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Annex |

Nati onal Practices in the 1990 Popul ati on Censuses

l. | NTRCDUCTI ON

1. In Septenber 1993 the secretariat circul ated a ques tionnaire on popul ati on
and housing censuses to countries in the ECE region. |Its main purpose was t o]
ascertai n the extent to which their national censuses had conplied with th e
reconmendati ons for the 1990 censuses of popul ati on and housi ng whi ch had been
adopt ed by the Conference of European Statisticians and the ECE Committee o n
Housing, Building and Plan ning for national censuses which were to be conducted

in or around 1990 (i.e. during the 1985-1994 period) in the ECE region. v

2. The following thirty-two countries provided information which related thei r
censuses to the content of the ECE 1990 census recommendations: Arnenia; Aus tria,
Bel arus; Bulgaria; Canada; Coatia; Cyprus; Czech Republic; Estonia; Finland ;
France; Germany; Hungary; Ireland; Italy; Kyrgyzstan; Latvia; Lithuania ;
Luxenbourg; Norway; Portugal; Republic of Ml dova; Ronania; Sl ovak Republic ;
Sl oveni a; Spain; Saeden; Swtzerland; The former Yu gosl av Republic of Macedoni a;

Uni ted Kingdom United States; Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro). Th e
Net herlands, which did not take a census in the relevant period, nevertheles S
provi ded conparable inform ation fromregisters and sanpl e surveys. The replies
from all of these countries are summarized in the follow ng sections of thi S
paper .

3. In addition to the information provided by countries in response to th e

questionnaire, the secretariat has al so nade use, w henever possible, of national
census questionnaires, census publications and other sources of information in
order to clarify and, where necessary, supplenent the replies to specifi C
guestions in the questionnaire, in cases where this was needed.

4. The dates of the national popul ation and/or housi ng censuses that wer e
taken by countries in the ECE region during the 1985-1994 census decade are shown
in Table 1. As can be seen fromthis table, alnost all of the countries which

replied conducted a census during that decade and so participated in the 199 0

Worl d Popul ati on and Housing Programme. Thirty-two of them conducted a census

of popul ation and housing as a single operation and five of these al so included

a census of agriculture in the same exercise. A | east three countries (Canada,
Irel and and The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia) conducted two censuse S
during the census decade.

Tabl e 1. Dat es of national popul ati on and housi ng censuses taken during the
decade 1985-1994
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Country Census date Country Census date
Ar meni a 12/ 1/ 1989 Li t huani a 11/ 1/ 1989
Austri a 15/ 5/ 1991 Luxenbour g 1/ 3/ 1991
Bel ar us 12/ 1/ 1989 Net her | ands 1/7/1991 *
Bul gari a 3/ 12/ 1992 Nor way 3/ 11/ 1990
Canada 4/ 6/ 1991 Por t ugal 15/ 4/ 1991
Croatia 31/3/1991 A Republ i ¢ of Mol dova 12/ 1/ 1989
Cyprus 1/ 10/ 1992 Romani a 711/ 1992
Czech Republic 2/ 3/ 1991 Sl ovaki a 3/ 3/ 1991
Est oni a 12/ 1/ 1989 Sl oveni a 31/3/ 1991 A
Fi nl and 31/12/ 1990 Spai n 1/ 3/ 1991
France 5/ 3/ 1990 Swi t zer| and 4/ 12/ 1990
Ger many 25/ 5/ 1987 Sweden 1/11/ 1990
Hungary 31/ 12/ 1989 The former Yugosl av
Ireland 21/ 4/ 1991 A Rep. of Macedoni a 31/3/1991 A
Italy 20/ 10/ 1991 Uni ted Ki ngdom 21/ 4/ 1991
Kyrgyzst an 12/ 1/ 1989 US A 1/ 4/ 1990
Latvi a 12/ 1/ 1989 Yugosl avi a 31/3/1991 A
A= Census of Agriculture also included * reference date
5. The summary and anal ysis of national practices in the 1990 round of

popul ati on and housi ng censuses is of interest for two reasons.

First, it

can provide a basis for determ ning which parts of the 1990 ECE

recommrendati ons mght be in need of revision for the 2000 round of censuses.
Second, but of equal inportance, it can show the extent to which
internationally conparable data are or will become avail able fromthe

nati onal censuses conducted by the countries in the region. Therefore, each
country is asked to check carefully the information contained in this paper
in respect of its national census in order to ensure that all the essentia
expl anat ory notes have been included and to correct any errors which may have
been inadvertently made in the interpretati on of the national replies.

6. The parts of the responses which relate primarily to popul ation
censuses are sumarised in the present paper and those parts which relate
primarily to housing censuses will be summarised in a separate paper for
review at the work session on housing censuses (this neeting is currently
tentatively scheduled to be held in Septenber 1995). However, in order to
provi de an overall view of the extent to which countries in the region
conplied with the ECE recommendati ons for popul ati on and housi ng censuses,
sone of the nmaterial in the two docunents will pertain to both popul ati on and
housi ng censuses.

. TOPI CS FOR VH CH DATA WERE COLLECTED
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7. The ECE popul ati on (and housi ng) census reconmendati ons nmake a

di stinction between "basic topics" on the one hand and "additi onal topics" on
the other. Basic topics are those which are of general interest and value to
countries of the region and hence they are the ones which countries have been
recommended to include in their census. Additional topics, in contrast, are
topi cs which are considered useful but of |ess inportance and genera

interest than the basic topics,and hence the recomrendations left it to
countries to deci de whether and to what extent they should be included in
their census. The basic and additional topics for which countries collected
data are shown in Table 1 of Annex 3. As noted above, although this table
lists the topics which are applicable to both popul ati on and housi ng

censuses, the summary anal ysis presented belowis restricted to the basic and
addi tional topics which are usually associated with popul ati on censuses (i.e.
covering Basic Topics 1 through 13 and a. through n. and Additional Topics 1
through 28 and a. through i. in Table 1 of the Annex). Infornation on

national practices with reference to the 1996 housi ng census recomrendati ons
will be presented in a simlar working paper that will be prepared for the
pl anned (Septenber 1995) work session on housi ng censuses.

A Basi ¢ topics

8. The basic topi cs which were included in the popul ati on censuses of
countries in the ECE region are shown in Table 1 of Annex 3 (refer to col umms
headed by 'B.T. ...). Thirty-two of the thirty-three reporting countries

listed in the table conducted a census of population. The entries in the
tabl e show that the ECE recomrendations were inplenmented to a very | arge
extent in regard to the inclusion of the recomrended basic topics,

particul arly when allowance is nmade for the fact that the data conpiled by
sone countries on certain topics (nmost notably on status as enpl oyer,

enpl oyee, etc. and on soci o-econom c group) mght be rather different in
nature fromthose reconmended because the data were nmade avail abl e t hrough
related information collected on other topics in the census, and also for the
fact that two countries collected infornmation on certain topics directly from
regi sters rather than from census questionnaires. Thus, of the thirty-three
reporting countries, twenty-nine or nmore of themcollected information on the
followi ng fifteen basic topics: place of usual residence; total popul ation
locality; sex; age; country of birth and or citizenship (legal nationality);
type of activity (current or usual); occupation; industry (branch of economc
activity); educational attainnent; relationship to reference person of
private household; famly status; type of famly nucl eus; size of famly

nucl eus; and nunber of children in the famly under a specified age.
Furthernore, 24-28 countries collected infornmation on the follow ng nine
basic topics: (legal) nmarital status; socio-econom c status; place of work
househol d status; nunber of economcally active nenbers in the famly; type
of private househol d; size of private househol d; nunber of econonically
active nenbers in the househol d; nunber of children under a specified age in
t he househol d. There were only two basic topics that were omtted by ten or
nore reporting countries, nanely: place of residence at prior reference date
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(omtted by fourteen countries); nunber of nenbers of retirement age in the
househol d (omtted by ten countries).

9. The nunber of topics included by different countries ranged from12 to
27 out of the 28 basic topics listed in the ECE reconmendations that are
usual | y associated with popul ati on censuses. O the thirty-three reporting
countries, twenty included twenty-four or nore basic topics, six included
twenty to twenty-three and the remnai ni ng seven included twel ve to nineteen
basi c topics.

10. No country stated that it had any plans to delete fromits next census
any of the basic topics included in its |ast popul ati on census, although one
country indicated it mght consider the deletion of a series of questions on
economi c activity which could be regarded as better covered by other surveys
e.g. Labour Force. Several countries said that it wold be premature to
anticipate the content of their next census, since they would first want to
ascertain the views of users of the data and no country has put forward any
firmproposal for adding to the list of basic topics for the next round.

B. Addi ti onal topics

11. The addi tional topics which each country included in its popul ation
census are shown in Table 1 of Annex 3 (refer to the colums headed by "AT.
."). The entries in the Table show that although a fairly |arge nunber of
addi tional topics were included in the popul ati on censuses that were
conducted in ECE nenber countries, nmost countries in general included
relatively fewer specified additional topics in conparison to basic topics.
Ten countries included 23-30 of the 37 Additional Topics that relate to
popul ati on censuses (i.e. Additional Topics 1 through 28 and a. through i. of
Table 1 in Annex 3) and only two countries included | ess than ten of them
Most (15) of the remaining countries included from15 to 20 additi ona
topics, but there were considerable variations in the conposition of those
selected by different countries. Nevertheless, it would seemfromthe nunber
and choi ce of topics that many countries took account of the list of
additional topics in the recormendati ons in deciding on the nunber of
suppl ementary topics to be included in their popul ati on censuses.

