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Mpearosop

OBOj CTaTUCTUYKW Nperned npeTctasyea npe obug Bo PenyGnuka MakepoHuwja pa ce
aKTyenuanpa KOHLENTOT Ha O4PXIMB Pa3Boj BO CTATUCTUYKA CMUCNA Ha 360pOT.

OppxnuBMOT pa3Boj NpeTcTaByBa pa3Boj LUTO OBO3MOXYBa 3a40BONyBake Ha notpebure
Ha ceralHuTe, 6e3 aa ce 3arpo3n MOXHOCTa 3a 3a[0BOyBake Ha NoTpebute Ha uaHuTe
reHepauuu. Toa e NpeansBuK CO KOj Ce COOMyBa CEKOj YOBEK, 3eMja, CBETOT BOOMLUTO, CO Lien
Aa ce 0b6e30eau KOHTUHYWUPaH HaNPeaoK Ha KBanMTETOT Ha XWUBOTOT W bnarococTojbara Ha
3emjaTa 3a ceralwHuUTe W MOHWUTE reHepauyn, HO U Len crnopeq koja Tpeba aa ce pakoBoaat
CUTe Npe3eMeHN aKTUBHOCTYW U NOMUTHKM.

Mmajkv ro npeasma rnobanHoTo 3HaYeHETO Ha OAPXKMMBMOT pa3Boj, [pxaBHMOT 3aBoA 3a
CTaTUCTVKa HanpaBK Hanopu a rv NnpecmeTa 1 aa v 06eAnH1 Ha €4HO MEeCTO PacoNOXINBUTE
WHAMKaTOpK BO CTATMCTMYKWOT cucTeM Ha Peny6nuka MakegoHuja, a Bo cyHKuUMja Ha
oppxnuemnoT pa3eoj. CtaHyBa 360p 3a MHAWMKATOPU CO NMOBEKECTpaH kapakTep Ko ja
ofipasyBaaT eKOHOMCKaTa, coLpjanHara, ekoroLUKaTa 1, Bo M3BeCHa Mepa, MHCTUTYLMOHanHaTa
AVMEH3Nja Ha OAPXKIMBMOT PasBoj.

KOHLENTOT Ha M3maHUETO ja criean CTPYKTypaTa Ha CeTOT Ha UHAMKaTopu, AechUHUpaH co
EBponckata cTpatervja 3a ogpXnue pasBoj. MiHaukaTopute ce NpecMeTaHn Bp3 OCHOBA Ha
MHOpMaLMMTE CO KoM pacrnonara CTaTUCTUYKMOT CUCTEM M METOAomorujaTa ycornaceHa
co oHaa Ha EBponckarta yHuja. MpuToa, MHAMKATOpUTE Camo o NpUKaXyBaaT TPEHAOT Ha
oapeneHa nojaea, 6e3 aa ce npejyavumMpa oapXIIMBOCT WU He.

CnenHute Hanopu Ha [13C ke BupaT HacoueHn koH 06e36eayBarbe Ha MHAVKATOpUTE CO KOU
BO MOMEHTOB He ce pacrnonara. CeToT ke Guae HafloNONHET CO MHAWKATOPM KOU ke npouanesar
0f} YCBOjyBak€eTO Ha HaumoHanHaTa ctparervja 3a ogpxnue passoj U AeUHUPaETo Ha
HaLMOHAIHMOT CET KOj K& M1 OTCIMKYBa HAaLMOHAITHUTE NPUOPUTETU HA OAPXIUBMOT Pa3Bo;j.
CwuTe Bawm npeanosun, cyrectu u 3abeneLuky BO Hacoka Ha nogobpyBarbe Ha KBanmTeToT
Ha n3gaHueTo ke Guaat npudarteHn co 3af0BOICTBO.

OupekTop
m-p Bnarnua HoskoBcka
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Preface

This statistical review represents is a first attempt in the Republic of Macedonia to promote
the sustainable development concept from a statistical point of view.

Sustainable development means that the needs of the present generation should be met without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs. It is a challenge that
each person, country, and the whole world in general is faced with, in order to ensure continuous
improvement of the quality of life and well-being for present and future generations; it is also
an objective that all undertaken actions and policies should conform to.

Bearing in mind the global importance of sustainable development, the State Statistical Office
made efforts to compile and to unite in one place available indicators in the statistical system
of the Republic of Macedonia, all for the purpose of sustainable development. The indicators
have a multi-domain character and reflect the economic, social, environmental, and, to a
certain degree, the institutional dimension of sustainable development.

The concept of the publication follows the structure of the set of indicators defined with the
European strategy for sustainable development. The indicators are compiled on the basis of
information that the State Statistical Office has at its disposal, and the methodology, which is
harmonized with that of the European Union. At the same time, the indicators simply show the
trend of a certain phenomenon, without prejudicing sustainability or non-sustainability.

The future efforts of the State Statistical Office will be directed toward providing indicators that
are not available at this moment. The set of indicators will be complemented with indicators
that will result from the adoption of the National Strategy for Sustainable Development and
from the establishment of a national set which will reflect the national priorities for sustainable
development.

All proposals, suggestions or remarks on improving the quality of the edition are welcome.

Director
Blagica Novkovska, M.Sc
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Jlucra Ha KpaTeHku

EY 27 = EBponcka YHuja
(27 3emju uneHkn)

BAn = bpyTo AoMalueH npou3soa

ESA = EBpOMNCKM CUCTEM Ha CMETKM

HTEC = HomeHknatypa Ha
TepuTopujanHu eauHILM 3a
cratucTuka

K311 = KopucTeHa 3emjogencka
NoBpLUMHA

ISCED = MeryHapopHa knacvdukaumja
Ha 06pa3oBaHNETO

ICD = MefyHapopaHa knacudukaumja
Ha 6onecTu

SITC = MefyHapoaHa cTaHaapaHa

TproBcka knacudukaumja

Jlncta Ha TeXHUYKM KpaTeHKK

KT = KUJIOTOHU

Krme = KMnorpamm mMacrneHu
€KBMBASIEHTU

KTMe = KUIOTOHU MacneHm
€KBMBANeHTn

NMVOC = HemeTaHcku ncnapnusu
OpraHcku coeiHeHuja

CO, = Jarnepog avnokeua

0, = Kucnopog

BIK, = broxemucka noTpoLuyBayka

Ha kucnopog 3a 5 aeHa

12

List of abbreviations

EU 27  =European Union
(27 member state)

GDP = Gross domestic product

ESA = European System of Accounts

NUTS = The Nomenclature of Territorial
Units for Statistics

UAA = Utilized agriculture area

ISCED = International Standard
Classification of Education

ICD = International Classification of
Diseases

SITC = Standard international trade

classification

List of technical abbreviations
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BoBeg

,3emjaTa He ja HacrneguBMe Of NpeguuTe,
TYKy ja No3ajMMBMe 0f HalmTe geua”
Jlakoma

OnpXnMBUOT pa3Boj, kako rrobaneH KOHLENT, NPeTCTaByBa NPean3BuK CO KOj Ce CO04YBa CEKOj
4oBexK, 3eMja, CBETOT BOOMLLTO, C& CO €ANHCTBEHa Lien Aa ce 06e36eau KOHTUHYWMPaH Hanpeaok
Ha KBaNUTETOT Ha XMBOTOT M BnarococTojbata Ha 3emjaTa v Aa ce 0be3beau oapKIvB pa3soj
KaKo 3a ceraliHuTe, Taka 1 3a UOHUTE reHepaLmm.

HeonpxnueuTte TpeHOOBM BO OAHOC Ha KNUMATCKUTE NPOMEHU, ynoTpebaTa Ha eHeprujata,
cypomaluThjaTa M coumjanHaTta UCKIy4yeHoCT, AeMOorpadiCKUOT MPUTUCOK U CTAapEEeH-eTo,
3aKaHWTe KOH jaBHOTO 3[paBCTBO, KOPUCTEHETO Ha MPUPOAHWUTE pecypcu, 3arybata Ha
61OAVBEP3UTETOT, CE NPOLIECH KOU MMaaT kapakTep Ha ypreHTHocT. CynbuHata Ha ugHuTe
reHepauuu e BO paLieTe Ha CerallHUTe Ko UMaaT JOMKHOCT fa ro covyBaaT kanauutetoT
Ha nnaHetaTa 3a NOAAPLIKA Ha XWBOTOT BO LIENIOKYMHUOT AMBEP3UTET W ga obesbenat
onpxnve pa3seoj. OfpPXNMBMOT pa3Boj NPETCTaByBa Pa3Boj LWTO OBO3MOXYBA 3a10BONYBatbe
Ha notpebuTe Ha ceralHuTe, 6€3 Aa Ce 3arpo3n MOXHOCTa 3a 3af0BOIyBakE Ha Nnotpebute
Ha UOHUTE reHepaumm.

OcTBapyBarb€eTO Ha 0Baa Lien 3HauM CO3A4aBak-e Ha EKOHOMMja CO NOMHa W BUCOKOKBanMAukyBaHa
BPabOTEHOCT, KBaNUTETHA 3APaBCTBEHA 3aLLTUTa, CoLmjanHa 1 Teputopujanta koxesmja, kako
1 3alLTMTa Ha XMBOTHATa CpeamMHa, CeTo Toa BO YCIOBW Ha MUpeH 1 6e3beneH ceer.

Onpepenbarta Ha EBpona 3a akTyBHO y4eCTBO BO rMobanHmnoT NpoLec Ha OAPXKMVMBMOT Pa3Boj,
“cTakHaTa Ha koHdepeHUujata Bo Puo ae XaHenpo® Bo 1992, pesyntupalLie co ycBojyBarbe Ha
npBara cTparteruja 3a ogpxnus pa3eoj (COP) Ha EY, Bo 'etebopr, 2001 roavHa v peuavpaHa
B0 2006 o cTpaHa Ha EBponckaTa komucuja.

OcHoBHa Lien Ha peBuaMpaHarta cTpateruja e BOCMOCTaBYBak€e Ha CET Ha MEPKM U aKTUBHOCTU
CO KOM ke Ce OBO3MOXM KOHTUHYMPaHO NogobpyBarbe Ha XWBOTOT Ha CerallHUTE U WaHWUTe
reHepaLmu Npeky co3faBatbe Ha OAPXNWBM 3aefHULM CNocobHM Aa ynpaByBaaT 1 edrkacHo
[ia M KopucTaT NpUPOLHNTE PECYPCU Kako U Aa ro pa3BuBaaT eKOMOLUKMOT U COLMjanHuoT
MHOBATMBEH NOTEHLMjan Ha eKoHOMUjaTa Co LUTO ke ce 06e3beam ekOHOMCKM NPOCNepUTET,
3alLTMTa Ha XMBOTHaTa CpeanHa v coumjanHa koxesuja.

PeBuanpanata eBporncka cTpatermja 3a ogpxnue pa3ssoj (ECOP) ykaxysa Ha rnobanHuot
KapakTep Ha OApPXNMBKOT Pa3Boj M Ha noTpebata of rmobanHa ConuaapHOCT, BKNy4yBatbe Ha
cuTe, a 0co6EHO Ha 3emjuTe co 3abp3aH pa3Boj KoM UMaaT 3Ha4ajHo BrvjaHue Bp3 rnobanHMoT
oApXnuB passoj. EBponckata cTpatervja e NoryHO HapononHyeawe Ha JincaboHckara
Jeknapaumja 1 BO ronema mepka kopecnoHgumpa co MuneHmymckute pas3sojHu Lenu.

