 19,100 56.3 50,100 27,200 54.3 
Przemyskle 28,500 13,500 47.4 36,400 16,800 46.2 
Rd_____ 48,500 23,400 48.2 79,200 37.600 47.5 
Rzeazowslde 51,100 24,700 48.3 68,200 32,600 47.8 
Sieft" 3T,700 15,600 49.2 54,300 25,200 46.4 

SWzkio 25,600 11,200 43.3 31,700 13,700 43.2 

Skiarniwicle 22,300 11,400 51.1 28,500 13,800 48.4 
Skupakl 37,300 181800 50.4 57,300, 29,000 50.6 
SuWIskW 45,100 22,500 49.9 66,100 32,500 49.2 
Szcecilns 4a,900 25,8D 54.6 63,5M4nO 33,200 52.3 
Tarnobrzak" 36,800 18,600 50.5 45,700 21,900 47.9 

Tamowade 38,000 18,'.)O 51.1 50,700 23,900 47.1 

Tonmvk* 49.100 26,300 53.6 68,000 36,000 52.9 
Wakwzyslde 5818W 29,900 50.8 87,500 45,400 51.9 
Wioclawskle 36,900 17,400. 47.3 49,300 23,100 46.9 
Wroclawskie 38,900 22,700 50.9 67,100 36,600 54.6 

ZamojskI 30,700 14,100 45.9 37,100 17,400 46.9 
Zielonogorki 41,000 21,910 53.4 54,900 28,300 51.6 
Poland Total 2,155,600 1,134,100 52.8 2,953,40 1,516,500 51.4 

0 

SOURCE: Glowny Urzad Statystyczny, 1994, Registered Unemaoyment in PoAmd, I-IV Qu&t,
1993, Warzawa; 1994, Registered Unemployment ki Polan, / Quwer f 994, Warszawa. 
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TaWe 13. Long Term Unemployment and Unemployed Not Ekkb for Benffib, March 1994 

Unemployod 
for over a 
year 

Warszawskie 33,400 

Bialskopodlaskie 8,900 

Bialostockie 19,800 

NOkle 16,800 

Bydoo" 47,200 

CheOmsk 6,900 

Clach noue 29,600 

Czestochow, 21,200 

E__ _ 32,100__i 

Gdde 38,100 

Goowk _ 21,600 

Jdwgorske 20,000 

KAlisie 30,000 

Katowlckie 62,200 

Kklckle 50,900 

Kcninskhd 19,700 

Kosallnskie 36,800 

KrakoWod 5,900 

Kroank 20,200 

Legnickl. 19,800 

Leszczynslke 9,400 

Lubelsk i 28,600 

Lomzyn.;kia 18,000 

Lodzki.j 46,200 

Nowosadeckie 21,300 

Olutyn"_ __ "59,100 

International Programs Center, BUCEN 

Percent 
unen loyod 
for over a year 

39.6 

42.2 

42.4 

34.0 

44.9 

30.9 

58.2 

39.8 

54.0 

41.7 

41.8 

43.3 

48.8 

35.0 

46.4 

45.2 

50.8 

13.5 

47.1 

42.2 

36.4 

39.8 

55.2 

42.0 

41.3 

55.4 

Unemployed 
not emtled 
to benefit 

44,800 

11,100 

23,100 

20,900 

51,000 

9,700 

30,900 

25,400 

32,800 

38,300 

24,900 

25,400 

31,300 

98,800 

59,900 

22,800 

35,500 

16,300 

23,500 

23,800 

12,100 

38,500 

17,400 

45,300 

25,900 

60,200 

Petcent 
uiemployed not 
entitledto bensfi 

53.1 

52.6 

49.5 

42.3 

48.5 

51.9 

60.7 

47.7 

55.2 

41.9 

48.2 

55.0 

50.9 

55.7 

54.6 

52.3 

49.0 

37.3 

54.8 

50.7 

46.9 

53.5 

53.4 

41.2 

50.2 

56.4 
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Table 13. Long Term Unemployment and Unemployed Not Eligibe for Bne it, Marcd 1994 