12. The additional topics for which infornation was col |l ected was nost
commonly col lected are as foll ows (nunber of countries shown in brackets):
specified age of groups of children in the famly (26); urban and rural area
(26); place of birth (native-born popul ation (25); place where found at tine
of the census (24); language (24); (de facto) marital status (23); nationa
and/or ethnic group (22); total number of children born alive to all wonen
(22); school attendance (22); whether living as innate of institutiona
househol d or ot her communal establishment or not (22); type of activity
(usual or current) (21); sector of enploynment (20); nunber of famly nenbers
whose main source of livelihood is economc activity (20); type of
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institutional household or other communal establishment in which a person
l'ives (18), nunber of househol d menbers whose nain source of livelihood is
econom c activity (17); religion (17); journey to work (17); educationa
qualifications (17), literacy (17); nunber of dependent famly nenbers (17);
mai n source of livelihood (16); total nunber of children born alive to
ever-narried wonen (14); dependency rel ationship (actual or presuned) (14);
duration of residence (13), location of school, university etc. (13);
extended famly status (11); nunber of dependent househol d nmenbers (11); tine
worked (10); type of extended famly (10); farmor non-farmresidence (9);

pl ace of previous residence (9); date of current marriage of ever-narried
wonen (8); generational conposition of private households (8); year or period
of immgration into the country (7); date of first marriage of ever-married
wonen (5); income (5); duration of unenployrment (3); and secondary occupation

(3).

13. Most countries stated that they were not planning to delete fromtheir
next popul ation census any of the additional topics which they had included
in their |last population census. However, one country reported that its
question on religion was likely to be deleted on sensitivity grounds.

Anot her country stated that it was proposing to delete fromthe next census
its question on nunber of nonths worked, since the date derived fromit were
not used to obtain the economcally active category. One country indicated
its intention to exanmine the possibility of inproving the wording of its
guestion on |language with a view to obtaining better quality data.

14, Several countries referred to the possible inclusion in their next
popul ati on census of one or nore additional topics which they had not
included in their last census. One country said it would consider the
possibility of obtaining information on household and voluntary activities by
the inclusion of a question on unpaid work and woul d al so consi der asking for
nore specific data on rel ationship of persons within the househol d. Another
country also signalled its intention to |l ook at the latter possibility.

QG her topics nmentioned in this context were main source of |ivelihood (two
countries), access to durable goods within the household and availability of
cars (one country), citizenship, year of inmgration, country fromwhere the
person cane, de facto narital status (one country), nunber of children born
alive, position in profession and nmovenents close to work (one country),
religion, adaptation of |abour force concept and exact denom nation of
educational attai nnent (one country), sector of enploynent and topics to
study commuters (one country), tinme worked, duration of unenpl oynment and
secondary profession (one country), and inconme (one country).

C QG her topics

15. Approxi mately one-third of the thirty-three responding countries

i ndi cated that they collected information on one or nore topics which were
not included in the ECE recommendati ons. The types of other topics for which
i nformati on was col | ected i ncl uded inter alia the follow ng:
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(a) M gration characteristics: previous nationality; duration of
continuous residence in the locality; status of foreigners by reference to
type of authorization to stay in the country.

(b) Personal characteristics: physical disability or handi cappi ng
condition; long-termillness; active or other duty/veteran status; usua
| anguage spoken at hone.

(c) Econom ¢ characteristics: occasional occupation; periodic
perform ng of agricultural work; nunber of unenpl oyed nenbers; types of
previ ous enpl oyment; previous profession of inactive persons; fornmer
occupation and status of retired persons; occupation of parents; for persons
wor ki ng abroad at the tine of the census, the name of the country and
duration of work stay; for expatriate workers returned from abroad, the
duration of work abroad, the year of return and the nane of the foreign
country.

(d) Educati onal characteristics: type of school attended and neans of
travel to school

(e) Fam |y and househol d characteristics: relationship of persons in
t he househol d; recreational possibilities available to the household with
particul ar reference to access to chalets, cottages and country hones

16. No country reported that it was planning to delete any of the above
topics fromits next census. A few countries indicated that they were
considering including in their next census some topics which had not been
included in their last one. In this connection, reference was made to
questions related to travel to work, unpaid work, citizenship, relationship
bet ween househol d nmenbers, nore preci se designation of educationa

attai nnent, adaptation of the international concept of |abour force, topics
to study commuters, duration of unenpl oynent and secondary occupati on

[11. DEFINTIONS AND CLASSI FI CATI ONS OF BASI C TOPI CS

A CGeogr aphi cal characteristics of persons

(i) Pl ace of usual residence (B.T.1)

17. Information on this topic was collected by thirty-two of the thirty-
three reporting countries on the basis of the national definition of this
concept, with two of the countries obtaining the infornation fromregisters
rather than census questionnaires. A few countries stated that the data
collected related to the place of permanent residence or the place of |ega
resi dence, but did not say whether the popul ati on data obtai ned on either
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basis would be likely to differ significantly fromthe total usually-resident
popul ati on. However, on the basis of information fromthe 1980 round, it
seens unlikely that there would be a significant difference in either case

18. Several countries reported that they encountered sone difficulties in
al | ocating special groups of persons to their place of usual residence. In
this regard the groups which were nentioned were: pupils and students |iving
in a school or university residence or as boarders in a household for part of
the year and el sewhere during vacations (4 countries); persons in prisons (2
countries); persons in psychiatric hospitals (1 country); persons in conmunal
establ i shnments (1 country); persons on mlitary service (1 country); and
persons |iving away from hone during the working week but returning there at
weekends (1 country). Judging by the relatively small nunber of reported
difficulties it would seemthat in nost instances the special rules drawn up
governing the treatnent of these and the other groups of persons listed in
par agraph 23 of the ECE recomrendati ons have functioned snoot hly and
therefore that no undue problens were encountered in allocating themto their
pl ace of usual residence.

19. Al t hough not always expressly stated in the replies to Notes (i)-(iii)
of the relevant questionnaire, it would appear that the great najority of the
countries, in conpiling the census results for geographic areas, allocated
persons to their place of usual residence in all or nost of their

tabul ations. Two countries however reported that all of their tabul ations
were conpiled on the basis of where persons were found at the time of the
census and not on the basis of their place of usual residence.

(ii) Total population (B.T.a)

20. Al of the thirty-three reporting countries indicated that they had
conpiled information on this topic. As indicated above, nost countries
conpi l ed the count of the total population on the basis of the usually-

resi dent popul ation, but in a few cases the figures conpiled referred to the
total legally-resident popul ation, the total permanent popul ation or the
total present-in-area popul ation

21. Around half of the countries provided details in their response
regardi ng which of the groups listed in paragraph 27 of SSAS-No. 40 were not
included in the count of the total population, but only some of them gave
reasons why they were excluded. Were full details were provided, the
responses reveal ed that national practices varied considerably in the
statistical treatnment of many of the groups listed i.e. whether the group was
to be included or excluded, and under which conditions. Countries did not
specify to what extent, if any, counts or estimates of the size of each of
the groups were avail abl e.

22. Only one country stated in its response that information on under-
enunerati on was avail abl e.
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(iii) Locality (B.T.b)

23. Information on this topic was derived by all but one of the thirty-
three reporting countries. The ECE reconmendati ons specified that the
recomrended definition for this topic may need to be adapted i n accordance
with national conditions and practices and it appears fromthe responses
recei ved that several countries nade such adaptations. However, the
recommrended definition of a locality based on the notion of a distinct
popul ati on cluster seens to have been generally followed by nost countries
that used this concept.

24, Several countries failed to give any details of the classification that
they used with this topic and therefore it was not clear whether or to what
extent those countries conplied with the recomrended cl assification contai ned
i n paragraph 29 of SSAS-No. 40. However, based on the information supplied
by the renmaining countries, it appears that the size classification used by
nost of themcorresponds fully or to a large degree with the one-digit |evel
of the recommended classification. A few countries, however, reported that
they used a condensed classification at the | ower, upper or both ends of the
classification, but where this happened the differences do not appear to be
significant.

25. The responses |listed a wide range of types of localities for which
statistics are being conpiled, including, for exanple, communes, parishes,
settl enments, census aggl onerations, popul ation aggl onerations, etc.

(iv) Wban and rural areas (N B. This is an “ additional topic”)

26. Twenty-six of the thirty-three reporting countries derived infornation
on this topic, at least to sone extent, fromdata collected in their census
of population. One country said that it could derive the information from
the data held on the popul ation registers. The renaining six countries gave
no explanation as to why they did not derive this infornation.

27. Conpared to the other basic topics included in the ECE reconmrendati ons,
this one continues to be characterised by a consi derabl e amount of variation
between countries. This, however, is to be expected, for although the ECE
recommendation is that for purposes of international conparisons, countries
shoul d define urban and rural areas in a particular manner, it al so

recogni zes that countries may wish to define themdifferently for their own
needs.