KnyyHute Lenu Ha eBponckata COP ce ogHecyBaar Ha 3aluTUTaTa Ha KMBOTHaTa cpeauHa,
couujanHara eHaKkBoOCT U KoXe3uja, EKOHOMCKMOT NPOCMEepUTET, Kako 1 UCMONHYBakEeTOo Ha
mefyHapogHuTe 06BpCKU.
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OTTyKa, KaKo rmaBHU Npeans3Bnun ce HameTHyBaarT:

. KnumaTckute NnpomMeHM M YucTaTa eHepruja - NMUMUTUPaHE Ha KNUMaTcKuTe
NPOMEHU U HaManyBake Ha TPOLIOLMTE W HETaTUBHUTE MOCTEANLM LTO TUE T UMaaT
BP3 OMNLLTECTBOTO W XMBOTHATa CpeayHa;

. OppxnuBocTa Ha coo6paKkajoT - 3a0BOIyBate Ha NoTpebuTe 3a coobpakaj co
MUHUMU3Mpatse Ha HecakaHWTe NocneanLm Bp3 EKOHOMMjaTa, ONLUTECTBOTO U KMBOTHATa
cpeauHa;

. OppXnuBKMOT MoAen Ha NPOU3BOACTBO U NOTPOLUYBayKa - OABOjyBate Ha
€KOHOMCKVOT pa3Boj Of AerpajaLujata Ha XMBOTHaTa CpeamHa;

. 3auyByBaH-€TO M yNpaByBaw-e€TO CO MPUPOAHUTE PECYPCH - 13BerHyBatbe Ha
npekyMepHaTa ekcrnnoartauuja Ha NpUPOAHUTE PECYPCH;

. JaBHOTO 3APaBCTBO - eHaKOB NPUCTan A0 KBaNUTETHO 34PaBCTBO U NofobpeHa
3alUTMTa Of} 3akaHu Mo 30paBjeTo;

. CouujanHaTta BKny4eHOCT, aemorpacdmjata n murpauumTe - nogobpysatbe Ha
YCMOBUTE 3a XMBOT Kako NpedycroB 3a TpajHa uHaMBMayanHa bnarococToj6a;
. nobanHarta cupomaluTHja M CoouyBakbe CO NpeAN3BULIMTE Ha OAPKINBNOT

pa3Boj - HamarnyBame Ha cMpoMaluTujata, akTMBHa NPOMOLIMja Ha OAPXKNMBUOT pa3Boj
n obe3benyBarbe KOH3NCTEHTHOCT Ha BHATPELUHUTE U HAfABOPELUHUTE MOMUTUKN CO
rnoGanH1oT OAPXNWB Pa3Boj U Npe3eMeHuTe MefyHapoaHU 06BpCKM.

[MporpecoT Bo peanu3aumjata Ha NOCTaBEHNUTE LIENM Ha OAPXKIMBIMOT PasBoj Ce Cream Npeky
CceT Ha uHauKaTopu, AeduHUpaH of cTpaHa Ha EBponckarta komucuja. CeToT Ha uHamMKaTopu
€ OpraHu3upaH BO OCHOBHW TeMU, Criefiejku ja ekoHoMCKaTa, couujanHarta, ekonoLukara u
VHCTUTYLMOHaNHaTa AUMEH3nja Ha OAPXIUBMOT pa3goj. VIHaMKkaTopuTe ce opraHuavpaHn Ha
TpW HMBOA cropeq nopobnacra Ha koja npunaraar.

[p>xaBHMOT 3aBOA, 3a CTaTUCTMKA, MPU NOATOTOBKAaTa Ha OBa WM3AaHue ja creau ucrtata
CTPYKTYpa 1 rMaBHO, BO OBa U3[aHe Ce NpUKaxaHW NPBOTO U BTOPOTO HABO Ha MHAWKATOPM 0
cekoja TeMa. OCHOBHUTE UHAMKATOPM o NMOKaXyBaaT HUBOTO Ha UCMOSTHYBakE Ha CeBKyMNHaTa
uen Ha COP, pogeka BTOPOTO HWMBO Ce OJHeCyBa Ha MCMOMHYBakeTO Ha onepaTuBHUTE
aKTUBHOCTU AeduHupann co COP 1 BCYLLHOCT Ce BOAEYKM BO COOABETHUTE NOTTEMMU.
MHavkaTopuTe camo ro nokaxysaaT TPEHOOT BO oapeaeHa obnact 6e3 ga npejyauuupaar
[anv Toj e ofpXnuB UK He. MNapanenHo co ycBojyBakeTO Ha HaumoHanHata crtparervja 3a
OAPXNWB Pa3Boj, HEONXOAHO e Aa ce AedUHMPaaT U KBaHTUULMPaaT COOABETHU LienK Kou
ke 0BO3MOXaT Aia Ce aHanmaupa CTeNeHoT Ha peanusauyjaTa Ha nocTaBeHara Ler.

MopatoumTe, rmaeHo, ce ogHecysaart Ha nepuogoT 2000-2008 roguHa 1 nokpaj 3a Penybnvka
MakegoHuja, npukaxaHu ce u cnopeabeHy NogaToLm 3a NpocekoT Ha EY 27.

Mokpaj nogatoumTe, BO Nybnukaumjata ce npe3eHTMpaHn 1 AeUHALMUTE 3a CEKOj MHAMKATOP
wTo 61 Tpebano aa 0be3deau npaBunHa UHTEPNPETaLMja Ha UHAVKATOPUTE.

") KoHehepeHumja ogpxaHa of cTpaHa Ha ObeguHeTnTe Haymm Ha Tema XMBOTHA CPeauHa 1 pasBoj,
Jjynm 1992 roguna, Puo ge Xaxeunpo.
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Introduction

“We do not inherit the Earth from our ancestors;
we borrow it from our children”
Lakota

Sustainable development as a global concept poses a challenge for every
person, country and the world in general, all with one objective - to ensure
continuous improvement of the quality of life and well-being for present and future
generations.

Unsustainable trends regarding climate changes, energy usage, poverty and social
exclusion, demographic pressure and aging, threats to public health, use of natural
resources, loss of biodiversity, are all processes that have high level of urgency. The
destiny of future generations is in the hands of the present generation, which has
an obligation to preserve the planet’s capacity to support life with its entire diversity,
and to ensure sustainable development.

Sustainable development means that the needs of the present generation should
be met without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own
needs.

Achievement of this aim means creating an economy with full and qualified
employment, quality health care, social and territorial cohesion, as well as
environmental protection, all this in a safe and peaceful world.

The European commitment to participate actively in the process of global sustainable
development, expressed on the Rio de Janeiro" conference in 1992, has resulted
with the adoption of the first sustainable development strategy of the EU in Géteborg,
2001 and its revision in 2006 by the European Commission.

The overall aim of the renewed sustainable development strategy is to develop a set
of actions and measures that will enable continuous improvement of the quality of
life, both for current and for future generations, through the creation of sustainable
communities that are able to manage and use resources efficiently and to tap the
ecological and social innovation potential of the economy, ensuring prosperity,
environmental protection and social cohesion.

The revised European strategy implies the global aspect of sustainable development
and the need for global solidarity, the involvement of everyone, and in particular
developing countries as they play an important role in global sustainable development.
The European strategy is the logical complement to the Lisbon Declaration and it
corresponds greatly to the Millennium Development Goals.

The key objectives of the European SDS refer to environmental protection, social
cohesion, economic prosperity and commitment to international obligations.
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Hence, seven key challenges have been identified:
. Climate changes and clean energy - to limit climate change and its costs
and negative effects to society and the environment;
° Sustainable transport - to ensure that our transport systems meet society’s

economic, social and environmental needs whilst minimizing their undesirable
impacts on the economy, society and the environment;

. Sustainable production and consumption - to decouple economic growth
from environmental degradation;
. Conservation and management of natural resources - to improve

management and avoid overexploitation of natural resources;

. Public health - to promote good public health on equal conditions and
improve protection against health threats;

. Social inclusion, demography and migrations - to create a socially
inclusive society, solidarity between and within generations and to secure and
increase the quality of life of citizens as a precondition for lasting individual well-
being;

. Global poverty and sustainable development challenges - poverty
reduction, active promotion of sustainable development and consistency of
internal and external policies with global sustainable development and its
international commitments.

The progress in realizing the defined objectives is monitored trough a set of indicators,
defined by the European Commision. The set of indicators is organised in main
themes, following the economic, social, environmental and institutional dimension
of sustainable development. The indicators are further organised in three levels
according to the sub-theme they belong to.

During the praparation of the edition the same structure has been followed, and
mainly first and second level indicators are presented for each theme. The headline
indicators represent the achievemnet level of the overall objectives of SDS, while the
second-level indicators refer to the realisation of operational activities defined by the
strategy, having a role of headline indicators in particular sub-themes.

The indicators simply show the movement in a particular area without prejudicing
sustainability or non-sustainability. Along with the adoption of the National Sustainable
Development Strategy, it is necessery to set targets that would make it possible to
analyze the degree of their realisation.

Data refer mainly to the 2000-2008 period and along with data for the Republic
of Macedonia, also shown are comparable data for the EU 27 — average. In the
review definitions are presented along with the indicator in order to be understood
properly.

"United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), Rio de Janeiro, June 1992
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CounoeKoHOMCKM pa3Boj

Socioeconomic development

Crtparteluka yen:

»..[lpoMoyuja Ha npocrnepuTeTHa, MHOBaTUBHA, CTPYYHa,
KOHKYPEHTHa M eKo-ehukacHa eKoOHomuja Koja Ke
06e36eu BMCOKO HMBO Ha XWBOTEH CTaHgappd, nosHa n
BUCOKOKBa/IMTETHA BPaboTeHOCT...”

Strategy objective:

“..Promote a prosperous, innovative, knowledge-rich,
competitive and eco-efficient economy, which provides high
living standards and full and high-quality employment...”



CoL10eKOHOMCKM pa3Boj
Socioeconomic development

BoBea

CounoeKOHOMCKMOT pa3Boj ja OTCMMKYBA €KOHOMCKaTa M couujanHata AuMeHsvja Ha
OOpXNuBKOT pa3soj. OBaa Tema, MMaBHO, e NOCBETEHa Ha aKTUBHOCTUTE KOW CE HEOMXOAHM
3a NMOCTUTHyBatbe Ha NPOCNepuTeTHa, MHOBATUBHA, KOHKYPETHA U pasBojHa ekoHomuja co
OOpPXKIIMB EKOHOMCKW PacT Koj ke OBO3MOXW LienocHa BpaBGoTEHOCT U noronema couujanHa
koxeauja. iHavkaTopuTe Bo TemaTa ce 3aeMHO MoBp3aHy.

EKOHOMCKMOT pacT npukaxaH MpeKy OCHOBHWOT MHAMKATOp - OpyTo-AOMalleH Npou3Boa
(BAM) no rmaBa Ha XwWTen - o 03Ha4yBa HWBOTO Ha Pa3BOj HA CEBKyMHaTa ekoHOMMWja U
XWBOTHMOT CTaHZapA BO OnwTecTBOTO. [l0oBONMHO BMCOKa cTanka Ha B[N 3Haum peka
ONMLUTECTBOTO CO37aBa AOMOMHUTENHN EKOHOMCKM PECYpCU KoM OCBEH LUTO Ke v 3agoBonar
TEKOBHUTE EKOHOMCKM NMOTPeOK, ke OBO3MOXAT MHBECTUPAHLE BO MOHMHATA KaKo U pellaBate
Ha couujanHuTe u ekonolkuTe npobnemu. ucnepaujata Ha pervoHanHuot BAM no rmaea
Ha XUTEeN ja HaJoNoMHyBa CMKaTa oA NPUYMHA LUTO MM MEPU PETUOHATHUTE AUCTapUTETU.

EkoHOMCKWOT pa3Boj e onpeaeneH o roneMuHata Ha BKYMHUTE MHBECTULMW MO CTPYKTypa
¥ NO HameHa. VIHBECTULMUTE AMPEKTHO BRWjaaT Ha 3ronemyBakbeTo Ha KOHKYpPEHTHOCTa U
BpaboTeHoCTa WTO NpuaoHeCyBa 3a co3aasawe Ha BAMN. Og gpyra cTpaHa, uHBecTULMnUTE
BO 06pa3oBaHMETO, JOXMBOTHOTO YUYeH-Ee M BO UCTPaxyBakbeTO U pa3BojoT npeTcTaByBaat
MHBECTULIMM BO YOBEYKMOT KanuTan Of KOW Ce o4eKyBa Aa ja 3ronemat nNpoayKTMBHOCTA Ha
TPYOoT.

CouwjanHaTa AUMeH3nja Ha eKOHOMCKMOT pacT ce Mpeno3HaBa Bo 06e36enyBar-eTo Ha
€KOHOMCKV PECYPCM KOM Ke OBO3MOXaT HamarlyBake Ha cMpoMallTujaTa, MHBeCTUpatbe BO
KBanuTeHo obpa3oBaHue 1 30paBCTBEHA 3aLUTUTA, OAHOCHO NPUAOHECYBAAT 3a OAPXNNBOCT
Ha jaBHMOT prHacuckm cuctem. Bo ycnosu Ha cTapeerse Ha OMLITECTBOTO, UCKNY4yBaHETO
Ha noctapute BpaboTeHU NuLa OA Ma3apoT Ha TPYOOT Ke ro ONTOBapy MEH3UCKUOT CUTEM
npaBejkn ro HEOAPXINB.

MmMnnemeHTauwjaTa Ha HOBY TexHoMorMn 06e3beyBa EKOHOMCKM NMPOCMEPUTET M 3rorieMeHa
npogykTuBHocT. Cenak, Tve 61 Moxene HeraTMBHO Aa BvjaaT Bp3 coobpakajoT, eHeprujara
1 KMMMATCKUTE NPOMEHM JOKOMKY He ce u3banaHcmupaHm Co NopacToT Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTA Ha
pecypcute. EQMHCTBEHO NpaBUMHO HAacOYeHWUTE CPEACTBA 3a UCTPaXyBake U pasBoj MOXe
na obe3benat HOBM MPOM3BOACTBEHM W MOTPOLLYBAYKM MOLENM KOU ke OBO3MOXAT padyMHa
ynoTtpeba Ha NpUpPOaHM pecypcy, MOManu KOMUYMHU Ha OTNaf U 3aragyBakbe Ha Bogarta u
BO3YXOT.