Unempioyed 
for cver a 
year 

Opolskie 22,700 

Ostrolockie 20,600 

Pilskie 31,000 

Piotrkowslda 37,100 

Plockle 28,000 

Poznan"_ 12,600 

PrZemylde 17,400 

Fadomakle 37,500 

Rzonow"kl. 33,700 

Skekcle 33,500 

Skadzkio 15,300 

SZemnawickle 12,000 

Slupekie 24,500 

Suwalwd 36,300 

Szczocinalda 23,500 

Tarnobrzakie 20,600 

Tamowakie 21,800 

ToUnslb 33,100 

Walbrzyskid 40,800 

Wloclawakie 22,900 

Wroclawskie 27,500 

Zanoiskie 17,900 

Zielonogorskie 23,100 

Poland - Total 1,318,100 

Percent 
unemployed 
for ovor a year 

37.8 

51.2 

55.8 

52.7 

49.4 

25.1 

47.8 

47.3 

49.4 

81.7 

48.3 

42.1 

42.8 

54.9 

37.0 

45.1 

43.0 

49.9 

46.6 

46.5 

41.0 

48.2 

42.1 

44.6 

Unemployed 
not entitled 
to benefit 

28,700 

23,300 

28,800 

41,100 

34,500 

21,000 

21,000 

44,900 

36,800 

34,400 

17,300 

15,100 

20,700 

35,500 

26,300 

25,500 

27,700 

36,600 

42,600 

28,400 

34,000 

21,600 

28,800 

1,524,600 

Pernt 
unemployld not 
etitled to 
benefit 

47.8 

58.0 

51.8 

58.4 

60.8 

41.9 

57.7 

56.6 

54,0 

63.4 

54.6 

53.0 

36.1 

53.7 

41.4 

55.8 

54.8 

53.8 

48.7 

57.6 

50.7 

58.2 

52.5 

51.6 
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Table 14. Wts WMter Goneration in Poland. Total and by Industry (1000 cubic meter) 

Total 

__ 1990 
31146 

1991 
28997 

199227529 199320681 

Industry 22206 20643 19645 19373 
Industria waste not treated 21023 19616 18914 18441 
Percent industrial waste (unreated) 94.7 95.0 96.3 95.2 
Source: Envonrmental Profaction 1993, 1993, pp. 19, 20. 
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Map 1. Regions of Poland
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Map 2. Dependency Ratios and Unemployment
 
in Poland
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Tale 1. MlyW Popudatwo% by Age and Sox, 1994 

Age Both sexes 

AUMage 23,181,415 

0- 4 1,556,605 

5- 9 1,768,982 

10-14 1,706,178 

15-19 1,950,067 

20-24 1,854,375 

25-29 1,767,412 

30-34 1,388,259 

35-39 1,732,498 

40-44 1,648,016 

45-49 1,288,071 

50-54 1,208,610 

55-59 1,301,765 

60-64 1.254,475 

6-6"9 1,072582 

70-74 789,580 

75-79 351,670 

80-84 330,205 

85+ 158,065 

Male 

11,434,762 

799,348 

903,459 

873,237 

997,519 

948,141 

903,050 

706,834 

872,305 

826,235 

637,368 

586,830 

652.0M6 

592.119 

489,414 

326,635 

134,476 

126,198 

62,440 

Female 

11,746,653 

757,257 

865,523 

832,941 

952,548 

906,234 

867,362 

679,425 

860,193 

821,781 

648,703 

621,750 

700,679 

662356 

53088 

412.945 

217,194 

201,00 

93,625 
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E T":e2. Support Rag, 1992 

Data not available 
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Tle 3. RegaMl Iant Mortality Rate., 1980-1991 

(Infant deaths per 1000 ve births) 

Region 1990 1991
 
Romania - total 
 26.9 22.7 
Alba 
 17.7 16.6 

Arad 24.4 20.2
 

Argos 
 23.8 21.7 
Bacau 29.8 28.9 
Bahor 28.0 24.5
 
Bistrita-Nasaud 
 25.3 23.5 
Botosmi 38.9 32.2 
Brov 25.3 18.7
 
Braga 
 27.7 20.1
 

Buzau 
 24.7 19.4 
Cars-Severin 31.5 26.2 

Cal"s 38.3 22.8
 
Ck 
 19.5 16.4
 

Constanta 
 36.5 33.3 
Covasna 
 23.2 24.8
 

Dimbovita 
 28.1 23.3
 
Doj 
 27.8 18.6 

Galati 30.6 23.5 
Giurgiu 31.9 22.7 
Godj 
 21.9 19.6 

Harghite 
 15.9 15.3 
Hunedoara 
 28.5, 25.5 
lalomita 46.7 33.2 

lasi 26.5 25.7 
Maramures 28.2 24.4
 

Mehedinti 
 27.2 20.3 

Mures 21.9 18.8 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Romania 102 
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TAle 3. PAgWond Wai Moltalky Rat", 1980-1991 