28. O the twenty-six countries which stated that they derived statistics
on this topic, twenty-three said that they did so only for urban and rura
areas. However, it would seemthat some of these countries are using
breakdowns that are nore refined than the sinple two-1evel rural/urban one.
Sone of the other categories which they nentioned in the responses were
built-up areas, mxed areas and types of areas in terns of settlenent
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structure. The renaining three countries indicated that they derived data on
three categories i.e. urban, rural and internmediate (or m xed).

29. Around two-thirds of the 26 reporting countries indicated that they
used locality as the unit of classification to distinguish urban, rural or
mxed (if applicable) areas. O the remaining third, three countries gave no
details in this regard, but the rest said that they used the smallest civil
division for the purpose of the distinction.

30. Several countries provided infornation on how they classified urban or
rural areas by reference to popul ation size. In most cases they appear to
have fol | owed the ECE recommendation in this respect i.e. using the
suggestion that for the purposes of international conparisons, countries
shoul d define urban areas as localities with a population of 2 000 or nore.
However, one country reported that it applied a limt of 1000, another
country a limt of 5000 and another a limt of 10000 popul ati on.

(v) Pl ace of residence at prior reference date (B. T.2)

31. N neteen countries collected data on this basic topic and eight of them
al so coll ected data on one or nore of the three other types of mgration
topi cs which are included in the recommendati ons (i.e. six on duration of

resi dence (Additional topic 3), five on place of previous residence
(Additional topic 4), and five on year (or period) of immgration (Additiona
topic 5). In addition, seven of the countries which did not collet data on
the basic topic collected data on one or nore of the other types of mgration
topi cs (seven on duration of residence, three on place of previous residence
and two on year or period of immgration). Five other countries indicated
that although they did not collect mgration-related data in a census, these
were obtai nable for the nost part from popul ation or admnistrative
registers. One country said that it collected the data as part of a separate
mgration statistical exercise. The remaining country explained that it did
not collect any of the data since it was relatively small and m gration was
not a significant feature. The overall picture therefore is that four out of
five of the responding countries included at | east one question relating to
mgration in their census and about one in three included nore than one such
qgquestion in their census.

32. Five of the nineteen countries which collected data on this basic topic
used the recomrended reference date of one year before the census for the
purpose of determning the mgration status of the popul ation, four used a
reference date of five years, one used the anniversary of the previous census
(ten years), one used 31 Decenber 1980 (about eight years), one used a

conbi nation of one and five years and one a conbi nation of one, five and ten
years.

33. A few countries said that they did not produce separate tabul ations
relating to children born between the prior reference date and the date of
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the census. One country indicated that it only tabul ated persons aged five
years or nore.

34. The very few countries which gave any details on the classification
they applied to this topic appear to have used the one contained int he ECE
recomrendations, with any differences being of a nmore nature. For the
remai ni ng countries which collected information on this topic the assunption
is that they too have classified the population by mgration status in a
manner whi ch was generally consistent with the recomended one-digit |evel of
the ECE cl assification.

B) Denogr aphi ¢ characteristics of persons

(vi) Sex (B.T.3)

35. Al countries collected data on this topic, but two reported that the
data were avail able from popul ation regi sters

(vii) Age (B.T.4)

36. The ECE recomendations refer to two net hods by which information on

age may be gathered, nanely, by asking for the date of birth or the age | ast

bi rthday, but with the enphasis nore on the forner since it yields nore

preci se i nformation. Twent y-seven of the responding countries produced data
by age solely on the basis of information relative to the date of birth and
three reported that they used both nmethods. One country said that it

produced data relative to age |ast birthday but woul d consi der seeking nore
precise information in its next census. The two renaining countries stated
that they collected data on this topic, wthout specifying the method used.

37. Thirty of the thirty-three countries which obtained information on age
by means of the date of birth did so via the exact date of birth i.e. day,
nmonth, year. |In nost cases this was done through a question on the census
formbut a few countries obtained the informati on froma persona
identification nunber incorporating such details, or from popul ati on
registers. The other three countries asked the year of the birth and whet her
the birth occurred in a specified period relative to the census. 1In the
latter event one of the three countries also asked for the day of the birth.

38. Only two countries provided infornmation on their procedures for dealing
wi th persons whose age was not stated. One said that these were classified
separately, w thout inputation, and the other stated that it inputed an age
to such persons by reference to data provided by anot her respondent wth
simlar characteristics.

39. It appears fromthe responses received that nost countries classified
age in the manner suggested in the ECE reconmended tabul ations (i.e. by
single years of age in a few tabul ations, by five-year age groups in a |l arge
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nunber of tabul ations and by broad age groups in sone ot her recomended
tabul ations) .

(viii) Marital status (B.T.5)

40. Al thirty-three countries reported that they collected i nformati on on
this topic. E ght stated that the informati on was collected on the basis of
de jure status, three stated that it was collected on the basis of de facto
status and twenty stated that it was collected on both bases.

41. Ei ght countries reported that information on this topic was collected
frompersons of all ages and six countries reported that information on it
was col lected only from persons aged 15 and over. Five countries collected
the data only for persons aged 16 and over, but two of these countries also
i ncl uded persons under that age if they were narried i.e. with de facto
marital status. One country said that it collected data only for persons
aged 14 or over and another said that it collected data for wonmen aged 14 and
over and for nmen aged 16 and above. Another country only collected data for
persons aged 13 and above. The el even remaining countries did not state
whet her they collected the information in respect of the whole popul ati on or
only from persons above a specified age.

42. One of the eight countries that collected the data for persons of all
ages indicated that they were edited and tabul ated only for persons aged 15
and over. It also reported that persons under 15 were autonatically assigned

the marital status of single. Furthernore, where no answer was provided, a
marital status was inputed by reference to a respondent with simlar
characteristics. Two other countries reported that the data were processed
in a manner which woul d ensure that persons below a certain age woul d be
automatically classified as single. In the case of one country this applied
inrelation to all children under the age of 16 and in the case of another,
inrelation to nmal es under 18 and femal es under 15.

43. The recommended basic (one digit) level of the classification of the
popul ation by marital status was foll owed by nost countries. However, three
countries reported that their national classification nade no distinction
between married persons living together and narried persons |iving separately
and in this respect therefore the ECE recomended cl assification was not
followed. On the other hand, one of the three countries said that it

i ncluded a category for renarried persons which is not included in the ECE
recommendation. One of the other countries stated that its census
guestionnai re contained a separate question aski ng whether a person was
living in a consensual union.

(ix) GCountry of birth and/or citizenship (B.T.6)

44, Thirty out of the thirty-three reporting countries indicated that
information was available fromtheir census on at | east one of these two
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topics. In nost cases it was collected through a question on the census
qguestionnaire, but a few countries reported obtaining the data through a
register or a simlar source. Twelve countries indicated that they coll ected
the data both on country of birth and on country of citizenship (lega
nationality). Seven countries reported that they collected information only
on country of birth and three stated that they collected it only on country
of citizenship. Seven other countries indicated that they obtained
informati on on the subject, but did not specify whether this applied to one
or other of the topics, or both. Two of the three countries which stated
that they did not collect information on either topic explained that this was
because of the relatively snall nunber of persons of foreign originin the
country. The third country in this group gave no reason

45. Three countries reported that the infornati on which they coll ected on
country of citizenship was collected fromforeigners only. One country (not
categori zed above) said that its citizenship question related only to the
country itself and was tabul ated separately fromthe country of birth
distributions. A so, its standard tabul ation of country of birth contain the
classification of “foreign born” rather than non-citizens. None of the
reporting countries referred to the special citizenship groups nmentioned in
par agraph 59 of SSAS 40 and whether in relation to these it had been found
necessary to formul ate special instructions.

O Econoni ¢ characteristics of persons

(x) Type of activity (current or usual) (B.T.7)

46. Thirty-one of the thirty-three reporting countries collected information
on current or usual type of activity. The replies reveal that twenty-one
countries collected data only on current activity i.e. according to the

| abour force concept, and that one collected data only on usual activity. 1In
addition, four (?) countries collected data on both current and usua
activity, although in relation to two of these countries collection on the
latter basis was restricted to specific categories of the population, for
exanpl e, casual workers and persons working nmainly on farns. Five other
countries stated that they obtained information on these topics but did not
speci fy whether the comrent applied to one or other of themor to both. Gne
of the countries which collected no information indicated that answers to the
census question would give a general description of the type of activity in
whi ch the person was engaged.

47. O the twenty-one countries which relied exclusively or primarily on
the | abour force concept for information relating to the type of activity,
ten conplied with the recommendati on of using a one-week reference period.
Each of these countries appears to have selected as the reference period the
one-week period preceding the date of the census. Eight countries said that
they selected the date of the census as the reference period. One country
took the three weeks preceding and another the twenty-two days preceding the
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date of the census, as the reference period. C the four which collected
data on both, for current activity two used one week and the other two used
census day as the reference period. Three countries did not specify any
reference period. For usual activity, three of them appear to have used the
period of one year preceding the census as the reference period, but the
other did not specify a period. The one country which collected data solely
on usual activity did so unrelated to any reference period.