OpBojyBakbeTo Ha EKOHOMCKWOT pacT of Aerpajaumjata Ha XuBOTHaTa cpeguHa npeky
ynotpeba Ha EeKOMOLUKM OpPUEHTMPaHW TEXHOMOrMW W MHOBaLMM NpeTcTaByBa €AeH Of
KIy4YHWUTe NPEean3BULM Ha OAPXKIMBUOT PasBoj.

TabenmTe 3a cekoe rornasje MoXar ja ce Bugar Bo [JofaTokor.
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Introduction

Socioeconomic development highlights the economic and social dimension of sustainable
development. This section is devoted mainly to actions related to reaching prosperous,
innovative, competitive and dynamic knowledge-based economy with sustainable economic
growth capable of providing full employment and greater social cohesion. Issues and
indicators within the theme are strongly interrelated.

Economic growth expressed with the headline indicator Gross domestic product (GDP) per
capita indicates the level of overall economic performance and living standard of society.
Sufficiently high GDP growth rate means that the society is generating additional economic
resources not only to meet the current economic needs of present generation, but also to
invest in the future or to address social and environmental concerns. Dispersion of regional
GDP per inhabitant completes the picture since it measures regional disparities.

Economic development is determined by the value of total investment both by structure and
purpose. Investments have a direct influence on the improvement of competitiveness and
employment, which in turn contributes to GDP growth. On the other hand, investments in
education, long-life learning or research and development are considered as human capital
investments, which are expected to increase the labour productivity.

Economic growth also has a social dimension, as it can provide economic resources to
reduce poverty, to invest in quality education, health care or to contribute to the sustainability
of public finances. In an aging society, the exclusion of older workers from the labour market
will burden the pension system, rendering it unsustainable.

The implementation of new technologies provides economic prosperity and increased
productivity. However, it can affect negatively transport, energy and climate change fif it is
not balanced with an increase in resource productivity. Only well-targeted research and
development expenditure can provide new production and consumption patterns, enabling
reasonable use of natural resources and reduced generation of waste, air and water
pollution.

Decoupling of economic growth from environmental degradation, by using environmentally
friendly technologies and innovations is one of the key challenges of sustainable
development.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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ExoHoMcKu paseoj
Economic development

CTanka Ha nopacT Ha peanH1OT GpyTo-AoMalLeH NPOU3BOA, MO XuTen
Growth rate of real Gross domestic product, per capita

OedmHunumja: BpyTo-AOMALLIHMOT NPOM3BOA, KaKO MepKka 3a eKOHOMCKaTa aKTUBHOCT,
e peuvHupaH Kako pasnvka Mery BpedHOCTa Ha MPOW3BELEHWUTE CTOKU U YCIyru U
ynoTpebeHnTe NpoU3BOAM U YCIyrv 3a HUBHO co3AaBakke. CTankata Ha peaneH nopact
Ha BN no xwuTen e npecmetaHa o4 BPeOHOCTUTE M3paseHu No NocTojaHu LeHu (1995)
CO Len Aa Ce MpuKaxaT CamMo BOMYMEHCKWTE [ABWXeta, OAHOCHO Aa Ce envMWUHMpa
BMUjaHWETO Ha MHGnauujata Bp3 CTankata Ha nopacT. VHaukaTopoT 0BO3MOXYBa
cnopenba Ha eKOHOMCKMOT pPa3Boj BO paMKUTE Ha onpeaenieH BPeMEHCKM Nepuos, Kako 1
nomMery eKOHOMUWUTE CO PasNUYHK FONEMUHN.

Definition: Gross domestic product (GDP) as economic activity measure is defined as a
value of all goods and services produced less the value of any goods or services used
in their creation. The annual growth rate of GDP per capita is calculated from figures at
constant prices (1995) since these give volume movements only, i.e. price movements will
not inflate the growth rate. The indicator allows comparisons of the dynamics of economic
development both over time and between economies of different sizes.

1.1. Ctanka Ha nopacT Ha peaneH B[ no xuten
1.1. Growth rate of real GDP per capita

6%
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3%
2%
—
0%

-1%
2%

-3% [ ] Peny6nuka MakenoHuja
4% Republic of Macedonia

EY 27
-5% = L EU 27

-6%
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W3Bop: [lpxaser 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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Crankata Ha nopact Ha 6pyTto-gomawwHuoT npoussog (BAfM) npetcraByBa MHOry
BaXXEH MHAMKATOP 3a Pa3BojOT Ha HauWoHanHaTa ekoHomuja. Bucokata crtanka Ha nopacT
06e30efyBa MOXHOCTM 3a OTBOpake Ha HOBM paboTHM MECTa, Kako M co3haBawe Ha
[OMOINHUTENHN EKOHOMCKW pecypcu Kou ke obesbenaT 3afoBoOnyBare Ha pacTedkuTe
noTpebu Ha OnLITECTBOTO.

BN no »wTen npetcraByBa MHAMKATOP KOj ce ynoTpebyBa kako npubnimkHa mMepka 3a
60raTCTBOTO Ha rparaHuTe, HO TOj He ja Mepu HUBHaTa BnarococToj6a of NPUYKHA LUTO He U
BKITy4yBa HenasapHWTe YCryr1 HEONXoaHH 3a HejanHo Meperbe. O Apyra cTpaHa, nopacToT
Ha BAM uma HeraTvBHO BNUjaHWe Bp3 BniarococTojbata v Npeau3BrKyBa 3aragyBakbe Ha
OKOMnMHaTa v 3apaBCcTBeH npobnemu. 3a fa ce pa3peLum oBaa KOHTPaANKTOPHOCT, HEOMXOAHO
€ 3rofieMyBatbe Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTA U MHBECTUPaHEe BO NMPOM3BOACTBEHA TEXHOMOMMja Koja
HEMa Aia Brnvjae HeraTMBHO Ha XMBOTHATA CpeayHa.

Bo nepuogot 1999-2000, Peny6nuka MakenoHuja 6enexu cTaburHu ctankv Ha nopact
Ha BAMN no xuten. Bo 2001 roguxa, BAMM no xwuten 3abenexa HeratueeH pacT. Bo cnegHuot
nepwvog, cTankata Ha B[l no xuten pactewe of 1.6% Bo 2002 roguHa, ao 5.8% Bo 2007
roguHa, 3a pasnuka of coctojbute Bo EY 27 kage wro Hajronem nopact Ha BT no xwuten
on 3.6% e 3abenexa Bo 2000 rognHa.

The growth rate of GDP is a very important indicator for the development of the national
economy. The high rate gives the possibility of creating new jobs and generating additional
economic resources to meet the growing economic needs of the society.

GDP per capita is an indicator, used for an approximate measure of citizens’ wealth;
however, it does not measure the well-being since it does not include non-market services,
which are essential to its measuring. Nevertheless, the growth of GDP has a negative
influence on the well-being, causing pollution of the environment and health problems. To
solve this contradiction it is necessary to increase the productivity and to invest in new
environment friendly production technology.

For the period 1999-2000, the Republic of Macedonia has recorded stable growth rates
of GDP per capita. GDP growth rate per capita for 2001 is negative. In the next period the
GDP per capita rose from 1.6% in 2002 to 5.8% in 2007, compared with the EU 27 where the
highest growth of GDP per capita of 3.6% was recorded in 2000.
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YyecTBO Ha MHBECTULIMMTE BO OCHOBHM cpeacTBa Bo BN

Share of investment in gross fixed capital formation in GDP
OeduHunumja: NHgukatopot e geduHnpaH kako y4ecTBO Ha MHBECTULMMTE BO OCHOBHM
cpeacTea (BO jaBHUOT M NpuBaTHUOT cekTop) Bo B, BpyTo-uHBECTULMMTE BO OCHOBHU
CPeACTBa Ce COCTojaT o BpeaHocTa Ha HabaBkWTe Ha OCHOBHM CpefcTBa HamaneHa 3a
oTyfyBarata Ha MaTepujanHi UM HemaTepujariHi OCHOBHW CPEACTBa, 3rorieMeHa 3a

[oaaToum Ha BpeaHOCTa Ha HenpoW3BOACTBEHWTe cpefcTBa. Crtankata ro npukaxysa
genort og BN ynotpebeH o CTpaHa Ha jaBHUOT U NPUBATHUOT CEKTOP 3@ UHBECTULIUM.

Definition: This indicator is defined as total gross fixed capital formation (GF CF) expressed
as a percentage of GDP, for the public and private sectors. GFCF consists of resident
producers acquisitions, less disposals of fixed assets plus certain additions to the value
of nonproduced (usually natural) assets realized by productive activity. The ratio gives the
share of GDP that is used by the public and private sector for investment.

1.2. YyecTBO Ha MHBECTMLMUTE BO OCHOBHM cpeacTBa Bo BAMM, no cektopu
1.2. Share of investment in gross fixed capital formation in GDP, by sector
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Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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MHBecTuumumMTe BO KanutanHm ):loﬁpa M HOBEYKMOT Kanutan of cTpaHa Ha jaBHMOT n Ha
NPMBATHUOT CEKTOP o 3ajaKHyBaaT pa3BOjHI/10T Kanauntet Ha eKOHOMMjaTa M OUPEKTHO
BJ'II/]jaaT BP3 €KOHOMCKMOT pacT.

O,El nepcnektTnea Ha OOpPXNnBMOT pasaoj, BIOXYyBake€TO BO HOBU U I'Ioe(i)I/IKaCHI/I
Npou3BOACTBEHM NPOLIECK U TEXHONOINN 3HA4M 3ronemMyBal€ Ha eHepreTckara erVIKaCHOCT
1 ynotpeba Ha pecypcuTe co LWTO ce 06e3bedyBa Noronem CTeNEH Ha OABOjyBake Ha
€KOHOMCKVOT pacT oA Aerpafaumjata Ha XvBoTHaTa cpeavHa.

['eHeparnHo, BO TEKOT Ha U3MWUHATUOT NEPUOL, BPEAHOCTA HAa UHBECTULIMWTE € KOHCTaHTHa
1 pocturysa o 20.2% yyectso Bo B/IM Bo 2007.

Bo pamkuTe Ha KOHTUHYMPAHWOT NOPacT Ha BKYMHUTE WHBECTMLMM BO nepuopot 2000-
2007, y4ecTBOTO Ha MpuBaTHWUTE MHBECTMUMM BO BkynHuoT BAI, kako Hajronem fen of
BKYMHWUTE MHBeCTMLMU, ce 3ronemysa og 11.5% 8o 2000 roguHa, Ao 16.2% Bo 2007. JaBHuTe
MHBECTULMM OCTaHyBaaT pPenaTMBHO CTabWUNMHW BO M3MMHATWOT MEPUOA U yyecTByBaaT co
4.0% Bo BkynHuot B/ o 2007.

Investment in capital goods and human capital both by the public and the private sector
strengthens the developing capacity of the economy, thus affecting directly the potential
economic growth.

From a sustainable development perspective, investments in new and more efficient
production processes and technologies entail greater energy efficiency and better use
of natural resources, enabling a more intensive decoupling of economic growth from
environmental degradation.

As a whole, over the last period, investment spending has remained roughly constant and
reached 20.2% of GDP in 2007

Following the continuous growth between 2000-2007, the share of business investment—
which represents by far the largest part of total investment — has increased from 11.5% in
2000 to 16.2% of GDP in 2007. Public investment remained approximately stable during the
last period and participates with 4.0% in GDP in 2007.
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Oucnep3uja Ha perMoHanHUOT GpyTo-AoMaLLeH NPOM3BOA, MO XKUTeN
Dispersion of regional Gross domestic product per capita

DedmHunumja: [lucnepaujataHa pervoHanHuot 6pyTo-aomatueH npounssog (HTEC 3Hueo)",
no wuTen, ce AeuHMpa Kako cyma Ha ancornyTHUTE pasnuki nomery perMoHanHuTe u
HauwmoHanHwot BT no xuTen, NOHAepUpaHa co y4ecTBOTO Ha PEMYOHANHOTO BO BKYMHOTO
HaceneHue, uckaxaHa kako NpoueHT of HauuoHanHuot BAMM no xwuten. MHaukatopoT e
npecmeTaH of nogatoumte 3a B[N no pernoHu, gobueHn Bp3 ocHoBa Ha EBponckuot
cuctem Ha cmetku (ECA 95).

