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Executive Summary

This note highlights the dynamics of the industrial sector' in major groups of transition economies during
the period of transition to a market economy and explores major structural changes within that sector
from 1989 to 2003. The data are taken from the UNECE statistical database.

Over the period 1989 — 2003, the dynamics of industry in transition countries generally followed the
overall economic trend. At the same time, in these economies taken as a group, industrial growth after the
post-transition recession re-started later and was slower than growth of GDP. The recovery in industry
has been particularly sluggish in the CIS and South Eastern Europe. By the end of 2003, only the five
new members of the European Union had seen the volumes of industrial production outgrow the 1989
level. In the other country subgroups, namely the CIS and South Eastern Europe, the sectoral recession
had not been overcome by that date.

The transitional recession and restructuring influenced industry more than other economic sectors. Over
1989 — 2003, industry in transition countries lost over a third of its employees, and these losses
represented a lion’s share of overall job losses during transition. At the beginning of the current decade,
throughout the region employment in industry did not exceed 65 per cent of the pre-transition level.

During the 1990s and the beginning of the 2000s, most transition economies saw the share of industry in
national output decrease. With few exceptions, the industrial sector lost between 10 and 30 percentage
points in its weight in the total value-added. In the CIS this loss was notably higher than in Central and
Eastern Europe, as was the share of industry in total employment, although its fall was generally less
pronounced than that of industrial output.

Simultaneously, the European transition economies witnessed an upsurge in the economic weight of
services. The share of services in the majority of countries for which data are available has approached its
counterpart in developed market economies (at the beginning of the 2000s in the 15 “older” Member
States of the EU, the share of services in the total value-added (GDP at basic prices) exceeded 70 per
cent).

Whereas in Central and Eastern Europe the share of mining remained stable or decreased, in the CIS it
grew almost in all countries covered by the statistics. The upsurge in the weight of the mining sector was
particularly steep in economies enjoying large mineral (especially petrochemical) deposits: Azerbaijan,
Kazakhstan, and to a lesser extent, the Russian Federation. In early 2000, the share of mining in the
output of the industrial sector was considerably higher in the former CIS countries than in those of
Central and Eastern Europe.

There was no universal trend either in the dynamics of the share of manufacturing. In Central and Eastern
Europe, the weight of this subsector increased in one group of economies (Estonia, Hungary, Lithuania,
Slovakia) and decreased in the other (Croatia, Czech Republic, Latvia, Romania). In contrast, the share of
manufacturing dropped in all countries of the CIS for which data are available. At the beginning of the
2000s, the weight of manufacturing in industry in the CIS was generally lower than in Central and
Eastern Europe.

The industrial sector includes the following International Standard Industrial Classification (ISIC) Rev. 3 tabulation
categories: C (Mining and quarrying), D (Manufacturing) and E (Electricity, Gas and Water Supply).
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Within manufacturing, the share of chemicals either decreased or remained stable in several Eastern
European and CIS economies (e.g. the Czech Republic, Hungary, the Russian Federation and
Kazakhstan). In the other group of CIS countries and Romania, the weight of the chemical branch saw a
moderate increase. At the end of the reporting period, the share of chemicals in the industrial sector in the
majority of Central and Eastern European economies was higher than that of the CIS countries.

Since the data for the two country subgroups (Central and Eastern Europe, CIS) are not always
comparable, it is difficult to identify a prevailing trend in the share of engineering in the region as a
whole. At the same time, in the CIS countries a decrease in its weight was universal. At the end of the
period under review, the share of machinery and equipment in industry of more advanced Central and
Eastern European countries (19 — 24 per cent and higher) was matched by that share only in a few CIS
countries (Belarus and Russian Federation), while in the other economies of that sub-region the weight of
engineering was generally lower.

1. INDUSTRY GROWTH RATES

1. During 1987 — 2003, the dynamics of the industrial sector in 27 transition economies of the
region generally followed that of GDP as a whole (see figure 1). On a year-to-year basis, industrial
growth rates became negative in 1989, reaching a record low in 1992 (- 17 per cent).