48. Most countries said that they collected informati on on type of activity
only for persons above a certain age. Twelve countries stated that they used
fifteen as the mni mum age, six used sixteen, two used fourteen and one used
twelve. One of the countries using fifteen as the narker al so obtai ned
information on children aged ten to fourteen who were not at school but were
working on farns (e.g. as shepherds or cowherds).

49. Several countries provided the requested suppl ementary informati on on
the national definitions and/or classifications that they used. This shows a
consi derabl e degree of divergence in the region, particularly as regards the
criteria that were used to determ ne whether certain groups of persons shoul d
be i ncluded among the economcally active or the economcally inactive. The
mai n area of divergence seenmed to be in the treatment of part-tinme unpaid
fam |y workers, who, according to the ECE recomrendati on, should be
considered as in self-enploynent irrespective of the nunber of hours worked
during the reference period. Sone countries appeared to have acted in
accordance with the recomrendation in their treatnment of this category, but

ot hers appear to have included this group as economcally active only if they
wor ked a specified nunber of hours during the reference period. |n one
country the test was stated to be one or nore hours whereas in another it was
stated to be fifteen or nore hours. There also appears to have been
consi der abl e di vergence between countries in the treatnent of nenbers of the

armed forces. In one they are not regarded as part of the econonically
active population and in others they are, but in sone of the latter, it
seens, they are not treated as anong the persons in paid enploynent. |n one

country the armed forces included persons who were in initial or refresher
training and who woul d shortly return to civilian life. The same country
expl ained that whilst in general it had followed the ECE recomrendati ons,
there were sone other exceptions. For exanple, persons on tenporary |ayoff
froma job are not considered to be enpl oyed even though they nay have an
assurance to return to work follow ng the contingency. A so, that country
regarded the concept of work as including operationally any work at all, even
for less than an hour. It also explained that its census did not define the
usual |y active popul ation as reconmended i.e. it collected data on all
persons 16 years and over on whether they worked at all in the previous year,
t he weeks they worked and the usual hours they worked per week. It was not
possible within its census (which contained both the current and usua
activity categories) to classify separately persons who woul d be regarded as
honenaker s.
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50. Despite the di vergences noted above and other differences in the way in
whi ch sone countries sub-divided the economcally active population into the
recommrended groups, there appears to have been a high degree of conformty
with the ECE reconmendations by countries in the region in regard to this

t opi c.

(xi) CQccupation (B.T.8)

51. Al of the reporting countries stated that they collected information
on this topic. Twenty of the reporting countries indicated that they used
their own national classification of occupation which was either wholly or
partly convertible to the International Standard O assification of
Qccupations, at least at the minor (two-digit) level of the classification
However, sone of these countries stated that conversion progranmres had still
to be devel oped to enabl e appropriate conversion to |1 SCO (1988) to take pl ace
and two of themsaid that to sone extent conversion would be on an estinated
or best fit basis. One of the countries stated that its nationa
classification, which was not conpatible with 1SCO would be convertibl e at
the one-digit level, conbining various data. It would appear that the Nordic
countries, whose classification is still based on the 1958 version of |SCQ
woul d be able to attain a fair nmeasure of conparability with the 1968 | SCO
but it is not clear fromtheir responses to what extent they mght be able to
convert to 1988 ISCO It would seemthat several countries, which were
previously part of the old Soviet Union and so used the nationa
classification then applying, would have difficulty in converting to | SCO
1988. Three countries did not specify the extent to which their
classification of occupation corresponded to the 1988 edition of |SCO

Anot her country indicated that it used its own Standard Cccupati onal

A assification but that no links to | SCO had been established, nor any
adapt ati ons done.

(xii) Industry (branch of econom c activity) (B.T.9)

52. Al but two of the thirty-three reporting countries collected
information on this topic. Mst of themindicated that their national data
on industry were conpiled in accordance with, or were convertible to, the
1968 edition of the International Standard Industrial O assification of al
Econonic Activities (1SIC) to the two-digit level, either fully or with
relatively mnor differences. One country said that the national data were
not directly conparable, but by conbining answers to census questions it
coul d derive certain results to the first-digit level of ISIC  Another
country stated that whilst its national classification had no links to the
international one, it had devel oped an adaptation which would allow a
matching at the one-digit level. Several countries reported that their
classification of industry closely followed the CGeneral Nomencl ature of
Econom c Activities in the European Communities (NACE), and it appears that
for nost of themtheir national classification will be largely convertible to
ISIC 1968 at the two-digit level. A few countries indicated that they used a
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national classification of industry but did not specify the extent to which
this confornmed to the 1968 edition of ISIC

(xiii) Status (as enpl oyer, enployee, etc.) (B.T. 10)

53. Twenty-three of the thirty-three reporting countries stated that they
col l ected information which enabled themto derive data on this basic topic.
However, the remaining ten countries said that they did not collect such

i nformati on, some explaining that there was no demand by users for it or it
was of too low priority in the context of the national requirement. One
explained that at the tinme of its census the particular categories in the
classification had little relevance to its particular circunstances, but al so
said that it would take close account of the recommendations in its next
census.

54. Twenty out of the twenty-three countries which were able to respond
positively on this topic appear to have conplied largely with the
classification that had been recommended for it. The other three countries
did not specify to what extent they were able to conply with the
recommendation. Wthin the responses fromthe twenty countries sone

i nportant differences fromthe recomrended cl assificati on have been reported.
For exanpl e, about ten countries said that their national classification did
not contain a category for menbers of producers’ co-operatives; one country
reported that its classification conbi ned enpl oyers and own-account workers
in a single category; another country explained that it did not separate the
sel f-enpl oyed i nto enpl oyers and sel f-account workers and anot her one

expl ained that for the category of persons not classifiable by status (group
6.0) it assigned a status which was based on a conparison of other socia
characteristics - inthis the part relating to persons seeking work for the
first time is identifiable. 1In addition, one country indicated that its
national classification did not contain a category correspondi ng to group

6. 0.

55. Most countries appear to have conplied with the recomrendation to have
the statistics on this topic refer to the status of economcally active
persons with respect to their enploynment during the tinme-reference period
adopted for data on econom c characteristics. However, two countries
reported that their national practices differed fromthe recomrendati on in
that the relevant questions were directed to persons enpl oyed during the
reference period and not to unenpl oyed persons who were previously enpl oyed.
One country stated that in its national classification the category of unpaid
famly workers was not separately identified and another indicated that
famly workers were only included in its national classification provided
they worked at |east 15 hours in the reference week.

(xiv) Socio-econonic status (B.T.c)
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56. Twenty-seven of the thirty-three reporting countries stated that they
derived data on soci o-econonic status, four stated that they did not and two
gave no information. Mst countries that conpiled data on this topic did so
by conbi ning information fromseveral topics. O the twenty-six that

provi ded details of their practices in this regard, four reported that they
conbi ned data fromtwo different topics, seven fromthree, four fromfour and
one fromfive, topics. The other ten countries in this group provided no
details of the topics which they conbined for this purpose.

57. The responses reveal considerable inter-country variation in the topics
that were used to derive informati on on soci o-econom c groups. The ones nost
commonly used in the various conbinati ons were occupation (15 countries),
status as enpl oyer, enployee, etc. (10 countries) and type of activity (7
countries). Qher topics that were used in conbination with one or nore of
the preceding topics were educational attainment (4 countries), place of work
(3 countries), industry or branch of economc activity (2 countries) and main
source of livelihood (2 countries).

58. Al though a | arge nunber of countries collected information related to
this topic it seens that very few of themderived data that corresponded to
or would be convertible to, the two-digit |level of the classification by

soci o-econom ¢ group that is contained in the reconmendations. This is
perhaps to be expected, particularly bearing in mnd that conpliance with the
recomrended soci 0-econom c group classification is essentially limted to
those countries which collected infornation on the three topics upon which
the ECE classification is based (type of activity, status of enployer,

enpl oyee, etc. and occupation), conplied with the basic levels of the
classifications reconmended for the three topics, and used these three topics
and cl assifications to produce their national classifications of socio-
econom c groups. Indeed, the responses indicated that only three countries
used all of the above three topics in deriving data on soci 0-econom c groups
and that several other countries had used one or nore of themin conbination
with other topics and using different classifications, to develop a different
soci o-econom ¢ group or related type of classification that they regarded as
nore suitable for their national requirements. Notw thstanding this, several
countries reported that their national classification conplied largely with
or was largely convertible to the one reconmended. One country suggest ed
that as Eurostat have dropped the tabl e on soci o-econom ¢ categories from
their 1990 census progranmme, it mght in future be preferable to concentrate
on an occupati on-based requirenent.

59. Aside fromusing topics other than the three recomrended ones as the
basis for the national classifications of socio-economc groups, sone of the
other differences that were nentioned by one or nore countries included not
having a group in the national classification for nenbers of producers’ co-
operatives and unpaid famly workers (i.e. for groups 2.0 and 6.0 of the ECE
classification), not assigning unenpl oyed persons to a soci 0-econom c group,
and cl assi fying persons not gainfully occupied according to the soci o-
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economi c group classification of the persons upon whomthey were deemed to be
dependent .

(xv) Place of work (B.T. 11)

60. Twent y-ei ght countries reported that they collected information on this
topic. O the five which reported that they did not, one said that it did
not carry a sufficient neasure of priority to be included inits limted
census programre and anot her had doubts about the useful ness of the data that
m ght be obtained and thought that in any case the topic would have limted
rel evance to the general pattern of enploynent in the country. The other
three gave no reasons for its non-inclusion.