Definition: The dispersion of regional GDP (at NUTS level 3)" per inhabitant is measured
by the sum of the absolute differences between regional and national GDP per inhabitant,
weighted with the share of population and expressed in percent of the national GDP per
inhabitant. The indicator is calculated from regional GDP figures based on the European
System of Accounts (ESA 95).

1.3.1. Aucnep3nja Ha pernoHanuuot BAM, no xuten
1.3.1. Dispersion of regional GDP, per capita
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1.3.2. lucnep3uja Ha permoHanHUoT 6pyTo-aomMaLlueH npoussog, 2006
1.3.2. Dispersion of regional Gross domestic product, 2006
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Pervonannuotr BAIM ro mepu CTENeHOT Ha EKOHOMCKMOT pasBoOj Ha pervoHuTe.
HamanyBareTo Ha per1oHarnHuTe HeegHakBOCTM BOAM KOH MOBMCOKO HWBO Ha couujanHa u
TepuTopujarnHa Koxeauja.

[vcnepanjata Ha perronanHuot BAM e Hyna kora B no xwTen Bo cute pernoHu Ha
3emjaTa e AEHTWYEH, a Ce 3rofneMyBa Kora ce 3roriemysa pasnukara nomery B[l no xuren
Ha pervoHnTe u npoceyHnot BN no xuTen Ha HMBO Ha Apxasa.

[vcnepaunjata Ha pervoHanHuot BN Bo MakenoHuja, Bo n3ammHaTuoT nepuog, 6enexm
6nar nopact 1 Bo 2007 gocturHa 39.5%.

Regional GDP measures the degree of economic development of regions. Decreasing of
regional disparities is an important objective of the sustainable development strategy, which
aims for a high level of social and territorial cohesion.

The dispersion of regional GDP is zero when the GDP per inhabitant in all regions of a
country is identical, and it rises if there is an increase in the distance between a region’s GDP
per inhabitant and the country mean.

In Macedonia the dispersion of regional GDP increased slightly in the previous period and
reached 39.5% in 2007
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Cranka Ha NpoAYKTUBHOCTA Ha TPYAoT, No ogpaboTeH Yac
Growth rate of labour productivity, per hour worked

OecbmHuumja: MNpogykTMBHOCTA Ha TPYAOT Mo oapaboTeH yac ce AedmHMpa Kako peaseH
aytnyT (B[N no mocTojaHu LeHn) Mo eAvHMLA BOXeH TpyA (BKyneH 6poj Ha dhakTuuku
oppaboteHn vacoBu). MepereTo Ha NPOAYKTMBHOCTA Ha TPYAOT NpeKky haKTuuku
oApaboTeHn YacoBy 0BO3MOXyBa nogobpa crvka 3a pasBojoT Ha MPOAYKTWBHOCTa BO
eAHa eKoHOMMja OTKONKY NpeKy 6pojoT Ha BpaboTeHM of MPUYMHA LUTO MM enUMUHMPa
pasnuK1TE LUTO Mpou3neryBaar of CTpyKTypaTta Ha pabotHaTta cuna (BpaboTeHu co nonHo
1K Cco ckpaTeHo paboTHO Bpeme).

Definition: Labour productivity per hour worked is calculated as real output (GDP
measured in constant prices or chain-linked prices of previous year) per unit of labour
input (measured by the total number of hours worked). Measuring labour productivity per
hour worked provides a better picture of productivity developments in the economy than
labour productivity per person employed, as it eliminates differences in the full time/part
time composition of the workforce.

1.4. Ctanka Ha NpoAyKTUBHOCTa Ha TPYAOT, no oapaboTeH yac”
1.4. Growth rate of labour productivity per hour worked"

7 npetxoaHa roauHa =100 previous year=100
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" Estimated data

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
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TeHOeHUMNTE BO pa3BOjOT HA KOHKYPEHTHOCTA Ha HaLMoHanmHaTa ekoHomuja ce
OLieHyBaaT NpeKy NpofLyKTMBHOCTA Ha TPydoT no ofpaboTeH yac. Bo uamuHatvoT nepuog,
BO HaLMoHarHata ekoHoMuja e 3abenexaH nopacT Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTA Ha TPYAOT.

Bo 2007, cooagHocoT nomery uanykute npomenn Ha BAMM 1 BNoxeHWOT TpyA, cnopeaeH
CO NpeTxofHaTa roAvHa, MokaxyBa MopacT Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha TPYAOT Mo aKTUYKM
oapaboTeH yac of 6.0%.

The tendencies in the development of the competitiveness of the national economy are
estimated by labour productivity per hour worked. In the recent period, Macedonia expirienced
labour productivity growth.

In 2007 the proportion between physical change of GDP and changes in employment

compared to the previous year shows an increase by 6.0% of national labour productivity per
hour worked.
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YuecTBO Ha TpoLwouuTe 3a UCTPaXyBake U pa3Boj Bo BT
Share of Research and development expenditure in the GDP

OeduHunumja: iHgukatopoT ce AedrHMpa Kako y4eCcTBO Ha TPOLLOLMTE 3a UCTPaXyBaHe

" pasBoj BO BKYMHUOT 6pyTo-,qomaLueH npouseoa.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the percentage share of Gross domestic expenditure

on Research and Development (R&D) in Gross domestic product (GDP).

1.5. Y4yecTBO Ha TpolioumTe 3a UCTpaxyBake 1 pa3Boj Bo BKynHuot BN
1.5. Share of Research and development expenditure in the total GDP
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W3Bop: fipxaseH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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BJ'IO)KyBaH:eTO BO UCTpaxyBadkn n paaBOjHM ,ElejHOCTIA € 0f CyLITEeCTBEHO 3HadeH-e
3a cosgaBakbe Ha edukacHa eKOHOMMja, no,qo6pyBaH:e Ha NpPOuU3BOAHUTE TEXHONOorumM u
NOTTUKHYBaH€ Ha éKOHOMCKMUOT pacT.

Bo nepuogot og 2000 roguHa HaBamy, TPOLLOLMTE 3a UCTpaxyBare U pa3soj benexar
penaTtvMBHO HUCKO y4eCcTBO BO BKynHMOT BMM. Bo 2007 roguHa TpoLuouuTe 3a UCTpaxyBame
1 pa3Boj yuectByBaart co 0.16%, Bo BkynHuoT BIM.

The investment in research and development activities has an essential role in creating
an efficient economy, improving the production technologies and stimulating the economic
growth.

In the years from 2000 onwards, the share of gross domestic expenditure on R&D in the
GDP is relatively low. The share of expenditures for R&D in GDP in 2007 amount 0.16%.
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EHepreTcka MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha eKOHOMMjaTa
Energy intensity of the economy

OecbmHunumja: EHepreTckata MHTEH3VBHOCT Ha €OHa €KOHOMWja MpeTcTaByBa Mepka
3a roguwuHata notpeba of eHepruja 3a MPOM3BOACTBO Ha efHa eanHULA Ha eKOHOMCKM
ayTnyT. HamaneHata eHepretcka UHTEH3VMBHOCT 3Ha4YM NOMasno KONMWYECTBO Ha eHepruja
notpe6Ho 3a NPOM3BOACTBO Ha UCT ayTnyT, LUTO € NOBP3aHO CO eHepreTckaTa edhUKacHOCT.
MHaukaTopoT ce npecmeTyBa kako coogHoc Mery bpyTo-noTpebHata noTpollyBayka Ha
eHepruja (13paseHa BO kunorpamm Ha macno eksuaneHT) u B (no nocTtojaxu Lewu og
1995, Bo eBpa).

Definition: The energy intensity of the economy is a measure of the amount of energy
needed to produce one unit of economic output. A reduction in energy intensity means that
less energy is need to produce the same output and is thus related to energy efficiency.
The indicator presented here is calculated as the ratio of gross inland energy consumption
(in kilos of oil equivalent) to GDP (in constant 1995 euro).

1.6.1. EHepreTcKa MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha eKOHOMMjaTa
1.6.1. Energy intensity of the economy
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Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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1.6.2. EHepreTcKa MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha eKOHOMUjaTa, BKyNnHo noTpe6Ha eHepruja u BAMN
No NOCTOjaHU LieHN
1.6.2. Energy intensity of the economy, gross inland consumption and GDP at
constant price
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W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

KomnapaTuBHaTa aHanus3a Ha noTpollyBadykata Ha eHepruja BO ogHoc Ha BAM, T.H.
VHOMKaTOp 3a EHepreTcka WHTEH3UBHOCT, Nnokaxysa Aeka Penybnuka MakegoHuja cnara
BO rpynara Ha 3emju CO penaTuMBHO BMCOKa MOTpoLLyBayka Ha eHepruja of 641kr macnexu
€KBMBaNeHTW, HacCNpOTV NPOCeKoT Ha EY 27 op 169 kr.

Bucokata eHepreTcka noTpoLuyBayka Ce AOMKM Ha BUCOKATa €HEPrOMHTEH3MBHOCT Ha
kanauuTeTUTe-HOCUTENN Ha EKOHOMCKMOT pacT. Peuncy egHa TpeTMHa Of NOTpoLUyBaykaTa
Ha enekTpUYHa eHepruja ce LOMKWN HA BMCOKOEHEPreTCKO-UHTEH3NBHUTE MHAYCTpUK. Of
Apyra cTpaHa, nonuTuKaTa Ha peraTmBHO HUCKa LieHa Ha enekTprUyHaTa eHeprinja npugoHece
3HAYNTENHO KOMMYECTBO Ha ENeKTPUYHA eHeprija fa ce KOpUCTYU 3a rpeekbe.

The comparative analysis of energy consumption relative to GDP, so-called indicator of
energy intensity, has shown that the Republic of Macedonia belongs to the group of countries
with relatively high energy consumption of 641 kgoe in comparison to the EU 27 average of
169 kgoe.

The high energy consumption is a result of the high energy intensity of capacities that
lead the economic growth. Almost one third of the electricity consumption belongs to high
energy intensive industries. On the other hand, the policy of relatively low electricity price led
to significant quantities of electricity to be used for heating.
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BkynHa cTanka Ha BpaboTeHocT
Total employment rate

OecbuHuumja: Ctankara Ha BpaboTeHOCT NpeTcTaByBa y4ecTBO Ha 6pojoT Ha BpaboTeHuTe
BO pabotocrnocobHoTo Hacenenue of 15-64 rogwHu./HAnkaTopoT e npecmeTaH Bp3
OCHOBa Ha AHkeTaTa 3a paboTHaTa cuna. BpaboTeHOTO HaceneHue ce COCTOM Of OHue
nuua kou BO pedepeHTHaTa Hefena pabotene 3a mnara Wnv NpoduT HajManky edeH
yac unu He pabotene, a umane paborta of Koja NnpuBpemMeHo bune oTcyTHW. BkynHata
BpaboTeHOCT Mo non e gedmHMpaHa Kako y4ecTBO Ha BpaboTeHUTE Maxu, OQHOCHO XeHW,
Ha Bo3pacT of 15 go 64 roguHu, BO BKynHOTO paboToCmocobHO HaceneHue of ucrata
BO3pacHa rpyna 1 nor.

Definition: The employment rate is calculated by dividing the number of persons aged
15 to 64 in employment by the total population of the same age group. The indicator is
based on the Labour Force Survey. Employed population consists of those persons who
during the reference week did any work for pay or profit for at least one hour, or were not
working but had jobs from which they were temporarily absent. The total employment rate
is defined as the share of men and women, respectively, aged 15 to 64, in employment in
the total population of the same age group and gender.

1.7.1. Ctanka Ha Bpa60oTeHOCT Ha ninua Ha Bo3pacT oA 15 Ao 64 roguHu
1.7.1. Total employment rate of persons aged 15-64
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Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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Crankarta Ha BpabOTEHOCT € OCHOBEH MHAMKATOP 3@ EKOHOMCKWOT Pa3Boj M couujanHaTa
cocTojba Bo 3emjara.

Bo 2008 rogvHa npogormkyBa TPEHAOT Ha MopacT Ha BpaboTeHocTa, 3abenexaH BO
NOCNeaHNTe TOANHMU.

Crankara Ha BpaboteHocT (15-64 rogunu) ce sronemysa u Bo 2008 usHecysa 41.9% Bo
cnopenba co 36.8% Bo 2004. MNogaToumTe nokaxyBaaT Aeka MaxuTe NonecHo Joaraart Ao
pabota, ogHocHo Bo 2008 roguHa 50.7% o maxuTe ce BpaboTeHu, 3a pasnuka of XeHuTe
kaj kon BpaboTeHocTta nsHecysa 32.9%.

The total employment rate is a basic indicator of the economic development and social
conditions in a country.

In 2008 the increase of employment, which has been observed over the last years,
continues.

The employment rate (15-64 years) increased to 41.9% in 2008 against 36.8% in 2004.
Data show that men have better access to the labour market as the 2008 employment rate
for males is 50.7% and 32.9% for females.