(infant dea per 1000 K". bklths) 

Region 1990 1991 

Nearnt 31.9 23.8 
Olt 31.1 21.6 

Prahova 28.1 21.6 

Satu Mare 21.8 24.3 

Salaj 26.6 22.3 
SNbiu 17.5 16.7 
Sucava 23.2 22.2 

Tekerman 27.5 28.4 

rwrlw 25.8 25.5 
Tulces 32.9 27.6 

Viui 32.8 24.6 

Vikce 20.0 16.9 

Vrancea 28.1 27.8 

ucurosti 21.5 17.8 

Some: Sod/W aod Ec , Sate of ombmn in oe Yew 
1990 and Statiadcl Yerbowk ofRonwa, 1992 
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Table 4. Registered UneploVment Rate, 1989-1993 

1989 


Total NA 

Mae NA 

Female NA 

Regions 

Bucharest NA 

Conctants NA 

North Muntena NA 

Oltonla NA 

Banat NA 

Central NA 

CluI NA 

North Moldova NA 

South Moloviv NA 

No": Tho iudcata es 


Source: Enmployawnw Ow 

Dewkpmanwt. 

1990 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

ms. 

y-Ciamu 

1991 

3.0 

2.2 

4.0 

1.9 

3.8 

2.6 

3.4 

2.5 

1.8 

3.2 

4.7 

4.0 

1992 

8.2 

8.2 

10.3 

5.7 

9.7 

8.2 

9.1 

7.3 

7.6 

11.2 

12.1 

12.0 

First quarter 
1993 

9.8 

7.7* 

11.7* 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

wd Eutwn Europe, Employnw 

Second quarter 
1993 

9.3 

7.2" 

11.6* 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

TrWds aed 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY
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Medai,wiousI 	 According to Va L 
Data not avail..... and Perso nal In Pom .Tal S. Housthol 

nHousehold3IrcoZ or Median Adjusted Equ v ant income 
Data not available_ , ..... 	 . , 

7..oHou o Types and U Equivendt bwxome

I Data not avallable 

Table 	G.Dbstrbution of Populaton fron Various Household Types According to prcentge of 

;'*ma Aduted WwcomeIV 
Dat not avaelableITable9. Geographic Distiution of Population According to Pretg fMda d=
 
Household income
 
Diu not available
ITab"10- DiStribution of Population by Head of Household's Occupation Acrigto

Pecntage of Median AdjM Hustehod ncom
 

Datz not available
 

Table 11.HouseholdTypesmid The&r RelationtoteSutenance Mn~wm bncmm(iM

IDa not available 
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Regmon 
Romaie 

. Tots 
22,760,449 

R__en___ 
20,352,980 

Hunga__ n_ 
1,620,199 

Gyps 
409,723 

Ottes 
377,547 

Alba 414,227 373,482 24,843 12,301 3,01 
Arad 487.370 392,195 6_,908 13,515 20,752 
Argos 680,574 672,883 407 6,739 545 
Bacau 736,078 721,385 4,362 8,287 2,044 
Bihor 34,093 419,137 180,682 23,030 11,244 
Bistrit-Nasaud 
Botosani 
&tasov 

327,238 
458,904
642,513 

295,884 
455,034 
551,874 

21,173 
115 

63,260 

9,024 
2,023 

15,990 

1,157 
1,732 

11,389 
Braa 392,069 384,211 202 4,422 3,234 
Buzau 518,307 505,020 165 10,944 178 
Caras-Severin 375,794 325,035 8,107 7,8 34,766 
Calaras 338,844 326,763 105 11,304 872 
Ciuw 736,077 570,676 145,405 18.488 2,508 
Constanta 

Covasma 
748,044 
232,592 54,517 

__58 1,324 
174,968 

5,5 3 
2,566 

56,092 
541 

D n 
Do 

via 559,874 
761,074 

546,559 
741,888 

364 
331 

11,5 4 
18,063 

1,357 
804 

Ga 
Gi-&a 

639,853 
313,084 

63,724 
301,708 

434 
133 

7,272 
11,068 

1,423 
174 

God 400,100 394,654 531 4,654 281 
Harghlt , 347,637 48,812 94,26 4,104 452 
Hu_n_ 
Ialor-
1"i 

547,S93 
304,008 

503,343 
293,477 
795,61 

33,871 
104 
45 

5.644 
9,782 
e.M 

5,339 
645 

4,010 
-,,--, 438,2al 54,78 6.e10 40.55 

Munm 
NeaMr 

Ok 
PWOWva 
SatuMw 

33_,' 

607.5,04 
"60 

,.841,414 

4 1_. 