61. Most of the countries which collected infornation on this topic appear
to have conplied with the ECE recomrendation to classify econonically active
persons who do not have a fixed place of work in a separate category and of
restricting this category to persons whose work involves travel in different
areas and who do not report daily to a fixed address. However, a few
countries reported that they did not conply with this recomrendation, but
instead classified persons in this group either according to where they
started work, or where they worked nostly, during the reference period, or
classified themaccording to their place of usual residence or to the place
where their enployer’s office was | ocated.

62. Two countries reported that they identified place of work by the
preci se nane and address of the |ocation, which enabled themto allocate
persons to a particular industry or branch of economc activity. Another
country appeared to apply a simlar principle, but confined it to situations
where the person worked and resided in the sane nunicipality. |If the person
wor ked outside his or her locality, then only the name of the outside
locality was collected.

D) Educati onal characteristics of persons

(xvi) Educational attainment (B.T.12)

63. Al thirty-three reporting countries stated that they collected
information on this topic and about half of themindicated that their
national classification corresponded to or was convertible to | SCED at the
one-digit level. About one-third of themfailed to provide any indication of
the extent to which they conformed to the recomended classification for this
topic. The renmining countries used a national classification which either
did not correspond to or was not convertible to | SCED at the one-digit |evel
and in this connection sonme of the groups which they used appeared to be
rather different fromthose set out in para. 118 of SSAS 40 and in one

i nstance certain of the ECE categories were conbined in the national
classification into one group
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64. The vast majority of the thirty-three reporting countries used a | ower
age limt for the collection or tabulation of data on this topic, which in
nost cases was the m ni numschool |eaving age in the country. Two countries
indicated that they did not use any lower age limt, and the variation in the
lower age limt used in the remaining countries ranged fromchildren of pre-
school age to persons aged 16 or over.

65. It woul d appear fromthe responses that mpbst countries in the region
applied a simlar concept in the definition of educational attainnent i.e.
they defined conpletion in terms of the actual obtaining of a degree, diploma
certificate or other qualification. A few countries however appear to have
used attendance at the educational establishnent during the entire academ c
year in the final grade of the level as the criterion, regardl ess of whether
or not a degree, diploma, certificate or other qualification was obtained.

E) Househol d and famly characteristics of persons

(xvii) Rel ati onship to reference nenber of private househol d (B. T.13)

66. Twenty-nine out of the thirty-three responding countries reported that

they collected information on this topic and six of themindicated that the
data collected referred to the relationship to the head of the famly rather
than to the head (or reference menber) of the househol d.

67. The recommendations left it to countries to deci de whether the
reference nmenber was to be the head of the household or one of the other
possibilities mentioned in paragraph 138 of the recomrendations. About half
of the countries indicated that they used the head of the household as the
ref erence menber, and nost of them(as did alnost all of the responding
countries) indicated that this person was either self-designated or was so
desi gnated by other nenbers of the househol d who responded to the census
qguestionnaire. Several countries reported that they specified the criteria
by which the person who was to be designated as the head or reference nenber
shoul d be determined (e.g. the econonically active househol d nenber, the nmain
i ncome earner, the nmenber in whose name the housing unit is owned or rented
or the ol dest nmenber). A few countries stated that they used the first
person |isted on the census questionnaire as the reference person and three
stated specifically that an adult person nust al ways be selected. Gne
country reported that data on this topic was based on a 34% sanpl e of the
popul ati on and that the reference person was a person aged 16 or over

sel ected at random who was then obliged to give details on the persons
living with hinmher in the sane housing unit. Five countries failed to
provide information regardi ng the basis on which the reference person was
det er m ned.

68. The page in the secretariat’s questionnaire relating to the topic on
rel ationship to reference nenber of private househol d contained a
suppl ementary question (see Note (ii) of the rel evant page) asking countries
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toinclude in their reply a statement of the extent to which they foll owed
the various reconmendati ons contained in SSAS-No 40 concerni ng the househol d
concept (paras. 121-130) and the famly concept (paras. 131-137). Relatively
few countries, however, gave a detail ed response to this request and thus
only limted information was available to the secretariat for judging to what
extent these parts of the reconmendati ons were observed. However, based on
the informati on that was provided, it would seemthat at |east ten countries
used the “housekeeping unit” concept of a private household, that four used

t he “househol d-dwel I'i ng” concept and that one country used both. One of the
countries which used the “housekeepi ng unit” concept said that it processed
only data concerning relations within the famly nucl eus.

69. Based on the limted informati on provided in the responses relating to
the portion of the recommendations pertaining to the famly concept, it
appears that about half of the responding countries defined the famly in the
narrow sense of a fam |y nucl eus conprising persons wthin a household who
are related as husband and wife or as parent and never-married child by bl ood
or adoption. However, a few other countries appeared to have used a w der
definition of famly (for exanple, by including all persons related by
kinship or nmarriage, as famly nmenbers). A few countries also seemto have
used a narrower definition of famly than the one contained in the
recommrendations (e.g. by excluding persons living in a consensual union) and
one country stated that it had one-person famli es.

(xviii) Househol d status (B.T.d)

70. Twenty-si x countries reported that they derived information on this
topic, but three of themexplained that this was done on the basis of the
fam |y rather than the household concept. It seens that alnost all of them

have used the classification recomrended (two-digit level) for this topic.

(xix) Famly status (B.T.e)

71. Thirty countries indicated that they derived data on this topic. In
general , the recommendati ons appear to have been followed. e country
reported however that it had no structural data by reference to the famly,
but that it was neverthel ess possible to provide the informati on on an
approxi mate basis fromthe processing of the personal data within the
househol d context. Another indicated that data published on this topic do
not differentiate between spouses who have children and spouses who have not.
Nor do they distingui sh between spouses and | one parents, who are treated as
a group. However, in both cases, data can be extracted on a fanmly basis,

t hrough speci al tabul ati ons.

(xx) Type of fanmily nucleus (B.T.f)

72. Thirty-one countries reported that they derived data on this topic and
in general the recommendations appear to have been well followed. However,
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one country said that it could only provide the data on an approxi mate basis,
frominformati on structured on a household basis, and another stated that it
did not include data on consensual unions.

(xxi) Size of fanmly nucleus (B.T.Q)

73. Thirty-one countries indicated that they classified famly nuclei and
generally they seemto have done this in accordance with the rel evant
recommrendations i.e. with reference to the total nunber of usually resident
nmenbers.

(xxii) Nunber of children in the fanmly under a specified age (B. T.h)

74. Thirty-two countries stated that they derived data on this topic,
al though one said that no age limt was regarded as applying to nenbers of a
famly.

(xxiii) Nunmber of economically active nenbers in the famly (B.T.i)
75. Twent y-ei ght countries reported that they derived data on this topic.
G Characteristics of private househol ds

(xxi v) Type of private household (B.T.j)

76. Twent y-seven countries reported that they derived information relating
to this topic, although three of themqualified their response by explaining
that the data related to the famly rather than the private househol d
concept. About half of these countries seemto have conplied with the
recommended three-digit level of ten classification contained in para. 150 of
the ECE recommendations. It is not apparent fromthe responses given by the
other half to what extent they conplied with the reconmendati on or whet her
they had encountered any problenms in this regard.

77. The questionnaire issued by the secretariat on this topic asked
countries to indicate in their replies whether, in addition to the
recommended cl assification of private households by type (para. 150 of SSAS
No. 40), they also used one of the classifications of househol ds by type that
was suggested in paras. 152-153 of SSAS-No. 40. Three countries reported
that they had used the recomrended cl assification in paragraph 152 and

anot her said that although it had not used this classification, it could
easily derive information on that basis. There was, however, no indication
fromthe three countries who had used the para. 152 recommendation (i.e. in
addition to the one contained in para. 150) whether they had found it to be
of particular, or additional, value. Several other countries stated that
they did not use para. 152 and the renaining countries gave no indication in
this respect.
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(xxv) Size of private household (B.T.Kk)

78. Twent y-seven countries reported that they classified private househol ds
by size according to the total nunber of househol d nmenbers. One country
indicated that for this purpose it included persons present in the househol d
at the time of the census, even though they did not usually reside there

(xxvi) Nunmber of economically active nenbers in the househol d (B. T. 1)

79. Twent y-seven countries indicated that they derived data on this topic.
(xxvii) Nunber of children under a specified age in the househol d (B.T.m
80. Twent y-seven countries stated that they derived data on this topic.
(xxviii) Nunmber of nenbers of retirenment age in the househol d (B. T.n)

81. Twent y-seven countries reported that they derived data on this topic.

(xxi x) Tenure status (B T. 14)

82. Twent y-ei ght countries indicated that they collected data on this
topic, and alnost all of them appear to have conplied with the recomrended
way of classifying households by tenure status, at |east to the recommended
one-digit level of the classification. One country said that it treated
tenure status as a topic of the dwelling rather than the househol d, but
expl ai ned that househol ds can be characterised by this dwelling topic.