Figure 1
Gross industrial output and GDP growth rates: 27 UNECE transition economies
(annual percentage change)
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2. In industry, the fall in output was greater than that of GDP. As compared with the 1989 level,

in 1995 — 1996 the index of gross industrial output fell by 47 per cent, while the respective decrease in
GDP did not exceed 35 per cent (see figure 2).
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Figure 2
Gross industrial output and GDP indices: 27 UNECE transition economies
(1989=100)
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3. After 1996, the growth rates of both GDP and industry again became positive, the recovery

suffered a slump in 1998. For all transition countries, the post-recession growth rates were higher for
GDP than for industry. In 2003, GDP attained almost 85 per cent of the 1989 level, while the respective
percentage for industry made up less than 74.

4. If we compare the industrial growth rates and indices for 15 transition economies of Eastern
Europe and 12 CIS member States (see figures 3 and 4), one notes that in Eastern Europe both the fall and
the recovery of the industrial sector occurred earlier than in the CIS.

5. In Eastern Europe, the growth rates of gross industrial output became negative in 1989 and
recovered in 1993. In the CIS region the transitional slump started in 1990-1991, with the growth rates
recovering to positive values only after 1996. The fall in industrial output in the CIS not only happened
later but also was also considerably steeper than in Eastern Europe.

6. Compared with the 1989 level, the fall in industrial output in the CIS reached 53 per cent in 1996
and stayed at this level until 1998; in 1993, it reached 46 per cent in Eastern Europe. In 2003, the
recovery was far from being completed in both subgroups.

7. However, by 2003, in Eastern Europe gross industrial output had reached almost 82 per cent of
the 1989 level, whereas in the CIS it had not exceeded 70 per cent.
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Figure 3
Gross industrial output growth rates: 15 countries of Central and Eastern Europe
and 12 countries of CIS (annual percentage change)
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Figure 4
Gross industrial output indices:
15 countries of Central and Eastern Europe and 12 countries of CIS (1989=100)
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8. Within the Central and Eastern European subregion, the dispersion of results is just as wide. For
example, the five leading Central European countries (Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia and
Slovenia) had already recovered from the transitional slump in industry in 2000, and in 2003 the level of
output exceeded that of 1989 by 20 per cent. At the same time, in seven countries of South-East Europe
(Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Romania, Serbia and Montenegro, and the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia) the index of industrial production fell by 60 per cent in 1993 and
stagnated at this level until 2000, when an upturn began. In 2003, these countries still had not regained
even half of the output level of 1989.

II. EMPLOYMENT IN INDUSTRY

9. During 1989 — 2003, overall employment in the 27 transition economies of the UNECE region
declined by about 14 per cent, and in 2002 — 2003 stabilized at 86 - 87 per cent of the 1989 level. Over
the same period, employment in industry fell much more steeply. By the end of 2003, the industrial sector
had lost more than 40 per cent of its workforce and no signs of recovery were evident (figure 5).

Figure 5
Employment in industry and total employment: 27 UNECE transition economies
(Indices, 1989 = 100)
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10. Split by region, the data show that in Eastern Europe industrial employment followed the curve of the

overall employment index. After a period of relative stabilization in 1995-1997, it continued to decline. In 2003, the
number of employees in industry was less than 60 per cent of the 1989 level, as compared with 80 per cent in the
economy as a whole.

11. Over the same period, in the CIS countries the fall in overall employment was smaller, cumulatively
reaching 13 — 14 per cent from 1989 to 1999, and in early 2000 the number of employed tended to increase. At the
same time, in the CIS the cumulative drop in industrial employment was similar to that of Eastern Europe —
exceeding 40 per cent (figure 6). However, in the early 2000s, the total number of employees in industry in the CIS
continued to decrease slowly.
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12. In absolute terms, during the period 1989 — 2003, in the 27 transition countries the job losses in industry
amounted to around 23.8 million. This figure is equivalent to about 86 per cent of the total job losses in the
workforce in those countries.