1.7.2. Ctanka Ha BpaboTeHOCT Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT oA 15-64 roguuu, no non
1.7.2.Total employment rate of persons aged 15-64, by gender
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Cranka Ha BpaboTeHOCT cnopes HajBUCOKOTO CTEKHATO HUBO Ha
o6pasoBaHue

Employment rate, by highest level of education attained

DedmHuumja: VHankatopoT € npecMeTaH Kako COOAHOc Ha 6pojoT Ha BpaboTeu
nuua Ha Bo3pact of 25 1o 64 roguHM co COOABETHO HMBO Ha 0Bpa3oBaHWe U BKYMHOTO
paboTocnocobHo HaceneHuWe Koe npunara Ha uctarta LenHa rpyna. Hueoto e necuHupaHo
BO cornacHocT co MeryHapogaHaTa knacudmkauuja Ha obpasosaHueto (ISCED, 1997) u
TOa: Npeay4UIULLIHO U OCHOBHO 06pa3oBaHme - HMBO 0-2, cpefHO HUBO Ha 0bpasoBaHue
- HMBO 3 1 4 u TepuujapHo obpa3soBaHue - HUBO 5 1 6. Bo npecmeTkarta, kako 13Bop Ha
nogaTouu ce kopucTu AHkeTaTa 3a paboTtHata cuna.

Definition: The indicator is calculated by dividing the number of employed people
within age group 25-64 years having attained a specific level of education, by the total
population of the same age group. Level is coded according to the International Standard
Classification of Education (ISCED, 1997): Pre-primary, primary and lower secondary
education: levels 0-2. Upper secondary and post-secondary non-tertiary education: levels
3-4. Tertiary education: levels 5-6. The indicator is based on the Labour Force Survey.

1.8. Ctanka Ha BpaGoTeHOCT cnopej HUBOTO Ha 0Opa3oBaHue
1.8. Employment rate, by highest level of education attained
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W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
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KeanuTeTHaTata u KBaJ'IM(bMKyBaHa Bpa6OTeHOCT BO rornema mepka npugoHecysa 3a
3roriemyBar€e Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTA Ha TPyaoT U €KOHOMCKUOT paasoj.

Bo Penybnuka MakepoHuja, HajBucoka e cTankata Ha BpaboTeHOCT Ha nuvuarta co
TepumjapHo obpasoBaHue koja Bo 2008 roguHa nsHecysalue 73.1%.

CrankaTta Ha BpaboTeHu co cpegHo 0bpa3oBaHue Koe ce CMeTa 3a MUHUMYM HUBO
HEOMXOAHO 3a YCMELLHO BKITy4yBatbe BO OMLUTECTBEHWUTE TEKOBU, M3HECYBa 58.3%.

HajHwcka e cTankaTa Ha BpaboTeHOCT Ha NnLata Kov MMaaT 3aBpLUEHO HajMHOTY OCHOBHO
obpasoBaHue, 32.2%.

Quality and qualified employment contributes greatly to achieving higher labour
productivity and economic growth.

The highest employment rate in the Republic of Macedonia is among persons who have
attained tertiary education, reaching 73.1% in 2008.

The employment rate of persons with secondary education, which is considered as the
minimum level required for successful integration in social activities, is 58.3%.

The lowest employment rate, at 32.2%, is among persons with no or at most primary
education.
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Cranka Ha HeBpaboTeHoCT
Unemployment rate

Dedunuumja: BkynHata cTanka Ha HeBpabGOTEHOCT MpeTcTaByBa Y4ecTBO Ha
HeBpaBoTeHUTe Nnuua Ha Bo3pacT of 15 [0 74 roauHu BO BKynHata paGoTHa cuna.
PaBoTHata cuna ja couMHMBaaT BKynHWOT 6poj BpaGoTeHM W HeBpaboTeHu nuua.
VIHBMKaTOpOT e NPEeTCTaBeH Kako BKyNHa CTanka Ha HeBpaBboTeHOCT, Mo Mo v Mo Bo3pacHu
rpynu, cnopes 6pojoT Ha HeBpaBOTEHM NULA BO OOHOC Ha BkynHata paboTHa cuna of
ucTara LenHa rpyna.

Definition: Total unemployment rate represents the share of unemployed persons aged
15 to 74 as a percentage of the labour force. The labour force is the total number of people
employed and unemployed. The indicator is illustrated as total unemployment rate, by
age group and gender, as a share of unemployed in the total population of the same age
group and gender.

1.9.1. Cranka Ha HeBpabOTEHOCT Ha nuLa Ha Bo3pacT oA 15 Ao 74 rogukn
1.9.1. Unemployment rate of persons aged 15-74
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W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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1.9.2. Ctanka Ha HeBpaboTeHOCT, No non
1.9.2. Unemployment rate, by gender
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W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

1.9.3. Ctanka Ha HeBpabOTEHOCT, MO BO3pacHMU rpynu
1.9.3. Unemployment rate, by age group
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Source: State Statistical Office
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HespaboTeHocta koja kynMmuuupawe Bo 2005 3anoyHa Gnaro, HO KOHTUHyWpaHo Aa
onara v Bo 2008 rognHa ce Hamanw 3a 3.5% Bo ogHoc Ha 2005 roamHa.

maBHO MnaguTe 1 noctapute paboTHULY, XXEHWUTE U HUCKOKDaNUGUKyBaHUTe nuua, ce
OHMe LUTO Ce NOrofeHn of HeBpaboTEHOCT.

Crankata Ha HeBpaboTeHOCT Ha nuuata Ha BospacTt og 15 40 24 roguHM 3HaUYMTENHO
ce Brnowwu of 56.1% Bo 2001 Ha 65.7% Bo 2003 roaguHa, HO NoTOa 3anoyHa fa ce HamaryBsa
1 Bo 2008 roguHa m3HecyBalle 56.4%.

CrankaTa Ha HeBpabOTEHOCT Ha XXeHWTe, UCTO Taka, benexu TpeHa Ha HamanyBatbe - 04
38.4% B0 2005 Ha 34.2% B0 2008 roamHa.

Unemployment peaked in 2005 and then started to decline slightly but continuously, and
in 2008 it dropped by 3.5% in comparison to 2005.

It is mainly young and older workers, women and low-skilled people that suffer most from
joblessness.

The unemployment rate of young workers (aged 15 to 24), which deteriorated from 56.1%
in 2001 to 65.7% in 2003, has since improved to reach 56.4 % in 2008.

The unemployment rate of women also decreased significantly, from 38.4% in 2005 to
34.2% in 2008.
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Crpareluka yesn:

»-.[lpoMoLmnja Ha 0gpPXMB MOZEN Ha MOTPOLLYBaYKa u
npounsBo4CTBo...”

Strategy objective:

“..To promote sustainable consumption and production
patterns...”
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Bosep

EKOHOMCKMOT pacT, 3rorieMeHaTa MOTPOLUYBaYka W HEpaLUMOHANHOTO KOpUCTEHe Ha
NPUPOLHMTE PECYPCH HEraTMBHO Ce OfpadyBaaT Ha XWBOTHAaTa cpeauHa. PecnekTupajiv
ja nMMuTMpaHocTa Ha pecypcuTe, noTpeGata of nocTeneHa MpoMeHa Ha MOCTOEYKMOT
HeOonPXKNWB MOLen Ha MPOV3BOACTBO U NOTPOLLYBaYKa Ce HAaMETHYBA Kako efieH Of KIy4HUTe
NPeam3BuLM Ha OLPXKITUBIOT Pa3Boj.

3ronemeHarta nobapysayka 3a MPOW3BOAM W YCNYr1, MPEAN3BUKAHA Of EKOHOMCKMOT pacT
1 NopoBPEHNOT XNBOTEH CTaHAapA 6e3 NPOMEeH BO MOAENOT Ha MOTPOLLYBAYKUTE HABWUKM,
reHepupa 3roriemeHa ynotpeba Ha NpUpPOAHUTE Pecypcy 1 ronemMu KOMWYMHU Ha oTnag.
MobapyBaykata 3a TPaHCMOPT WM MHPACTYKTypaTa HaMeHeTa 3a NPeBO3 U [AEeNOHMpaHe
Ha mMaTepwjanu 1 0Tnag, ja 3arpo3yBsa X1BOTHaTa CpeanHa. Bucokata eHeproMHTeH3NBHOCT
npWaoHeCyBa 3a emucHja Ha LTETHU MaTepun BO BO3ayXOT. EAuHCTBEHO ynotpebata Ha
peuvKnupaHn MaTepujanu, pasyMHOTO KOPUCTEHe 1 3rofeMeHaTa epuKacHOCT Ha pecypcuTe
ke obe3bean BMCOKO HWBO Ha 3alITUTA W nopobpyBake Ha KBanUTETOT Ha XMBOTHATa
cpeauHa. BnoxysareTo BO TEXHOMOLLKW Pa3Boj, MCTPaXyBake 1 MHOBaLMK ke NpuaoHece
3a co3faBatbe Ha MOKOHKYPEHTHA W EKOJTOLLIKM eduKacHa eKoHOMuja.

MoTpolwyBauuTe, npeky n3bop Ha Moden Ha ucxpaHa, TPaHCMOPT WU AOMYBaHe, MOXE
[a ro HacodyBaaT MpOW3BOACTBEHWOT MOAEN W AMPEKTHO Aa BrnuvjaaT Bp3 KUBOTHaTa
cpeavHa. [MobapyBaykata Ha OpraHckM MpPOW3BOAM CTUMyNMpa pasBOj Ha OpraHcko
3eMjodencTBo. EKOMOLWIKM OpUEHTUPaHOTO 3eMjOAencTBO MMa MOBOMHO BMMjaHWE Ha
61OAMBEP3UTETOT, 3alUTUTEHWUTE Nofdpavja, BOAEHWUTE PEcypcH W KNMMATCKUTE MPOMEHM.
On ppyra cTpaHa, pauMOHanHOTO KOpUCTEHe Ha enekTpuyHaTa eHepruja, HamaneHata
cTanka Ha MOTOpU3MpaHoCT W NofobpyBa-ETO Ha jaBHUOT NPEBO3 MMaaT rofema yrora BO
penyuMpareTo Ha emMucujaTa Ha CTaKIeHu racoBu.

CosgaBareto Ha OApXIMB MOAEN Ha MPOM3BOACTBO M MOTPOLUYBaYKka Koj Ke ja npekuHe
BpckaTa nomery eKOHOMCKMOT pacT W Aerpajauvjata Ha okonuHata Gapa nopenHakeo
BKMydyyBate Ha rparaHute, [enoBHUTe CyGjekTu W coumjanHuTe mapTHepu kou Tpeba
Aa Bupat cBecHM 3a BNWjaHMETO Ha COMCTBEHWOT U3BOp Ha MPOW3BOACTBO MMM MOAen Ha
rnoTpoLuyBavka.

TabenuTe 3a cekoe nornasje MoXar ga ce Bugat Bo JJo4aTokoT.

44




Introduction

Economic growth, increased consumption and unreasonable use of natural resources have a
negative effect on the environment. Respecting the limited resources, the need for a gradual
change of the current unsustainable patterns of consumption and production imposed as one
of the key challenges of sustainable development.

The increased demand for products and services, due to economic growth and improved
standards of living without changes in consumption models, generates an increased use of
natural resourcesand large amounts of waste. The demand for transport and for infrastructure
aimed at transporting and disposing of waste materials endangers the environment. High
energy intensity contributes to the emission of harmful substances in the atmosphere. The
usage of recycled materials and reasonable use and increased efficiency of resources are
the only way to provide high level of protection and to improve the quality of the environment.
Investment in technological development, research and innovation will contribute to a more
competitive and eco-efficient economy.

Consumers, by choosing a preferred mode of food consumption, transport or housing, can
guide the production model and directly influence the environment. Demand for organic
products drives forward the development of organic agriculture. Environment-oriented
agriculture has a favorable effect on biodiversity, landscape conservation, water resources,
and climate change. Nevertheless, reasonable consumption of electricity, decreased
motorization rate as well as improved public transport have an important role in reducing
greenhouse gases emissions.

The shift to a sustainable production and consumption pattern that would break the link
between economic growth and environmental degradation requires equal involvement of
citizens, businesses and social partners to make them aware of their responsibilities for the
impacts of their production or consumption choices.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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KomyHaneH otnag
Municipal waste

OeduHunumja: MHOMKaTOPOT ja MpeTcTaByBa KOMMYMHATa Ha CO3[4AOEHWNOT KOMYHasreH
oTnag cobpaH oA 1 3a cMeTKa Ha KOMYHaNHWUTE NpeTnpujaThja v OANOKEH NPEKY CUCTEMOT
3a ynpaByBate co otnagot. Co3aapeHnoT oTnag ro ondaka oTnagoT of AoMaKUHCTBaTa,
KOMepLMjanHnTe U TProBCKUTE AEjHOCTU, AEMOBHUTE 3rpaju, jaBHUTE UHCTUTYLIMW, ManuTe
613HMCK, OTNAZOT Of ABOPOBUTE U rPaavHWUTE, COAPXMHATA Ha KOHTejHepuTe 3a oTnag,
YIIMYHWOT CMET W CMETOT 0f nasapuTe. 3a obnacTuTe kou He ce ondarteHn co cucTeMOT
3a KOMYHaneH oTnag, KoNMYMHUTE Ce MPOLIEHETH.