83. A few countries stated that they did not conply with the optional (two-
digit) level of the classification. Several countries reported that they
used a classification which enabled themto identify separately househol ds
whi ch had housi ng accommodati on provided for them by the enpl oyer of one of

t he househol d nenbers or by sonme other person or organisation (e.g. by a
parent or other relative or an adnmnistrative authority). Several countries
indicated that their classification specified whether the househol d occupi ed
the housing unit free of rent and one country reported that it had a separate
category for househol ds occupyi ng farm house accomodati on under a | easehol d
arrangenent. Another country reported that its classification distinguished
bet ween housi ng units which were furni shed and those whi ch were unf urni shed.

V. TABULATI ON  PROGRAMME

84. The publication Recommendations for the 1990 Censuses of Popul ation and

Housing in the ECE Region also contained a recomrended tabul ation progranme
(paras. 261-271 of the reconmmendations published in SSAS-No. 40). The
conplete list of recomrended tabul ati ons given at the end of para. 269 of the
publication related to both popul ati on and housi ng censuses, and tables Al-
Al2 plus tables B1-B27 on the |list are the ones which pertain either
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exclusively or primarily to censuses of population. The extent to which the
thirty-three respondi ng countries inplenented this part of the recomrended
tabul ati on programme is sunmarised in Table Il of Annex 3.
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ANNEX 1| |

NATI ONAL PRACTI CES I N THE 1990 HOUSI NG CENSUSES

l. | NTRODUCT! ON

85. In Septenber 1993 the secretariat circulated a ques tionnai re on popul ati on
and housing censuses to countries in the ECE region. |Its nmain purpose was t o}
ascertai n the extent to which their national censuses had conplied with th e
reconmendati ons for the 1990 censuses of popul ati on and housi ng whi ch had been
adopt ed by the Conference of European Statisticians and the ECE Conmittee o n
Housing, Building and Plan ning for national censuses which were to be conducted

in or around 1990 (i.e. during the 1985-1994 period) in the ECE region. v

86. The following thirty-two countries provided information which related thei r
censuses to the content of the ECE 1990 census recommendations: Arnenia; Aus tria,;
Bel arus; Bulgaria; Canada;, Coatia; Cyprus; Czech Republic; Estonia; Finland ;
France; Germany; Hungary; Ireland; Italy; Kyrgyzstan; Latvia; Lithuania ;
Luxenbourg; Norway; Portugal; Republic of Ml dova; Ronania; Sl ovak Republic ;
Sl oveni a; Spain; Saeden; Swtzerland; The Former Yu gosl av Republic of Macedoni a;

Uni ted Kingdom United States; Yugoslavia (Serbia and Mntenegro). Th e
Net herlands, which did not take a census in the relevant period, nevertheles S
provi ded conparable inform ation fromregisters and sanpl e surveys. The replies
from all of these countries are summarised in the follow ng sections of thi S
paper .

87. In addition to the information provided by countries in response to th e

questionnaire, the secretariat has al so nade use, w henever possible, of national
census questionnaires, census publications and other sources of information in

order to clarify and, where necessary, supplenent the replies to specifi C
guestions in the questionnaire, in cases where this was needed.

88. The dates of the national popul ation and/or housi ng censuses that wer e
taken by countries in the ECE region during the 1985-1994 census decade are shown

in Table 1. As can be seen fromthis table, alnost all of the countries which

1/ Recommendations for the 1990 Census of Popul ati on and Housing in the
ECE Region . Statistical Standards and Studies - No. 40 (United Nations
Publication, Sales No. E. 87.11.E 38).
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replied conducted a census during that decade and so participated in the 199
Worl d Popul ati on and Housing Programme. Thirty-two of them conducted a census
of popul ation and housing as a single operation and five of these al so included
a census of agriculture in the sane exercise. One country (Ireland) conducte
two censuses during the census decade, but only the nost recent one (1991
covered both popul ati on and housi ng.

0

)



CES/ AC. 6/ 157
HBP/ AC. 13/ R 1
Annex ||

page 26
(English only)

Tabl e 1. Dat es of national popul ati on and housi ng censuses taken during the
decade 1985-1994
Country Census date Country Census date

Ar meni a 12/ 1/ 1989 Li t huani a 11/ 1/ 1989
Austri a 15/ 5/ 1991 Luxenbour g 1/ 3/ 1991
Bel ar us 12/ 1/ 1989 Net her | ands 1/7/1991 *
Bul gari a 3/ 12/ 1992 Nor way 3/ 11/ 1990
Canada 4/ 6/ 1991 Por t ugal 15/ 4/ 1991
Croatia 31/ 3/ 1991 Republ i ¢ of Mol dova 12/ 1/ 1989
Cyprus 1/ 10/ 1992 Romani a 711/ 1992
Czech Republic 2/ 3/ 1991 Sl ovak Republic 3/ 3/ 1991
Est oni a 12/ 1/ 1989 Sl oveni a 31/ 3/ 1991
Fi nl and 31/12/ 1990 Spai n 1/ 3/ 1991
France 5/ 3/ 1990 Sweden 1/ 11/ 1990
Ger many 25/ 5/ 1987 Swi tzer| and 4/ 12/ 1990
Hungary 31/ 12/ 1989 The former Yugosl av
Ireland 21/ 4/ 1991 A Rep. of Macedoni a 31/ 3/ 1991
Italy 20/ 10/ 1991 Uni ted Ki ngdom 21/ 4/ 1991
Kyrgyzst an 12/ 1/ 1989 US A 1/ 4/ 1990
Latvia 12/ 1/ 1989 Yugosl avi a 31/3/1991

A= Census of Agriculture also included * reference date

89. The summary and anal ysis of national practices in the 1990 round of

popul ati on and housi ng censuses is of interest for two reasons.

First, it

can provide a basis for determ ning which parts of the 1990 ECE
recomrendati ons mght be in need of revision for the 2000 round of censuses.
Second, but of equal inportance, it can show the extent to which
internationally conparable data are or will become avail able fromthe

nati onal censuses conducted by the countries in the region. Therefore, each
country is asked to check carefully the information contained in this paper
in respect of its national census in order to ensure that all the essentia
expl anatory notes have been included and to correct any errors which may have
been inadvertently made in the interpretati on of the national replies.
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90. The parts of the responses which relate primarily to housi ng censuses
are sunmari sed in the present paper and those parts which relate primarily to
popul ati on censuses are sunmmari sed in a separate paper - Wrking Paper No. 2
of the 17-19 May 1995 Joint ECE-Eurostat Work Session on Popul ati on Censuses,
whi ch has been reproduced and distributed for background information as
Wrking Paper No. 3 of the Joint ECE-Eurostat Wrk Session on Housing
censuses. This has been done to facilitate the consideration of the
background docurnents at the two neetings - the May 1995 neeting on popul ati on
censuses and the Cctober 1995 neeting on housing censuses - which the
Conference of European Statisticians has convened to review the 1990
recomrendat i ons. However, in order to provide an overall view of the
extent to which countries in the region conplied with the ECE reconmendati ons
for popul ati on and housi ng censuses, sone of the material in the two
docunents will pertain to both popul ati on and housi ng censuses.

91. Al though the informati on contained in Wrking Paper No. 3 refers to the
portions of the ECE recomrendati ons which relate primarily to popul ation
censuses, the participants at the forthconi ng meeti ng on housi ng censuses are
invited to examine it in conjunction with the infornmation in the present
paper, particularly since some of the topics covered in Wrking paper No. 3
(e.g. locality, urban, semi -urban and rural areas) nay also be of interest to
t hem

. TOPI CS FOR WHI CH DATA WERE COLLECTED

92. The ECE popul ati on and housi ng census reconmrendati ons make a

di stinction between "basic topics" on the one hand and "additi onal topics" on
the other. Basic topics are those which are of general interest and value to
countries of the region and hence they are the ones which countries have been
recommended to include in their census. Additional topics, in contrast, are
topi cs which are considered useful but of |ess inportance and genera

interest than the basic topics, and hence the recomendations left it to
countries to deci de whether and to what extent they should be included in
their census. The basic and additional topics for which countries collected
data are shown in Table | of the Annex. As noted above, although this table
lists the topics which are applicable to both popul ati on and housi ng

censuses, the summary anal ysis presented below is restricted to the basic and
addi tional topics which are usually associated with housi ng censuses (i.e.
covering Basic Topics 14 through 28 and Additional Topics 29 through 48 in
Table | of Annex II1I).

A Basi ¢ topics
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93. The basic topics which were included in the housing censuses of
countries in the ECE region are shown in Table | of the Annex (refer to
colums headed by "B.T. ...). Thirty-two of the thirty-three reporting

countries listed in the table conducted a census of housing and all of them
conducted it in conjunction with a census of popul ation

94. The entries in the table on topics relating to housing censuses show
that the ECE reconmendati ons were inplenented to a very large extent in
regard to the inclusion of the reconmended basic topics, particularly when
all owance is nmade for the fact that two countries collected infornation on
certain topics directly fromregisters rather than from census

qguesti onnai res.