Shifts in employment structure

13. In Eastern Europe over the same period, the fall in industrial employment (8.1 million) amounted to two
thirds of total job losses. In the CIS region, the loss of employment in industry (15.7 million) was 2.5 times higher
than the overall reduction in employment (6.3 million), implying employment gains in other sectors at the expense
of industry, and important shifts in the output and employment structure.

Figure 6
Employment in industry: 15 countries of Central and Eastern Europe and 12 countries of CIS
(Indices, 1989=100)
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I11. SHARE OF INDUSTRY

14. From the 1990s through the early 2000s, the weight of industry in the economy of Central and
Eastern European countries (represented by its share in total value-added at current prices) tended to
decline. The decline was steepest in Latvia, Lithuania and Slovakia, where the share of the industrial
sector dropped by more than 20 percentage points. In the other countries of that subregion for which data
are available, the weight of industry in total value-added decreased by around 7 — 10 percentage points.
Towards the end of 2003, the share of the industrial sector in the economy amounted to between 25 and
30 per cent in Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, and Lithuania. In Croatia, Estonia and Latvia that share was between
17 and 22 per cent.
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Expansion of the service sector

15. It should be noted that during the same period the decreasing weight of the industrial sector was
accompanied by an expansion of services.” The service sector’s share in total value-added gained around
10 — 15 percentage points in Bulgaria, Croatia, Estonia, Poland, Romania, and Slovenia, while in Latvia,
Lithuania and Slovakia this growth was much steeper, amounting to 25-30 percentage points over 12
years. As a result, by the end of 2003 the weight of services in the total value added was as high as 60 per
cent in Bulgaria, Croatia, the Czech Republic, Lithuania and Slovenia, even exceeding 65 per cent in
Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Poland and Slovakia.

16. The CIS also experienced an upsurge in the weight of services. In Belarus, Georgia, Kazakhstan,
the Republic of Moldova, the Russian Federation and Ukraine, the share of the service sector rose to at
least 20 percentage points, while in Armenia, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan accounted for 7 or 8 percentage
points. By the end of the period under review, the share of services had reached 55 — 60 per cent in
Belarus, Georgia, Kazakhstan, the Republic of Moldova, the Russian Federation and Ukraine. In other
CIS countries for which data are available, this share was between 33 and 40 per cent.

The share of industry

17. During the same period, in the CIS countries the share of industry in the economy evolved less
consistently, in the majority of the countries declining by about 10 percentage points. At the same time, in
Tajikistan the share of industry tended to remain stable, and in Kazakhstan it increased by 10 percentage
points. In 2003, the weight of the industrial sector in the total value-added amounted to 40 per cent in
Azerbaijan, about 30 per cent in Belarus, Kazakhstan, Russia and Ukraine, and about 20 per cent in
Armenia, Georgia, Kyrgyzstan, the Republic of Moldova, and Uzbekistan.

Falling industrial employment

18. In terms of employment, the share of industry decreased by about 9 percentage points and in 2003
amounted to some 20 per cent of total employment in transition countries. In Central and Eastern Europe
it dropped from 33 to 24 per cent of the total, and in the CIS it fell from 28 to 19 per cent. When we look
at individual countries, the reduction in the percentage of industrial employment was smaller than average
in Croatia, Estonia, Hungary and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia in Eastern Europe, and in
Belarus, Georgia and Uzbekistan in the CIS. In contrast, the largest drop in the share of industrial
employment occurred in Bulgaria and Lithuania in Eastern Europe and in Armenia, Kyrgyzstan and
Ukraine in the CIS.

Iv. INTRA-INDUSTRY STRUCTURE

19. It is difficult to observe and interpret changes in the structure of sub-sectors and branches within
industry because of large discrepancies in the coverage, measures of output and statistical nomenclatures
used in different periods by different groups of countries. Therefore, the conclusions of this section must
be interpreted with caution.