Definition: This indicator presents the amount of municipal waste generated and
collected by or on behalf of municipal authorities and disposed of through the waste
management system. It consists of waste generated by households, commercial and trade
industries, office buildings, and public institutions, small businesses, waste from gardens,
street waste, content of containers and the waste from market cleaning. For areas not
covered by a municipal waste scheme an estimation has been made of the amount of
waste generated.

2.1. KomyHaneH otnag no xuren, 2008
2.1. Municipal waste, per capita, 2008

Kr/kuten kg/capita

CospageH
Generated

CobpaH / ognoxeH Ha aernoHunja
Collected / landfilled

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

W3Bop: flpxaBeH 3aB0g 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office
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= Hajronem pgen op komyHanHuot otnag Bo Penybnuka MakepoHwja e cosgageH of
[oMaKuHcTBaTa Bo 06nacTuTe Kow ce MoKpUeHW Co CUCTEMOT 3a yrnpaByBake CO KOMyHaneH
otnag.

m BkynHaTa konuuvMHa Ha cosgageH otnag no xuten Bo 2008 roguHa ce npoleHyBa Ha
349 kr, ogHocHo 0.9 kr Ha aeH. KonnyecTBoTO Ha cobpaH oTnaj of CTpaHa Ha KOMyHarHuTe
npetnpujatvja usHecyBa 260 Kr no XuTen W LENoKynHata KonuuuHa Ha cobpaH otnag ce
oAnara Ha fenoxuja.

©® The largest part of municipal waste in the Republic of Macedonia in 2008 is generated by
households in areas covered with the system of municipal waste management.

©® The total quantity of generated municipal waste per capita in 2008 is estimated at 349 kg
or 0.9 kg per day. The quantity of waste collected by communal enterprises amounts to 260 kg
per capita and is all disposed off in landfills.
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BkynHa emucuHja Ha cyncTaHLuum WITO NPean3BUKYBaaT KUCENOCT, N0 CEKTOPU
Emissions of acidifying substances, by source sector

DedmHunumja: MHovkatopoT M creau TPEHAOBUTE Ha emucujata of aHTpOMoreHu
13BOPU Ha CYNCTaHLMW KOW Npean3BuKyBaaT KUCENOCT (Cyndyp ANOKCUL, a30THU OKCUaM
¥ amoHujak), no cektopu. OpnenHWTe CYNCTaHUWW Ce arperMpaHu crnopen Mokta Ha
3aKVCENyBat-e W CE U3pa3eH BO EKBUBANEHTU Ha 3aKucenyBatbe.

Definition: This indicator tracks trends in anthropogenic atmospheric emissions of
acidifying substances (sulphur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and ammonia) by source sector.
Acidifying substance emissions are combined in terms of their acidifying effects, and
expressed in acid equivalents.

2.2. BKkynHa emucuja Ha CyncTaHUmMu WTO NPeAU3BUKYBaaT KUCENOCT, N0 CEKTOpK
2.2. Emissions of acidifying substances, by source sector

KT KUCEMUHCKN EKBUBANEHTH kt acid eqivalent
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W3Bop: MuHucMepcmeo 3a XusomHa cpeduHa U MPOCMOPHO MaHUpae
Source: Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning
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] EMMCVIjaTa Ha Kucenn cyncraHLumMm BO BO3AYXOT € NpUYKHa 3a HapyLlyBaH-e Ha HOBEKOBOTO
snpaBje 1 Ha ekocucTemMuTe, 0CobEHO Ha 38MjaTa, wymuTe 1 BoaaTa.

® BkynHaTa emucuja Ha CyncTaHUuMTE LUTO Npeau3BUKyBaaT KUCEnocT Genexu nocTojaH
TpeHa 1 Bo 2008 roanHa nsHecyBa 4.5 KUNOTOHW KUCENWHCKA EKBUBANEHTW Ha 3arafyBate.
Cekrtopot EHepreTcka uHgyctpuja, co Hag 70%, Mma HajroneMo y4ecTBOTO BO BKynHaTa
emucuja Ha 3akucenysauu. [1oBpeMEHOTO HamanyBake Ha emucujata Ha 3akucenysayu
MOXe Aa ce objacHu co HamarnyBareTO Ha MHAYCTPUCKUTE NPOLIECH BO 3emjaTa.

] OTTyKa, cocema e jaCHO neka Ges NpUMEHa Ha KOHKPETHU MEpPKU W aKTUBHOCTHU,
HEBO3MOXHO € KOHTUHYUpaHO HamManyBake Ha TPeHOOT Ha eMI/ICI/Ija Ha mMaTepumn Kou ro
3aKucenyBsaar BO34yXOT.

©® Airborne acidifying substances can cause damage to human health and ecosystems, in
particular to soil, forests and water basins.

® Emissions of acidifying substances have a constant trend, and in 2008 4.5 thousand
tons of acid equivalents were transpired. The energy industry, with over 70%, has the largest
share in the total emission of acidifying substances. The occasional decrease of emission
of acidifying substances could be explained with the decrease in industrial processes in the
country.

® Hence, it is clear that without concrete measures and actions it is impossible to achieve
permanent decrease in emission trends of acidifying substances.
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EMucuja Ha 030HCKU NpeKypcopu, MO CEKTOpU
Emissions of ozone precursors, by source sector

OeduHuumja: VIHAMKaTOPOT M crieay TPEHJOBUTE Ha EMUCHjaTa Ha 030HCKW NPEKYPCOpU
(a30oTHM okcuaw, jarmepoa-MOHOKCUAM, MeTaH W HEMETAHCKU MCMapnuBK OpraHcku
COOEAMHEHW]a) MPpedn3BUKaHa Of aHTPOMOTEHW aKTMBHOCTU, MO CekTopu. O30HCKUTE
NpeKypcopy ce KOMBUHUPaHM Cropen MOTEHUM|anoT 3a opmupatbe Ha Tponocdepcku
030H U ce u3paseHn Bo NMVOC" ekBuBaneHTy.

Definition: This indicator tracks trends in anthropogenic atmospheric emissions of ozone
precursors (nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, methane and non-methane volatile organic
compounds), by source sector. Ozone precursor emissions are combined in terms of their
tropospheric ozone-forming potential, and expressed in NMVOC" equivalents.

2.3. EMucuja Ha 030HCKM NPeKypcopu, N0 CEKTopu
2.3. Emissions of ozone precursors, by source sector

kT NMVOC ekBmBaneHTn kt NMVOC egivalents
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U3Bop: MuHuCMeEpCcmso 3a XueomHa cpeduHa U MPOCMOPHO MaHUpaHe
Source: Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning

") HemeTaHCKu MCRapnBu OpraHCcKy coeauHeHuja
' NMVOC -non-methane volatile organic compounds
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m  Emucujata Ha 030HCKUTE NPEKypcopy LLITETHO BNWjae Bp3 YOBEKOBOTO 3apasje Hanarajku
0 PECnMpaTopHUOT CUCTEM, MOCEBWUTE U LUYMUTE, M HamanyBa NPUHOCUTE W BRWjae Ha
KNMMaTCKUTE NPOMEHM.

= Bo nepviogot 2002-2006 ce 3abenexyBa rraBHO MopacT Ha emucujata Ha O30HCKM
npekypcopu focturHyBajku go 88.3 kunotoHu NMVOC exsuBanentu Bo 2006 roguHa, no
LUITO criefyBa TPeHA Ha HamarnyBake. AHannaata nokaxyBa feka rMaBH1 M3BOPU Ha emMucHja
Ha 030HCKV Npekypcopu ce cektopute EHepruja, Coobpakaj n HpycTtpuja.

= Hajronem npupoHec BO BKynHaTa emucuja Ha O30HCKM MPEKypcopuM MMa CeKTopoT
Coobpakaj 1 nokpaj Toa LUTo HeroaTa emucuja ce Hamanu og 39.6 Bo 2006 Ha 19.3 KUNoToHM
NMVOC eksuBaneHTn Bo 2008 roguHa, kako pesynTaT Ha NMpUMeHaTa Ha KaTanuTU4Ku
KoHBepTOpM 1 ynoTpebata Ha Au3enort. Hajronemo HamanyBake BO emMucujata Ha 030HCKU
npekypcopu e 3abenexaHo Bo cektopoT UHaycTpuja v rpagexHuwTeo. Cektopot EHepruja,
ucTo Taka, b6enexu Hamanysawe of 18.8 Bo 2007 Ha 15.0 kunotoHn NMVOC ekBuBaneHTu
B0 2008 roguHa.

® The emission of ozone precursors is harmful to human health, affecting the respiratory
system, and to crops and forests. decreasing crop yields and contributing to climate
change.

® In the 2002-2006 period, mainly an increase is registered in ozon precursor emmision,
reaching 88.3 ktonnes NMVOC in 2006, followed by a decreasing trend. Analysis shows
that the main sources of ozon precursors are the energy, transport and industrial processes
sectors.

® The highest contribution to total emissions comes from the transport sector, even though
its emission was brought down from 39.6 in 2006 to 19.3 ktonnes in 2008, thanks to the
more widespread use of catalytic converters and greater penetration of diesel. The biggest
decrease in emmision of ozon precursors comes from industrial proccesses and construction.
Energy industries also register a decrease from 18.8 to 15.0 ktonnes ozone-forming potential
in 2008.
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MoTpoulyBayka Ha enekTpUYHa eHepruja Bo cekTopoT [lomakuHcTBa
Electricity consumption, by households

OecuHuumja: VHQMKaTopoT ja AeduHMpa KONMYMHAaTa Ha enekTpuyHa eHepruja
noTpolleHa Of CTpaHa Ha [fomakuHcTeata. oTpollyBaykata Ha AOMaKkuHCTBaTa ja
nokpuBa ynotpebeHaTta eHepriija 3a 3arpeBare Ha NPOCTOPOT M BOAATa, Kako 1 3a cute
eneKkTpUYH1 anaparm.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the quantity of electricity consumed by households.
Household consumption covers all use of electricity for space and water heating and all
electrical appliances.

2.4. MotpoluyBayka Ha eNneKTpMYHa eHepruja Bo foMaKkuHcTBaTa
2.4, Electricity consumption by households

270 KT MacreHn ekBmBaneHTm kt oil eqivalents
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W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBoj 3a CTAaTUCTHKA,
Source: State Statistical Office
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m Bo TekoT Ha W3MMHaTUOT nepuog e 3abenexaHo PEenoBHO M penatuBHO BUCOKO
3rornemyBak€e Ha NoTpoLlyBaykaTa Ha eHepera BO CEKTOPOT [omakuHcTaa.

= Bo nepvopot 2000-2007 roguHa, noTpoLuyBaykaTa e aronemeHa Bo npocek 3a 2.0%. OBoj
HaropeH TpeHg e rnobarnHa kapakTepucTuka 1 Moxe [a ce NpUNULLE Ha HEKOMKY hakTopu,
BKITy4yBajku ro M3MEHETMOT HauWH Ha XuBeewe Koj 6apa noseke Komcop M onpema 3a
[IOMaKvHCTBaTa, Kako v Mopagw 3rorieMeHuoT 6poj Ha JOMakMHCTBA 3a KOM ce MoTpebHu
COOABETHM ENEKTPUYHN NPOU3BOAM.

m EdekToT 0 nonobpysareTo Ha eko-eth1KacHOCTa Ha OAPeaeHN eNeKTPUYHI MPOM3BOAN
€ HamareH nopaaw 3ronemeHnoT 6poj Ha npou3soaw Bo ynotpeba. [lononHuTeneH daktop
npeTcTaByBa W AONTOPOYHUOT TPETMAH Ha LieHaTa Ha enekTpuyHaTa eHepruja kako counjanHa
kaTeropuja LUTO foBeae Ao ynotpeba Ha cTpyjaTa 3a rpeetbe.

©® A relatively strong and regular increase in household electricity consumption can be
observed over the last years.

® Consumption grew 2.0% on average between 2000 and 2007. This upward trend is
worldwide and is ascribable to several factors, including changed lifestyles demanding
greater comfort and more home equipment, and an increasing number of households and
corresponding needs for electrical appliances. The effect of the improvements in the eco-
efficiency of many electrical goods have been offset by their growth in number.