95. The entries show that nost (27-33) of the thirty-three reporting
countries that conducted a housing census collected informati on on the
followi ng nine basic topics: tenure status; type of ownership; type of living
quarters; nunber of occupants; nunber of roons; toilet facilities; bathing
facilities; type of heating and period in which the building containing the
dwel i ng was constructed. Mreover, about two-thirds or nore (22-26) of them
collected information on the following five basic topics: |ocation of living
quarters; occupancy status; occupancy by one ore nore househol ds; water
supply systemand type of building in which the dwelling is | ocat ed.
Informati on on the remai ning basic topic (kitchen) was collected by 21 of the
reporting countries. There were only four basic topics that were onmtted by
eight or nore of the reporting countries, nanmely: occupancy status (omtted
by eight countries); occupancy by one or nore households (omtted by eleven
countries); kitchen (omtted by twelve countries) and type of building in
which the dwelling is located (omtted by nine countries).

96. The nunber of basic topics included by different countries ranged from
7 to 15 out of the fifteen basic topics listed in the ECE recomendati ons
that are usually associated with housing censuses. O the thirty-three
reporting countries nineteen included from13 to 15 basic topics, seven

i ncluded from10 to 12 basic topics and the renaining seven included from?7
to 9 basic topics

97. Some countries al so provi ded expl anati ons as to why they had not
collected information on sone of the basic topics. For exanple, two
countries stated that they had omtted the topi c on occupancy status because
their coverage extended only to dwellings that were occupied. A few
countries considered that dwellings without a kitchen, or without a flush
toilet, were so unusual as to renove the need to capture data on the topic.
One country indicated that it did not ask for infornmation on heating because
of its warmclimate.
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98. No country stated that it is planning to delete fromits next census
any of the basic topics included in its last housing census nor has any
country indicated that it is intending to include any new housing topics in
its next census. A few countries have said that it is too soon to give a
firmindication on future intentions since they would first wish to ascertain
the views of users on the census content.

B. Addi ti onal topics
99. The addi tional topics which countries included in their housing
censuses are also shown in Table | of Annex 111 (refer to the colums headed

by AT. 29 to AT. 48). The entries in the table for these 20 additiona
topi cs show that they were nuch less likely to be included in the census than
the basic topics. Indeed, the |argest nunber of additional topics included
was 13 and only one country reached that figure. N ne countries included 10
to 13, five included 8 to 9, thirteen included 5 to 7 and the renaining six
included 1 to 4, additional topics in their housing census.

100. The additional topics for which information was collected are as
follows (nunber of countries shown in brackets): useful and/or |iving floor
space (23); single or shared occupancy (20); hot water (19); nain type of
energy used for heating (19); nunber of dwellings in the building (18); type
of sewage di sposal system (16); materials of which specific parts of the
bui I ding containing the dwelling are constructed (16); piped gas (14);
position of dwelling in the building (14); rent (13); electricity (13);
nunber of floors (storeys) (10); nunber of cars available for the use of the
household (8); lift (8); type of vacancy (7); whether a building is a farm
building or not (7); tel ephone (6); durable consumer goods possessed by
househol d (2); cooking facilities (2); insulation (1).

101. Several countries stated that it was too early to anticipate any
changes to the content of their next housing census as far as additiona
topi cs were concerned. One topic, rent, was reported by three countries as
havi ng met some public opposition, but none of the three envisaged it being
omtted fromits next census. Another country said that the sanme topic m ght
be dropped fromthe census, since it was considered nore appropriate to
surveys. On the other hand, one country indicated that it intended to seek
nore information on rent in its next census. Two countries reported that
anot her topic, size of dwelling or housing unit, had encountered sone public
criticism although neither indicated that it intended to omt the topic from
its next census.

C QG her topics
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102. N ne countries reported that they collected information in their
censuses on one or nore additional topics which were not covered by the ECE
recommrendations. One said that in relation to dwellings it collected data on
availability of storeroom cellar, bal cony, garden, garage or parking space
Also, inrelation to buildings, it asked, inter alia, about construction work
(after conpletion) during the last ten years. Two countries stated that they
col l ected data on individual recreati on accommodation (owned or rented) such
as chalets or summer cottages. Anong the other topics referred toin this
context were nmonthly cost of purchase or rent of the dwelling, costs of
utilities and fuels, owner costs (taxes, insurance, nortgage, etc.), drinking
wat er supply, energy used for the provision of hot water and period of
renovati on of building. MNone of the countries which included any of these
topics declared an intention to delete any one of themfromits next census.

[11. DEFINTIONS AND CLASSI FI CATI ONS OF BASI C TOPI CS

(i) Tenure status (of private househol ds) (B. T. 14)

103. Twenty-eight countries indicated that they collected data on this
topic, and alnost all of them appear to have conplied with the recomrended
way of classifying households by tenure status, at |east to the recommended
one - digit level of the classification. One country said that it treated
tenure status as a topic of the dwelling rather than the househol d, but
expl ai ned that househol ds can neverthel ess be characterised by this dwelling
t opi c.

104. A fewcountries stated that they did not conply with the optional (two-
digit) level of the classification. Several countries reported that they
used a classification which enabled themto identify separately househol ds
whi ch had housi ng accommodati on provided for them by the enpl oyer of one of

t he househol d nenbers or by sonme other person or organisation (e.g. by a
parent or other relative or an adnmnistrative authority). Several countries
indicated that their classification specified whether the househol d occupi ed
the housing unit free of rent and one country reported that it had a separate
category for househol ds occupyi ng farm house accomodati on under a | easehol d
arrangenent. One country reported that its classification distinguished

bet ween housi ng units which were furni shed and ones whi ch were unf urni shed.

A Characteristics of housing units and other living quarters
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(ii) Type of ownership (B.T. 15)

105. Twenty-eight of the thirty-three reporting countries included this
topic in their census and nost appear to have foll owed the reconmended basic
| evel of classification, distinguishing between owner-occupi ed and non-owner -
occupi ed dwel I ings. However, the coverage of this topic in terns of types of
dwel lings differed fromcountry to country.

106. The recommendati ons were basic for occupied conventional dwellings

only, but several countries extended it to other housing units and in two
cases to all living quarters.

(iii) Location of living quarters (B T. 16)

107. Twenty-six of the thirty-three reporting countries collected
information on this topic, using definitions and cl assifications which
necessarily conformto each country's practice in respect of place of usua
residence (B.T. 1) in the popul ati on census.

(iv) Type of living quarters (B T. 17)

108. Twenty-nine of the reporting countries collected infornmation on this
topic and as far as can be judged fromthe replies, there has been a

consi derabl e degree of conpliance with the recomrended definitions and basic
classifications. O the five countries which did not collect data on this
topic, one explained that its census concerned conventional dwellings only
and whil st people in other living quarters were included in the popul ation
census, they did not feature in the housing census as such. Another of the
five said that the topic was not considered inportant nationally and the
remai ni ng three gave no reason for its non-inclusion

109. Several of the countries which collected data on the topic indicated
that their classification was conpatible with the recomrendati on at the one-
digit level and sone said that their classification net for the nost part the
optional two-digit level. One country stated that the capture of data on
this topic was a controlling exercise and that the information was too
limted to include in the tabulations. Another country indicated that inits
national classification, hotels, institutions and canps were treated as non-
l'iving quarters.

(v) Qccupancy status (B . T. 18)
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110. The twenty-five countries which included this topic in their census
appear to have conformed generally with the recomrendations, although there
were sone differences in the treatment of dwellings reserved for secondary or
seasonal use. A few countries seemto have excl uded such dwellings from
their housing census coverage, regarding themas not formng part of the
housi ng stock. One country stated that its seasonal dwellings were only
identified as such if they were occupied at the time of the census and were
shown as vacant if they were unoccupi ed at the census date, yet were fit for
occupation all the year round

(vi) Qccupancy by nore than one househol d (B.T. 19)

111. This topic has no application to those countries which used the
househol d-dwel i ng concept. Nevertheless, information on it was coll ected by
twenty-two of the thirty-three reporting countries and they appear to have

i npl enented | argely the ECE basi ¢ reconmrendati ons on the topic. One country
stated that it collected data on shared dwel | ings which were classified by

t he nunber of househol d spaces avail able and that this data enabl ed the
recommendation to be net in general. Another country stated that its
national classification contained only two categories i.e. one household and
two or nmore househol ds, instead of the three categories listed in the
recommrendation. A sinilar approach was adopted by one other country, but
using the famly rather than the household concept for its conparable two
categori es.

(vii) MNunber of occupants (B.T. 20)

112. Twenty-seven countries gathered information on this topic and on the
basi s of the concept of place of residence that was in use in individua
countries. One of the countries which did not collect data on the topic
explained that, in its census, persons who usually live in a housing unit or
l'iving quarters but who were absent on census night were not included in the
nunber of occupants of the housing unit or living quarters, while persons
tenporarily present were so included.

(viii) Nunber of roons (B. T. 21)

113. This topic was included by all of the thirty-three reporting countries,
but there were several departures fromthe recomrended definition of a room



CES/ AC. 6/ 157
HBP/ AC. 13/ R 1
Annex ||

page 33
(English only)

In at |least five countries, kitchens were not counted as roons and in severa
countries, roons used for business and professional purposes do not appear to
have been counted in accordance with the reconmendati ons. 1In one of the
latter countries, roons which were used for business etc. purposes were
neverthel ess classified as roons if they were originally intended for the

pur poses of habitation.