20. During the period from 1989 to 2003, in Eastern and Central Europe, one can observe no
universal trend in the shares of mining and manufacturing in industrial output. The weight of mining
decreased somewhat in the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Romania and Slovakia (by 1 to 3

2 The role of the service sector in transition economies was explored in more detail in the UNECE document

ECE/TRADE/285 (“Services in Transition Economies. Round Table held on 13 June 2001 at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
Switzerland”).
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percentage points), but remained stable in Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. Overall, at the
beginning of the current decade, in countries of Central and Eastern Europe the share of mining stood at 2
— 5 per cent of the industrial sector output.

21. The share of manufacturing dropped the most in Latvia and Romania (by 11 — 13 percentage
points) and in Bulgaria (by 7 percentage points), and also decreased by a smaller percentage in the Czech
Republic and Croatia. While in Polish industry the weight of manufacturing remained largely unchanged,
in Lithuania, Estonia, and Hungary it grew by 3 — 5 percentage points, and by 13 percentage points in
Slovakia. Towards the end of 2003, in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe the share of
manufacturing in the output of the industrial sector stood at 80 — 90 per cent of the total.

22. Within manufacturing, the shares of chemicals’ and engineering®, which can be taken as a proxy
for higher value-added and R&D-intensive industries, evolved differently in different countries.

23. From 1989 to 2003, in Central and Eastern Europe only Romania saw an increase in the share of
chemicals (by about 6 percentage points). In the majority of countries for which data are available the
share decreased: in Hungary it dropped by 7 percentage points, and in Slovakia, Latvia, the Czech
Republic, Croatia by 2 — 4 percentage points. In Poland, Estonia, Lithuania and Bulgaria the share of
chemicals remained virtually unchanged. Overall, in early 2000 the share of chemicals was the highest in
Bulgaria, Lithuania and Romania (18 — 24 per cent of industrial output), while for the other Central and
Eastern European countries it made up between 8 and 15 per cent of the total.

24, In the same subregion, the share of engineering evolved more erratically. It dropped in Latvia
and Romania (by 9 — 11 percentage points), and Lithuania and Croatia (by 2 — 3 percentage points). At
the same time, it remained at the initial level in Bulgaria and Poland, and increased in Estonia (by 3
percentage points), the Czech Republic and Slovakia (by 9 — 10 percentage points), and Hungary (by 30
percentage points). At the end of 2003, Hungary had the highest share of engineering in industrial output
(44 per cent), while in the Czech Republic, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia this indicator varied between
19 and 24 per cent. In the other countries of the subregion, the weight of engineering was lower —
between 9 and 12 per cent.

25. Examination of the industrial structure in the CIS countries is complicated by the transition of the
statistical accounting from the Soviet to the internationally agreed classification of industries. This
reduces the length of the time series available for these countries.

26. Looking at the data with the required caution, therefore, one notes that during the period under
review in the CIS subregion the share of mining and extraction of fuels, in particular, seems to have
been growing. The upsurge in the weight of the mining sector was particularly strong in Azerbaijan and
Kazakhstan, where it grew by 40 and an estimated 35 percentage points, respectively. In the Russian
Federation and Belarus, in which only the extraction of fuels could be taken into account, the growth
amounted to about 11 - 12 percentage points. In the other former Soviet republics, for which data are
available (Kyrgyzstan, Republic of Moldova and Ukraine), the growth in the mining sector was smaller,
amounting to an estimated 1 — 4 percentage points). At the beginning of the 2000s, the share of mining
was as high as 47 — 48 per cent in Azerbaijan and Kazakhstan, 23 per cent in Kyrgyzstan, 20 per cent in
the Russian Federation (extraction of fuels only), 16 per cent in Belarus (extraction of fuels only), 12 per
cent in Ukraine and 1 — 5 per cent in Armenia, Georgia and the Republic of Moldova.

3 Chemical industry includes the ISIC Rev. 3 divisions 23 (manufacture of coke, refined petroleum products and nuclear fuels),

24 (manufacture of chemicals and chemical products) and 25 (manufacture of rubber and plastic products).