___ 323,275 
31,34 
572,055 

_,__514.439 

233,518 

426 
251,039 

418 

186 
910 

140,112 

5,323 

3,948 

6,162 
9,792 

10,553 

3,007 
5,04434,51 
1,198 

179 
1,113 

15,975 
, -- 2 - - - 192,14 63,150 9,133 1,861 

Suceava 
4____ 
70O, 

____ 

"7,107 
3_7,543 19,168 

506 
18,580 
4,961 

17,549 
18,226 

Teleo-rman 482,221 471,028 101 10,982 170 
T"mes 
Tulca 

700,292 
270,197 

560,139 
239,791 

63,395 
169 

15,177 
1,344 

61,581 
28,893 

VasM 
Vilcea 

457,799 
438,298 

454,835 
431,831 

62 
445 

2,617 
3,662 

285 
360 

Vrancea 392,651 388,078 396 3,969 208 
Bucuresti 2350,984 2,292,813 8,611 33,193 16,307 
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Tab& 12. EVwJ&c Group. 1992 (4rC_ U) _ 

Rogim Total Romanians Hungarians Gypies Others 

Ron ra 100.0 

Ab_ 100.0 


Arad 100.0 

Argm 100.0 

Bwau 100.0 


100.0 
BistritaNatsud 100.0 
Botosani 100.0 
Brawov 100.0 

Bra 100.0 

Buzau 100.0 

Caras-Severin 100.0 

Calarasl 100.0 

Ckj 100.0 

Conatanta 100.0 

Covsana 100.0 

Dimbovite 100.0 

Do4j 100.0 

Galati 100.0 
Giurgiu 100.0 
Gori 100.0 
Harghita 100.0 
Hunedora 100.0 

its 100.0 
las 106.0_ 

Maramures 100.0 
Meho<dJ i 100.0 
Murs 100.0 
Nownt 100.0 
Ott 100.0 
Prahova 100.0 
Satu Mars-- 100.0 
Salaj 100.0 
SibU 100.0 
Suceava 100.0 
Teleorman 100.0 
Timis 100.0 
Tulcea 100.0 
Vaslui 100.0 
Vilcoa 100.0 
Vrancea 100.0 
Bucuresti 100.0 
SOURCE: Comisia Nationain PengruS:tatist/ca, 

89.4 7.1 1.8 1.7 
90.2 6.0 3.0 0.9 
80.5 12.5 2.8 4.3 
98.9 0.1 1.0 0.1 
98.0 0.8 1.1 0.3 

66.1 28.5 3.6 1.8 
90.4 6.5 2.8 0.4 
99.2 0.0 0.4 0.4 
85.9 9.8 2.5 1.8 
98.0 0.1 1.1 0.8 
97.8 0.0 2.1 0.0 
80.5 2.2 2.1 9.3 
96.4 0.0 3.3 0.2 
77.6 19.8 2.2 0.3 
91.6 0.2 0.7 -? 
23.4 75.2 1.1 
97.8 0.1 2.1 0.2 
97.5 0.0 2.4 0.1 
98.6 0.1 1.1 0.2 
96.4 0.0 3.5 0.1 
98.8 0.1 1.2 0.1 
14.0 84.8 1.2 0.1 
91.9 6.1 1.0 1.0 
98.5 0.0 3.2 0.2 
98.6 0.1 0.8 0.5 
81.0 10.2 1.3 7.5 
97.3 0.1 1.8 0.9 
52.1 41.3 5.7 0.8 
99.0 0.1 0.7 0.2 
98.7 0.0 1.2 0.0 
98e 0.1 1.1 0.1 
58.4 35.0 2.6 4.0 
72.2 23.7 3.4 0.7 
87.8 4.2 4.1 3.9 
96.8 0.1 0.7 2.6 
97.7 0.0 2.3 0.0 
80.0 9.1 2.2 8.8 
W.7 0.1 0.5 10.7 
99.4 0.0 0.6 0.1 
99.0 0.1 0.8 0.1 
98.8 0.1 1.0 0.1 
97.5 0.4 1.4 0.7 