® Of concern is also the long-standing treatment of the price of electricity as a social
category, resulting in the use of electricity for heating purposes.
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®uHanHa eHepreTcka NOTpoLIyBayKa Nno CEKTopU
Final energy consumption, by sector

DOedunuumja: duHanHaTa eHepreTcka NOTPOLLYBaYKa ja NPETCTaByBa BKyNHaTa KonuiuHa
Ha eHepruja 4OCTaBeHa [0 KpajHUTe MOTPOLLYBaYM 3a CUTe BULOBM EHEPreTcki noTpe6u
BO MHAYCTpUjaTa, TPAHCMOPTOT, 4OMAaKUHCTBATA, YCIyr1Te, 3eMjOAENCTBOTO UTH.

Definition: Final energy consumption represents the energy supplied to the final consumer
for all energy uses. It is the sum of final energy consumption in industry, transport,
households, services, agriculture, etc.

2.5. ®uHanHa eHepreTcka NoTpoLIyBayvka No CeKTopu
2.5. Final energy consumption, by sector
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W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBoj 3a cTaTUCTUKA
Source: State Statistical Office
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] HorpomyBaqKaTa Ha eHepera npeanssukyea eMVICMja Ha CTaKNeHW4Kn racosun u apyrun
LWTETHN Matepuun, rm ocnpomatlysa nMMMUTUPAHNTE 3€MjMHVI pesepBu Ha ocunHu ropuea
" ja 3ronemyBa 3aBWCHOCTa Ha AoMallHaTa eKOHOMMja 0f yBO3 Ha eHepera. Hacnpotu
rno6anHoto 3ronemMysam€e Ha eHepreTckata e(h1KacHOCT BO U3MUHATUTE roguHW, puHanHarta
€HepreTcka noTpoLlyBayka npoaonxysa fAa pacTe.

m  ®uHanHaTa eHepreTcka noTpoLuyBayka Bo nepuogot 2000-2007 e 3ronemeHa BO npocek
3a 2.0%. CektopoT UHaycTpuja BooBU4aeHo uma HajrorieMa noTpoLUlyBayka Ha eHepruja co
npoceyeH roguiieH nopact og, 3.4% (2000-2007) op npuymHa LUTO TOj € TECHO MOBP3aH CO
AVMHamMuKaTa Ha WHAOYCTpUCKoTo NpounasofcTeo. Bo 2007 roguHa, y4ecTBOTO Ha OBOj CEKTOP
BO BKYMHaTa eHepreTcka noTpollysayka naHecysatle 37.1%.

= [loTpolyBaykata Ha AOMaKWHCTBATa € PefoBHO BUCOKA M y4ecTByBa cO okony 26.6%
BO BKYMHaTa €eHepretcka NOTpoLlyBauyka, MOTMKHaTa Of MPOMEHUTE BO MOAENOT Ha
MoTpoLLYBaYKa, KMMaTCcK1Te NPOMEHM, Kako U penaTuBHO HUCKaTa LieHa Ha eHeprujaTa.

= 3HayajHMoT mopacT Ha nobapyBadykaTa BO CEKTOPOT TPaHCMOPT, Kako pesynTar Ha
€KOHOMCKMOT pacT W 3rofieMeHata MOBMIHOCT, € NpuYMHa OBOj CEKTOP Aa y4ecTsyBa CO
3HaunTenHn 22.3% BO BKynHaTa eHepreTcka MoTpoLUlyBayka.

= 3emjoaencTsoTo 1 HaTaMy OCTaHyBa Mar MoTPOLLYBaY Ha EHeprija co y4ecTBO Of OKOMy
1.3% op pHanHaTa eHepreTcka noTpollyBavka Bo 2007 roguHa.

® The consumption of energy leads to emissions of greenhouse gases and other harmful
substances, depletes the earth’s limited stock of fossil fuels and increases the dependence
of the economy on external sources. Despite global increases in energy efficiency over the
past years, final energy consumption has continued to grow.

® Between 2000-2007 the final energy consumption has grown by 2.0% on average. The
industry sector has usually been the highest energy-consuming sector with average increase
by 3.4% (2000-2007) since the consumption correlates closely with the dynamics of industrial
production. The share of the industry sector in final energy consumption is 37.1% in 2007.

©® Household consumption has traditionally been high and participates with about 26.6% in
the total energy consumption due to the changed pattern of consumption, climate changes,
and the relatively low price of the energy.

® The significant growth in the demand for transport, reflecting economic growth and
increased mobility, is responsible for the participation of the transport sector with significant
22.3% in the total energy consumption.

©® Agriculture has remained a small consumer of energy with only 1.3% of final energy
consumption in 2007.
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l0den Ha nompoulyeayxa
Consumption patterns

CTanka Ha MOTOpPM3UPAHOCT
Motorisation rate

DedmHuumja: MHankaTopot ce AeuHupa kako 6poj Ha natHuYku Bosuna Ha 1 000 xuTenu.
3a maTHUYKO BO3WUIIO Ce CMeTa MOTOPHO BO3UNO HAMEHETO 3a MPEeHOC Ha HajmHory 9
naTHULYM, (BMKy4yBajKku ro 1 BO3a4oT).

Definition: This indicator is defined as the number of passenger cars per 1 000 inhabitants.
A passenger car is a road motor vehicle, other than a motorcycle, intended for the carriage
of passengers and designed to seat no more than nine persons (including the driver);

2.6. Ctanka Ha MoTOopu3auuja
2.6. Motorisation rate
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W3Bop: [lpxxaBeH 3aBoj 3a cTatuctuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

56



Moden Ha nompouryeayka
Consumption patterns

m  OpHecyBa€TO Ha yYECHULMTE BO COOOPaKajoT MMa roreMo BrujaHue Bp3 O4PKIMBUOT
pa3Boj, 0cOBEHO O acNeKT Ha 3roriemMmeHaTa 3aBUCHOCT Of KOPUCTEHE Ha NAaTHUYKM BO3WNa.
MaTHU4YKMTE Bo3una obesbedyBaaT hrekCMOUIHOCT BO MpUCTanoT Ao paboTHOTO MecTo
1 HEOMXo4HUTE YCRyry, CouMjanHu HacTaHW, TYPUCTUYKM naTyBawa W oamopu. Of apyra
CTpaHa, Bo3urata Npou3BeayBaaT 3araflyBatbe, BpeBa 1 0Tnag, TPOLAT rofemMm KONMYnHM
Ha eHepruja u ce npuymnHa 3a coobpakajHu Hecpekn Kow umaar BnujaHue Bp3 YOBEKOBOTO
3apasje.

= TpeHOOT Ha 3ronemyBate Ha 6pojoT Ha NaTHUYKK Bo3una koj 3anoyHa Bo 2001 roguHa
Gelle conpeH nopagu 3rofieMyBaHeTO Ha OpOjOT Ha HeperucTpupaHu, rmaBHO MoCTapu
Bo3una. bpojoT Ha npsoperncTpupaHn BO3UNa KOHTUHYWMPAHO pacTelle UCTOBPEMEHO CO
6pojoT Ha HeperucTpupaHuTe Bo3una. [locnengHata npumeHa Ha 3akoHOT 3a 6e3begHocT
Bo coobpakajot of 2007 roguHa koj npenBuayBa KasHW 3a HEPErucTpupaHuTe BO3wna,
NOBTOPHO A0OBEAe 40 NOpacT Ha cTankarta Ha MoTopu3auuja, koja Bo 2008 roguHa nsHecysa
129 natHuuku Boauna Ha 1 000 xuTenu.

©® The travel behavior of consumers has a great influence on many aspects of sustainable
development, especially with regard to the increasing dependence on the passenger car.
Passenger cars provide great flexibility of access to employment and essential services,
social activities or tourism and holidays. However, vehicles also produce pollution, noise
and waste, consume large quantities of energy, and are responsible for accidents that affect
human health.

® The upward trend in the number of vehicles that begun in 2001 was decelerated by
the increase in the number of non-registered and mainly old vehicles. The number of first-
time registered vehicles rose constantly, along with the number of non-registered vehicles.
However, the consistent implementation of the Law on Road Transport Safety adopted in
2007, and which stipulates penalties for non-registered vehicles, resulted in yet another
increase in the rate of motorisation which in 2008 amount to 129 cars per 1 000 persons.
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Moden Ha npouseodcmeo
Production patterns

MoBpluMHa nop opraHcko 3emjoencTso
Area under organic farming

OecdbmHunumja: iHavkaTopoT ce AedmHMpa Kako Aen o BKynHaTta KopucteHa 3emjogerncka
nospwuHa (K3M) nog opraHcko 3emjoderncrBo (MOCTOEYKUTE 06nacTu CO OpraHcku
chapmm 1 obnactute Bo npoLec Ha koHBepauja). OpraHCKOTO 3eMjoLencTBo e MeToa Ha
MPOM3BOACTBO KOj HajrofieM aKLEHT MOCBETYBA Ha 3allTuTata Ha XXMBOTHaTa cpeawHa,
Kako 1 Ha cocTojbaTta Ha XMBOTHUTE NpW OArnefyBaHeTo Ha AobuTokoT. OpraHckuoT
meToz n3berHysa unu Bo ronema Mepa ja Hamanysa ynotpebara Ha CUHTETUYKA XeMUCKN
NPOM3BOAYM KaKo LUTO ce fybpuBa, NecTuumnan, aquTvuem N MESULMHCKIA NPOVN3BOaY.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the share of total utilized agricultural area (UAA)
occupied by organic farming (existing organically-farmed areas and areas in process of
conversion). Organic farming is a method of production, which puts the highest emphasis
on environmental protection and, with regard to livestock production, animal welfare
considerations. It avoids or largely reduces the use of synthetic chemical inputs such as
fertilisers, pesticides, additives and medical products.

2.7. MNoBpLuvHa noA OpraHcKo 3eMjofencTso
2.7. Area under organic farming
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Source: Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water Economy
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Moden Ha npouseodcmeo
Production patterns

® 3ronieMeHata CBECT Ha MOTPOLUYBaYMTe 3a 3apaBa XpaHa W rpuxara 3a OKonuHaTa
npuaoHecoa 3a NopacT Ha nobapysaykarta Ha OpraHcki MPOU3BOAM BO TEKOT Ha M3MUHATMOT
nepuog. MpomouwjaTta Ha NPOM3BOAM Of OpraHCKO MOTEKNO KOW 3a[l0BOJyBaaT OfpeAeHN
€KOIOLLIKM CTaHZapaAM NpeTCTaByBaar NPeLyCrios 3a MeHyBare Ha NOCTOJHUOT 1 CO3AaBare
Ha OAPXKIMB MOMEN Ha NOTPOLLYBAYKa 1 NPOU3BOACTBO.

= YYeCTBOTO Ha NOBPLUMHATA MOZ OpraHcko 3emjopencTso msHecysale 0.05% Bo 2005
rofVHa Kora BCYLLHOCT 1 3an04HyBa OPraHCKOTO 3eMjOAENCKO NPOM3BOACTBO BO COMMAaCHOCT
CO 3aKoHcKaTa perynatuea. Bo cnegruot nepuop e 3abenexaHo nocTeneHo 3ronemysake
Ha y4yecTBoTO M Bo 2008 rognHa 0.20% op BKynHaTa KOpUCTEHa MOBPLUKMHA € MO OPraHcKo
NPOM3BOACTBO.

® Increased consumer awareness of food safety issues and environmental concerns have
contributed to the growth in the demand for organic products over the last few years. The
promotion of organic farming products that meet certain environmental criteria is the main
precondition for changing the current and creating a new sustainable consumption and
production model.

® The share of the area under organic farming amounted to 0.05% in 2005, when the
organic agriculture was introduced in accordance with the legislation. The following period
saw gradual increase in the share, and in 2008, 0.20% from the total utilized agriculture are
under organic farming.
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CouujanHa BKNyYeHoCT

Social inclusion

Crpareluka yesn:

»-4Ja ce co3gafe CouwjanHo WHKY3MBHO ONLUTECTBO
BOJEjKM CMETKa 3a CONMpAapHocTa rMomery n Bo pamkute
Ha reHepaywmte u pa ce 06e3bequ 3ronemyBame Ha
KBanuTeToT Ha XWUBOTOT Ha rparaHnTe, Kako rnpegycros
3a TpajHa noeguHeyHa bnarococrojéa...”

Strategy objective:

“...To create a socially inclusive society by taking into account
solidarity between and within generations and to secure and
increase the quality of life of citizens as a precondition for
lasting individual well-being...”
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CoumjanHa BKNy4eHOCT
Social inclusion

Bosep

CoumjanHaTa BKIMYy4YEHOCT Kako npeau3BuMK Ha OapXnnuBnoT paasoj MMa 3a uen cos3gaBsak-e
Ha OMLTEeCTBO BO KOe Ke MOCTOW COnMaapHOCT BO U Mer’y reHepauumTe u ke ce 06e36eam
noronem KeanuTeT Ha XWBOTOT Kako npedycrios 3a TpajHa 6narococmj6a. CouwjanHaTa
BKIy4eHOCT no,qpaa6pa npuctan [0 nasapoT Ha TPyAdoT, CUCTEMOT Ha 06pasoBaHme,
34paBCTBO U coumjanHa 3awTtuTta.