4 Engineering includes the ISIC Rev. 3 divisions 29 (manufacture of machinery and equipment n.e.c.), 30 (manufacture of
office, accounting and computing machinery), 31 (manufacture of electrical machinery and apparatus n.e.c.), 32 (manufacture of
radio, television and communication equipment and apparatus), 33 (manufacture of medical, precision and optical instruments,
watches and clocks), 34 (manufacture of motor vehicles, trailers and semi-trailers) and 35 (manufacture of other transport
equipment).
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27. In contrast to the evolution of mining, the share of manufacturing dropped to varying extents in
all the CIS countries for which the data are available. At the beginning of the new century, its share in
industrial output was as high as 43 — 45 per cent in Azerbaijan and Kazakhstan, 62 — 67 per cent in
Armenia, Georgia and Kyrgyzstan, 74 per cent in Ukraine and 83 per cent in the Republic of Moldova.

28. During 1989 — 2003, throughout the CIS the share of chemicals remained relatively stable. It
grew moderately (by 1 — 3 percentage points) in Azerbaijan, the Republic of Moldova, Kyrgyzstan,
Belarus and Ukraine (estimate) and decreased by an estimated 1 — 5 percentage points in Armenia,
Georgia, the Russian Federation and Kazakhstan. By 2003, the chemical sector made up about 16 per cent
of industrial production in Azerbaijan, 12 per cent in Belarus and Ukraine, 5 - 6 per cent in Georgia,
Kazakhstan and the Russian Federation, and 2 - 3 per cent in Armenia and Kyrgyzstan.

29. Over the same period, the share of engineering in the CIS countries fell. With due regard to
inconsistent nomenclatures, one estimates that the weight of machinery and equipment manufacture in
total industrial output dropped by 9 — 12 percentage points in Belarus, Kazakhstan, the Republic of
Moldova, and the Russian Federation. In Ukraine this decrease was probably even steeper. In the early
2000s, the share of the engineering sub-sector in industry stood at 20 — 22 per cent in Belarus and the
Russian Federation, 10 - 13 per cent in Georgia and Ukraine and at about 2 — 4 per cent in Armenia,
Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and the Republic of Moldova.
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Real gross industrial output in Eastern Europe and the CIS, 1980, 1989, 1991-2003
(Indices, 1989=100)