1992, Recenswginul PopLdatiW SI Locuitelo 1992. 
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Map 2. Gypsies in Romania
 
1992
 

Percent of total population -2/:4 
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Table I. Mldyer Popdatadn. by Age and Sax, 1994 

Age Both sexes 

Al! ages 5,403,505 

0- 4 390,460 

5- 9 420,239 

10-14 453,894 

15-19 476,684 

20-24 413,463 

25-29 375,010 

30-34 395,622 

35-39 427,144 

40-44 414,276 

45-49 320,319 

50-54 264,253 

55-59 232,395 

60-4 232,809 

65-9 209,426 

70-74 180,839 

75-79 74,071 

80-84 74,888 

85+ _ 47,713 

Maio 

2,637,264 

200,335 

214,397 

231,731 

242.962 

210,598 

130,364 

201,429 

216,299 

.107,967 

15%,671 

124,6b, 

106,406 

103,438 

88,442 

7Z251 

28,170 

26.477 

14,641 

Female 

2,768,241 

190,125 

205,842 

222,163 

233,722 

202,865 

184,646 

124,193 

210,845 

206,309 

163,648 

139,568 

125,990 

129,371. 

120,984 

108.588 

45,901 

48.411 

33,072 
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Ta"e 2. Suppo Rtm. 1n1 

Region Tota Youth Eldevy 

Slovu - totwM 73.01 43.08 29.93 

Bratislava 69.20 39.26 29.95 

West Slovakia 73.01 40.83 32.18 

Central Slovakia 73.01 43.25 29.76 

East Slovakia 74.52 48.60 27.92 

Note: Total sgupor rato is the population under &W over the 
worin 0ges Per 100 people in the working ages, Youth support
raio Is the populatrn I&" than mh wodcing Wepo 100 pooplie in 
te wor^ OW W the leily reio Is the numbe of people over 
te wodino eg" per 100 peocle in the wodng ego. 

Source: Sustfcdl Yebook of fe Czech Rwiubk. 1993. 

PFST AVA;LA .- CU(r' 
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IT" 3. ftgiond Infant MOftNY R& 
Data not available 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 

International Programs Center, BUCEN Slovakla 1i 



Tab"e 4. Regilumd Unemploymui Rat, 

1989 1990 

Total NA 0.8 

Maio NA 0.8 

Femafe NA 1.2 

Regioris 

Bratislava NA 0.3 

West Slovakia NA 0.5 

Central Sovakia NA 1.3 

East Skvakia NA 0.9 

Source: Emnoyment Obseatory-Cwvgr 
Devdapimt. 

1989-1993 

1991 1992 Fist quarter Second quarter
1993 1993 

6.8 11.4 12.0 12.5 

6.3 11.1 12.1 12.4 

6.9 11.7 11.9 12.5 

3.7 5.7 4.4 4.3 

7.2 12.7 13.1 13.0 

6.4 11.0 11.8 12.3 

7.5 12.8 14.3 14.9 

and Easterm Europe, Employmwnt Trends and 

IrSTAVAIL CeOpy 
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TaWe 5. Household and Pw=W inene According to Vaious Measures, 1994 

Data not avbgQ 

Table 6. Distrtbution of Households and Prsons According to Percwnage of Median Unadjusted 
Household incom or Median Adjusted Equivalent Incone, 1994 

Data not available 

Table 7. Hoavt Typesl wn Medin Equivle litom. 1994 

Data noyt ava,ible 

TaWd 8. 13arimi of Pou kr fm Vafnuacho Typw Acor to Pwlt m's of Mda 

AdJustod Intcome. 1994 

Date not avaiable 

TaWe 9. Goorphlc Disttion of Populatio According to Percentage of Median 
Household Income. 1994. 

Do" not available 

Table 1C. Distribution of Population by Head of H's Occupation According to
of Med~m Adjusta Hoshl hwwm, 19N4. 

Data not avalable 

TW I1. Household Typesad Thei Reltimto *ahe Mincmem I8mJS1994. 

Data not avaidable 
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Map 1. Regions of Slovakia
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