114. The mninumarea of 4 square netres included in the recommended
definition of a roomwas considered too snall by several countries. At |east
four countries applied a mninumof 6 square nmetres and one used a | evel of 8
square nmetres. One country, which applied the reconmended linit, said that
in so doing it in practice instructed the enunerators to operate on the basis
of kitchens at least two netres wide, since it considered square neasure nore
difficult, if not confusing, to apply.

(ix) Kitchen (B.T. 22)

115. This topic was included by twenty-one of the thirty-three reporting
countries. Mst of themfollowed the recomrended definition of a kitchen

but there were sone variations. Sone collected the data by reference to
conventional dwellings, others by reference to conventional dwellings and
housing units, and a few by reference to living quarters. O the twelve
countries which collected no data on the subject, one expl ained that surveys
had shown that the nunber of households with two or nore roons and no kitchen
was negligible and another said there was no user dermand for the data, which
in any case could be obtained from surveys.

116. As in the case of roons, a few countries applied a | arger mni num area
intheir definition of a kitchen, in place of the recommended 4 square
nmetres. On the other hand, two countries applied no area mni mum thus not
di sti ngui shing kitchenettes fromkitchens. One other country stated that it
did not collect data on kitchenettes.

(x) Water supply system (B.T. 23)

117. Twenty-six countries included this topic in their census and their
replies indicate that they conplied largely with the basic ECE
recommendations in this regard. Two of these limted the coverage of the
topic to conventional dwellings only and one limted the coverage to housing
units only. Another country confined the topic to hot water and the

remai ning six countries did not include the topic, a few stating that it had
little relevance where water supply facilities existed in virtually all of
their housi ng stock.
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(xi) Toilet facilities (B.T. 24)

118. Information on this topic was collected by twenty-seven of the
reporting countries and nost of them appear to have foll owed the rel evant ECE
recommendati ons. However, a few collected the data by reference exclusively
to either the building, or the dwelling, or the housing unit or the living
quarters, thus limting their ability to conply fully with the categorization
contained in the recomrendati ons. Neverthel ess, one of the countries which
obtai ned data by reference to the building said that it could derive data for
t he househol d by cross-classifying with informati on on type of acconmmodation
O the six countries which did not collect data on this topic, three
explained that the topic had little relevance to their needs

(xii) Bathing facilities (B.T. 25)

119. Twenty-nine countries collected data on this topic and nost seemto
have applied the rel evant ECE recomrendati ons. However, in two countries the
topic was confined to conventional dwellings and in a fewthere were linited
or no data available on facilities outside the dwelling or other housing
unit. Two of the four countries which did not collect data regarded the
topic as of very limted value and another said that the infornation was

obt ai nabl e from surveys

(xiii) Type of heating (B.T. 26)

120. Twenty-nine countries obtained data on this topic and nost of them
followed the ECE recommendati ons. However, one country stated that it only
exam ned whether or not central heating existed, independently of the type of
heating facilities. Another said that it drew no distinction between
installations for the exclusive use of the housing unit and ot her
installations. O the few countries which did not collect data, one

expl ained that this was due to clinatic reasons, one regarded type of heating
as irrelevant and anot her said data were obtainable from surveys.

B) Characteristics of buildings containing dwellings

(xiv) Type of building in which the dwelling is | ocated (B.T. 27)
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121. Twenty-four countries captured information on this topic and while some
replies are less detailed than others it seens that nost of themfollowed the
ECE recommendati ons. However, two countries reported that they were unabl e
toidentify in the national classification dwellings which were ground-
oriented and one of these two also said it was unable to identify dwellings
consisting mainly of living quarters other than housing units. Another
country confined its classification to occupied private dwellings. ne
country stated that its classification related to types of dwellings rather
than buil dings and so constrained its ability to provide the detail ed
breakdown listed in the recommendati ons. One of the few countries which did
not collect data on the topic said that it neverthel ess obtained data on

dwel lings situated in non-residential buildings as well as dwellings used for
non-resi dential purposes. O the few countries which did not collect data,
one said it did not consider the topic relevant to defining the quality of
housi ng stock and another said the information was of no interest to users or
the publi c.

(xv) Period in which the building containing the dwelling was constructed

(B.T. 28)

122. Al but four of the thirty-three reporting countries obtai ned
information on this topic and around half of themseemto have followed the
recommendations closely. 1In the others, the departures fromthe recommended
peri od breakdown occur nostly in respect of the periods before 1971.

123. In relation to buildings which had undergone maj or reconstructi on one
country reported that its classification reflected the date of such
reconstruction, whilst another one indicated that its classification
reflected the date of the original construction. There is insufficient
information in the replies fromother countries on which to judge the extent
to which national practices throughout the region may vary in this regard.

V. TABULATI ON PROGRAMMVE

124. The publication Recomendations for the 1990 Censuses of Popul ation and

Housing in the ECE Region also contained a reconmended tabul ati on programre
(paras. 261-271 of the recommendations). The conplete |ist of recommended
tabul ations given at the end of para. 269 of the publication related to both
popul ati on and housi ng censuses, and tables Al2-Al4 plus tables B27-B32 on
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the list are the ones which pertain either exclusively or prinarily to
censuses of housing. The extent to which the thirty-three reporting
countries inplenmented this part of the recommended programme is sunmarised in
Table Il of Annex I11.
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TABLE I. Population and housing census topics for which data were collected (continued)

B.T.26

A.T.38

A.T.39

A.T.40

AT.A4l

AT.42

A.T.43

B.T.27

A.T.44

A.T.45

A.T.46

AT.A7

o
-
Y]
@

>
i
I
o

COUNTRY

TYPE OF HEATING

Main type of energy used for heating

Insulation

Electricity

Piped gas

Telephone

Position of dwelling in the building

TYPE OF BUILDING IN WHICH
THE DWELLING IS LOCATED

Number of floors (storeys)

Number of dwellings in the building

Whether building is a farm building or not

Lift

PERIOD IN WHICH THE BUILDING CONTAINING

THE DWELLING WAS CONSTRUCTED

Materials of which specific parts of the building||:

containing the dwelling are constructed

Albania

[Andorra

[Armenia

Austria

[Azerbaijan

Belarus

Belgium

Bosnia and Herzegovina
Bulgaria

Canada

Croatia

Cyprus

Czech Republic
Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Georgia

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Iceland

Ireland

Israel

Italy

Kyrgyzstan

Latvia
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg

Malta

Monaco
Netherlands
Norway

Poland

Portugal

Republic of Moldova
Romania

Russian Federation
San Marino

Slovak Republic
Slovenia

Spain

Sweden
Switzerland

The former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia
Turkey
Turkmenistan
Ukraine

United Kingdom
United States
Uzbekistan
Yugoslavia

(Serbia and Montenegro)

Total

XX X X x| X

XX X

XX X X X X X

x

29

x

XX X X X

20

X X X

XX

13

x

14

VX

x

XX X x

x

14

x| X X

XX X

x

X X

x| X

24

10

x

x

XX X

18

x

XX X X

XX X

X X X

XX X X X

x

31

VX

x

16




TABLE 11.

| MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE RECOMVENDED TABULATI ON PROGRAMME

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 A7
Austria A A A A A Al Al
Belarus A A A A A Al Al
Bulgaria A A AlLegal (de jure) |- A A A
Canada A A A A allovearsand |, A
over
According to the| [According to
Croatia A A A A NOT by fzountry of A A|national Althe national
citizenship e e
classification classification
Cyprus B[NOT citizenship A
Czech Republic  [Al A A B|8 A A A
Estonia A A A A A Al Al
Finland A A A A A A A
France A A A A[NOT country of  |A| A A
Germany A AJ12 AJ12 A[NOT country of  |A| A A
Ireland A A A AINOT citizenship  |A A A
Latvia B A A B B B B
Luxembourg A A A A24 Al Al Al
Portugal Al Al Al Al Al Al Al
Republic of i B By 5 year age B By 5 year age i Al Al
Moldova group group
Romania A A A A A Al Al
Slovakia A A A E‘S: country of A A
Slovenia A A A NOT country of A A
hirth
Sweden
Switzerland A A A A A A Al
The former A A A A|NOT citizenship ~ |A A A
Yuaoslav

For explanation of symbols, see notes at the end of the table.




TABLE 11. | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE RECOMVENDED TABULATI ON PROGRAMME

A8 A9 A10 All Al2 Al3 Al4
Austria A A A A A Al Al
Belarus B|2a Al Al3 Al Al - -
NOT
Bulgaria Blemployers, A A A A - A
calaried nr
5
Canada A A A A B|Concept of A A
ronvantinnal
According to the
Croatia Al AJnational Al Al Al Al Al
classification
Cyprus A Al Al
Czech Republic  [Al B9
Estonia B A B B B - B
Finland A A A A Al Al -
France A A A A A - -
Germany A A A A A Al Al
Ireland A A A A A Al Al
Latvia - B B Al - - -
Luxembourg A A24 A A Al Al24 Al24
Portugal Al Al Al Al Al Al Al
Republic of i Al Al i i i B By living
Moldova quarters
Romania A A B B B Al Al
Slovakia Al Al B B|25 B|26 B|26 Al
Slovenia Al A A A A Al Al
Sweden Al Al Al -128 Al - B|29
Switzerland A A B B A B Al
The former A A Al Al
Yuaoslav

For explanation of symbols, see notes at the end of the table.