1980 1989 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
Eastern EUrope ..................coco.... 820 1000 707 585 542 567 608 640 664 670 666 718 748 775 822
Albania 770 1000 504 352 317 258 239 181 186 227 261 292 234 260 28.0
Bosnia and Herzegovina ................... 106.0 1000 769 255 2.0 1.7 2.8 5.2 7.0 8.7 96 105 118 129 135
BUIGANa w.eovveeeeeesssssssssssssssssssssssssss 713 1000 664 542 488 540 564 593 484 443 407 441 448 417 517
Croatia 887 1000 634 542 51.0 496 497 513 548 568 560 570 604 636 66.2
Czech Republic .......eeceeeescesscsesne. 815 1000 757 698 661 674 733| 748 781 794 769 811 864 905 957
)11 785 1000 928 598 486 471 480 494 566 590 57.0| 653 711 769 845
Hungary 929 1000 740 668 695 762 797 824 915 1030 1137 1343 1391 143.0 152.2
Latvia 725 100.0 100.2 656 44.6 401 387 408 464 479 453 474 518 561 59.8
Lithuania 700 1000 940 658 432 317 334 350 362| 406 365 374 433 447 519
200110 1000 697 717 763 855 938 1016 1133 1173 1215 1296 1304 131.8 1429
Romania . 1000 588 439 442 456 499| 531 493 425 414 444 481 510 526
Serbia and Montenegro .............c...... 80.0 1000 725 570 357 362 376 404 442 458 352 392 392 399 388
Slovakia 76.7 1000 759 686 661 693 751 769 779 809 793 859 925 987 103.6
Slovenia 90.3 1000 784 681 661 704 718 725 732 759 756 802 826 846 857
The former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia .........cccooceeeeeesessessssssa. 721 1000 740 623 537 480 429 443 450 470 458 474 459 435 455
cis 736 1000 927 768 667 519 490 475 485 469 512 573 611 640 694
Armenia 763 1000 854 442 395 416 422 428 432 423 446 474 499 572 657
AZErDaIaN .......oovvvvvvvveerrerssrssssssssssssse 761 1000 854 594 477 359 282 263 264 270 280 299 314 326 346
BEIAIUS oo 61.1 1000 1011 918 832 710 627 649 771 867 956 103.0 1091 114.0 121.8
Georgia 706 1000 730 396 250 152 132 141 152| 150 157 167 165 173 192
Kazaknstan ..........ccooooeeeesssssssssssssssssns 724 1000 983 847 722 519 477 478 497 485 498 575 655 724 787
Kyrgyzstan ......... 66.7 1000 991 735 563 355 267 278 388 409 391 414 437 389 455
Republic of Moldova .. . 687 1000 917 669 671 485 466 436 436 370 327 353 401 443 504
Russian Federation .........cccooouerrvreeeees 744 1000 919 754 647 512 495 475 485 460 51.0 571 599 621 665
Tajikistan 729 1000 976 739 681 508 439 334 327 354 374 M1 472 511 563
TUrkmenistan .................evevevvvevevereenee 754 100.0 1082 920 957 721 675 810 631 644 741 844 937 1031 1134
Ukraing ......... . 726 100.0 951 890 819 595 524 497 496 491 510 578 660 706 818
Uzbekistan ... 685 100.0 1033 964 99.9 1015 1016 1042 1085 1124 1188 1258 1354 1469 156.0
Total above ..........ocvvvvvvvvrrrrrrrrerrere 763 1000 858 71.0 628 534 527 527 541 532 561 618 654 683 734
Memorandum items:
Baltic States ............cccccoouuueeeeseeene. 719 1000 953 648 444 361 369 387 418 452 418 441 497 525 589
Central Europe .... . 849 1000 734 699 704 759 821 862 930 9.9 990 1071 1105 1136 1213
South-east Europe .......................... 806 1000 644 460 393 402 428 453 430 399 376 403 424 446 462
CIS without Russian Federation ... 717 100.0 946 802 715 537 479 475 486 492 517 577 641 688 765
Caucasian CIS countries ................. 743 1000 812 513 393 296 246 238 243 245 255 272 282 299 324
Central Asian CIS countries . 721 1000 1002 852 762 573 528 546 545 546 572 646 723 787 858
Three European CIS countries ....... 70.3 1000 961 888 816 613 541 524 545 557 587 655 732 778 882
FOrMEr GDR ..ooovvvvvvvvevssssmsmsssssssssnsnnens 752 1000 37.0 347 349 381 399 417 446 482 517 572 594 618 644
Source:  UNECE Common Database, derived from national and Interstate Statistical Committee of the CIS statistics.
Note: For the countries of the former Soviet Union, Soviet data for 1980-1990 were chain-linked to national or CIS data

from 1990. Country indices were aggregated with previous year PPP-based value added weights on the basis of data obtained
from the European Comparison Programme for 1996.
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TABLE 2
Employment in industry in Eastern Europe and the CIS, 1990, 1992-2003
(Indices, 1989=100)
1990 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

Eastern Europe?® .................cce..... 95.6 78.7 73.7 714 69.7 70.5 69.7 68.6 64.8 62.0 61.1 504 58.7
Albania . . 1000 856 769 798 756 741 526 666  63.1 60.4
Bosnia and Herzegovina . . 38.7 13.7 15.2 311 36.5 445 47.9 48.0 48.0 457 447 42.6
BUIGANA s 910 648 595 573 560 554 53.0 508  46.1 435 429 430 432
Croatia 1024 703 704 673 595 590 566 600 583 567 559 558  56.8
Czech Republic 958  85.1 809 766 770 764 761 749 725 714 720 706 688
Estonia ........... 990 80 736 695 742 703 652 637 599 615 616 587 610
Hungary 97.0 773  69.1 66.0 625 619 630 659 664 660 672 668  64.1
Latvia 970 814 690 563  53.1 51.1 509 516 479 479 462 479 491
Lithuania 9.7 914 780 645 595 570 571 56.1 523 496 480  50.1 50.8
POIANG oeeereveeeceeeneeeeeenneee 937 767 744 738 762 756 758 750 695 653 628 596 588
Romania ® %5 795 730 694 654| 717 699 663 620  58.1 572 557  56.0
Serbia and Montenegro ...................... 1009 872 80 827 798 784 75.8 778 705 671 652  60.1 56.3
Slovakia 957 787 740 T.7 716 716 702 673 654 633 639 641 64.4
Slovenia 95.1 846  78.1 75.1 722 715 685 678 667 663 667 673  66.1
The former Yugoslav Republic of

Macedonia ................ceeerrrrrrsssssneeeee 953 816 775 729 631 59.0 544 525 554 529 566 513 493
cis 1000 933 894 804 743 703 647 623 615 613 611 604 593
Armenia 1026 840 752 737 628 529 475 434 405 373 352| 297 288
AZETDAAN ..oovvvvrrrcrnieceeennneesssssns 97.1 889  81.1 774 729 586  50.1 520 536 516  51.1 52.1 52.5
BEIAIUS .o 986  92.1 885 844 752 744 745 755 762 759 750 724 699
Georgia 1042 660 565 516 468 336 308 281 257 213 259 218  b47
Kazakhstan .............mmmmeceernereen 985 9.2 836 769 696 669 590 578 579 547 531 52.7 543
KYIQyzstan ..............eeomeeecernnnenn 999 895 805 720 612 546 512  50.1 474 440 438 434 424
Republic of Moldova ® .........ccccccccern. 1024 931 550 521 447 438 429 408 359  36.1 370 384 368
Russian Federation ................cccceeeene. 100.7 941 91.8 82.0 75.7 722 65.8 62.5 63.1 64.2 64.8 64.1 62.4
Tajikistan 982  86.1 819 719 711 625  60.1 522 477 482 479 480
Turkmenistan 101.0 1107 1105 1154 1199 1329 1502 1529 1620 1712 179.8 1841
Ukraine ... 927 879 783 722 668 612 593 544 513 562 550 54.0
Uzbekistan ... 9.9 986  90.1 923 935 937 941 949 9.7 980 100.1 1029
Total above 885  84.1 774 729 706 665 645 627 616 612 602 592
Memorandum items:
Baltic States ..o 972 873 742 628 603 577 567  56.1 524 514  50.1 511 52.3
Central Europe ..... 94.9 791 751 73.0 73.6 731 731 72.6 69.2 66.6 65.7 63.8 62.6
South-east Europe @ ........................ %4 783 723 707 674 704 685 667 622 586 578  56.1 55.6
CIS without Russian Federation ..... 99.1 921 857 781 720 675 630 620 593 57.1 55.8 55.1 54.9
Caucasian CIS countries ................ 1014 792 704 670 603 478 470 449 433 419 403 399 393
Central Asian CIS countries ........... 100.2 96.1 89.7 82.8 78.7 774 73.5 73.6 73.0 71.8 72.0 72.8 74.7
Three European CIS countries ....... 98.4 92.6 86.6 78.1 75 67.0 62.5 61.1 571 54.6 58.4 57.0 55.8

Source: UNECE Common Database, derived from national and Interstate Statistical Committee of the CIS statistics.

@ Up to 1993, excluding Albania; up to 1990, excluding Bosnia and Herzegovina.

b End of year, up to 1995; since 1996, annual average, labour force survey data.

¢ Excluding Transdniestria since 1993.
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