MHoukatopute BO OBaa TemMa Ce TECHO MoBpaaHu. [pucTanoT Ha nasapoT Ha Tpyaor,
0COBGEHO 3a XXEHWTE U 3a MOBO3pacHUTE € (haKTOp Ha couujanHa UHkMyauja. JonropoyHaTa
HeBpaBOTEHOCT ro 3rofemMyBa PU3NKOT Of COLMANHO UCKNYyYyBatbe.

XuBoToT Bo fomakuHcTBa 6e3 BpaboTeHW nuua W 3aBUCHOCTa Of couujanHa MoMoLl ro
3ronemyBaar pu3uKoT 04 MeryreHepaumncku TpaHcdep Ha cupomaluTujata. [JomakmHcTBata
6e3 BpaboTeHu nuua, nuuata 6e3 obpazoBaHue U OHUE KOM PaHO ro HanyLITUIE NPOLEecoT
Ha 06pa3oBaHue, Ce paHNMBM rPyni HajNOLANOXHMU Ha PU3KK Of cMpoMalLTHja. HamanyBaweTo
Ha cupomaLuTujata, ocobeHo Ha AeTckaTa, e 0CHOBa 3a OCTBapyBatbe Ha (pyHAaMeHTanHuTe
4OBEKOBW MpaBa.

CouwjanHarta uHKkny3auja 1 cupmaluTHjaTa ce TECHO NOBP3aHH CO COLMOEKOHOMCKUOT PasBoj.
Cnabata ekoHomuja co3paBa ronema W [onropodyHa HeepaGoTeHocT. CupomaluTtujata
ja onToBapyBa ekoHomujata. Op Apyra CTpaHa, 3rorieMeHuoT Gpoj Ha Nuua Co HWUCKO
06pa3oBaHyie ro Hamanysa kanauuTeToT Ha EKOHOMM|aTa Aa v aHraxmpa YOBEUKUTE PEcypCH
3a co3paBatbe Ha ekoHoMcka BrarococToj6a 1 nopacT Ha 6pyTo-AOMaLUHUOT NPOM3BOA.

CouujanHoTo ncknyyyBame e NoBp3aHo 1 co Aemorpadckute npomenu. Moctapute nuua
Ce NOANOXHU Ha PU3VK Of CMPOMALLTW]a, @ MOpPacTOT Ha coLmjanHuTe TpaHcdepy HaMeHeTH
3a HMBHa couMjarHa Koxeauja HeraTMBHO Ke Ce Ofpa3n Ha OAPXKIMBOCTA Ha jaBHUTE
rHaHcum.

CvpomaluTvjaTa € TEeCHO MoBp3aHa CO OAPXNMBMTE MOAENM Ha NPOWU3BOACTBO
1 noTpowysayka. Jlyfe CO pas3nMUHO HUBO Ha MPWUXOOM MMaaT pasfnUYHW MOZENU
Ha MOTpOLLyBayka KOW, [MaBHO, HEraTMBHO BnujaaT Ha okonuHata. Ce cmeTa [geka
nocupomalLHuTe nyre ce noBeke NOrogeHW of Aerpagauujarta Ha XuBoTHaTa cpeanHa.

TabenmTe 3a cekoe Mornasje MoXart ja ce Bugar Bo [Jofatokor.
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CouujanHa BKNy4eHOCT
Social inclusion

Introduction

Social inclusion as a sustainable development challenge has an objective to create a socially
inclusive society by taking into account solidarity between and within generations and to
secure and increase the quality of life of citizens as a precondition for lasting individual well-
being.

Social inclusion means access to the labour market, education, health and social care.
Indicators in this theme are closely interrelated. Participation of women and older persons in
the labour market is a factor of social inclusion.

Long-term unemployment rate increases the risk of social exclusion. Living in jobless
households and social assistance dependency increase even more the risk of intergenerational
transmission of poverty. Both jobless households and early school leavers are the most
vulnerable groups liable to poverty risk. Poverty reduction, in particular child poverty, is a
basis for achieving fundamental human rights.

Social inclusion and poverty are also closely related to soci-economic development, since a
weak economy creates huge and long-term unemployment. Poverty burdens the economy,
whereas the increased number of person with low educational attainment decreases the
capability of the economy to engage its human resources in improving the economic welfare
and in generating GDP growth.

Social exclusion is also related to demographic changes. An increase of social transfers
aimed at social cohesion of older persons as a vulnerable group will reflect negatively on the
sustainability of public funds.

Poverty is closely related to the sustainable consumption and production models. People
from different income groups have different consumption behaviors, which in general have
a negative impact on the environment. It is considered that poorer people are more affected
by environmental degradation.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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CoumjanHa BKNyyeHoCT
Social inclusion
Mouemapﬂa tupomawmuja uyciosu 3a xueeere
Monetary poverty and living conditions
Cranka Ha penaTUBHa cMpomaluTuja

Relative poverty rate

OecdmHunumja: MHavkatopoT € aeduHMpaH Kako MPOLEHT Ha nvua Kou XuBeat nog
NWHWjaTa Ha cupomalTuja, aeduHupaHa kako 70% of MeawjanHWMoT eKBMBANEHTEH
TPOLLIOK.

Definition: The indicator is defined as percent of the persons living below the poverty line
set at 70% of the median equivalent expenditure.

3.1. Ctanka Ha penaTMBHa cMpomaluTHja
3.1. Relative poverty rate
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Source: State Statistical Office
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CoumjanHa BKny4eHoCT
Social inclusion

MoHemapHa cupomawimuja u yciou 3a Xueeetbe
Monetary poverty and living conditions

On 2006 roauHa, cupomaluTWjaTa, reHepanHo, Kako W Kaj OApedeHn KaTeropum,
6enexu ogpeneHo Hamanysare, na Taka, Bo 2008 roguHa cTankata Ha cupomaluTuja BO
Peny6rnuka MakegoHuja nsHecysalue 28.7% o Bo cnopeaba co 2007 roguHa npetctasysa
HamanyBare 3a 0.7 NPOLIEHTHWN NOEHN.

HajpaHnusu rpynu ce noBekeuneHuTe AOMakvWHCTBA MMajku ro npensug akToT Aeka
Bo 2008 roguHa 57.6% of cvpomaluHuTe XMBeaT BO JOMAKUHCTBA CO 5 1 NoBeKe YreHOBU.
CvipomaluTujaTta e BO AMpEKTHa penauuja u co npobnemot Ha HeBpaboteHocTa. Ctankata
Ha cvupomaluTuja kaj HeBpaboTteHuTe Bo 2008 roguHa nsHecyBalue 38.4%, ogHocHo 43.0%
0f CUTE CcMpoMaLLHK ce HeBpaboTenu nuua. Ucto Taka, n 06pa3oBaHWeTo Ha rnmaBata Ha
[OMaKUHCTBOTO Brnnjae Ha BpojoT Ha cupomaluu nuua. imeHo, 56.6% of cupomaluHuTe
nuua Bo 2008 xvBeene BO LOMaKMHCTBA BO KOM HOCWUTENOT HA JOMAaKWHCTBOTO HEMaA MM
¥Ma 3aBpLUEHO MaKCUMyM OCHOBHO 06pa3oBaHue.

Since 2006, poverty in general, as well as in some categories, shows a certain decrease,
and in 2008 the poverty rate in the Republic of Macedonia was 28.7%, which compared to
2007 is a decrease by 0.7 percentage points.

Most vulnerable groups are multi-member households, bearing in mind the fact that
57.6% of the poor people live in households with 5 and more members. The poverty is in
direct relation with the problem of unemployment. The poverty rate of the unemployed in
2008 was 38.4%, and 43.0% of all poor people are unemployed. The level of education of
the heads of households also influences the number of poor people; namely, 56.6% of the
poor people in 2008 lived in households where the head of the household has no education,
or primary education at the most.
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CoumjanHa BKNy4eHoCT
Social inclusion

MonemapHa cupomawimuja u ycno8u 3a xueeetve
Monetary poverty and living conditions

WHpekc Ha anaboynHaTta Ha cupomaluTHjaTa
Poverty gap index
DedmHunumja: WHgekcotr Ha AnaboumHata Ha cupomalTujata ce AeduHupa Kako

npoceYyeH nponopuuoHaneH HegOCTUr Ha pacxoan 3a uenara nonynaLuAja (HaMeCTO Ha
cuTe cnpomallHmn nmua).

Definition: This indicator represents the average proportionate expenditure shortfall over
the total population (instead of all poor persons).

3.2. UHpekc Ha gnabounHaTa Ha cupoMaluTujaTa
3.2. Poverty gap index

(70% on meaujanHute (70% of median
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W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

WHpekcoT Ha pgnaboysHata Ha cupomaluTWjaTa € Mepka 3a MHTEH3UTETOT Ha
cupomalTHjaTa. MHOEKCOT nokaxyBa KOMKy faneky nof JMHMjaTa Ha cupomaluTujaTa
ce HaoraaT Hajcupomawnute nyfe. Of acnekT Ha OOPXIMBMOT pas3Boj, KOMKy nomana
anabouvHa, Tonky nogo6po. MapanenHo co HamanyBakeTo Ha cTarnkaTa Ha cupomallTvjaTa
BO NOCNegHUOT nepuoa, AnabounHata Ha cupomaluTujata ce Hamamu Ha 9,2%.

Poverty gap index is a measure of the intensity of poverty. It describes how far below
the poverty threshold the poorest people stand by comparing the median expenditure of the
poor to the poverty threshold. From a sustainable development point of view, the smaller the
gap, the better. Along with the decrease in poverty rate in the recent period, the poverty gap
decresed t0 9.2%.
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lpucman do nazapom Ha mpyo
Access to labour market

CoumjanHa BKnyueHoCT

Social inclusion

Jlnua kou xuBeat Bo cemejcTBa 6e3 BpaboTeHM, No BO3pacHU rpynu
People living in jobless households, by age group

OedmHunumja: MHaukatopot ce aedrHnpa kako y4ecTBO Ha Nuua, Mo BO3PACHM rynu, Kou
XuBeaT BO JOMAKMHCTBA BO KoM HEMa BpaboTeHn nuua. IHaMkaTopoT e npecmeTaH Bp3
0CHOBa Ha noparoumTe of AHKeTaTa 3a paboTHara cuna.

Definition: The indicator is calculated as the share of persons, by age group, who are
living in households where no one works. The indicator is based on the Labour Force

Survey.

3.3. lluua kou xmBeaT Bo cemejcTBa 6e3 BpaboTeHM, N0 BO3pacHMW rpynu
3.3. People living in jobless households, by age group
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CoumjanHa BKNyyeHoCT
Social inclusion

[pucman 0o nasapom Ha mpyo
Access to labour market

Nuuata kou xmBeaT BO AOMaKMHCTBA BO KOM HeMa BpabOTEHW nuua ce U3NOXEeHU Ha
3rofieMeH pu3MK Off CMpOMaLLTWja, HEMOXHOCT 3a BKMy4yBarse BO OMLUTECTBEHWUTE YCNyru
(3mpaBcTBO, 06pa3oBaHue, Npasaa, KynTypa) U HeraTMBHO BMjaaT Ha LIENoTO OMNLTECTBO.

Y4ecTBOTO Ha AeLiaTa 1 BO3pacHWTE LLTO XuBeaT BO AOMakvuHCTBa 6e3 BpaboTeHn nuua Bo
MakenoHuja ce kapakTepuanpa co 3Ha4ajHoO HamanyBatbe Bo nepuogoT 2005-2007. Y4ecTBOTO
Ha pgeuara (0-17roguHu) Kou xuBeaT Bo AomakunHcTBa 6e3 BpaboTeHn ce Hamanysa og 30.8
Ha 23.4%, a kaj BospacHute (18-59 rognnn) op 25.0 Ha 18.7%.

Persons living in households where no one works are exposed to an increased risk of
poverty, inaccessibility to social services (health, education, justice, culture), and have a
negative impact on the whole society.

The changes in the share of children and adults living in jobless households in Macedonia
are characterized by a remarkable decrease over the period 2005-2008. The share of children
(aged 0-17) living in jobless households decreased from 30.8 to 23.4% and the share of
adults (aged 18-59) decreased from 25.0% to 18.7%.
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CoumjanHa BKny4eHoCT
Social inclusion
lpucman do nazapom Ha mpyo
Access to labour market
JonropoyHa HeBpaboTeHOCT

Total long-term unemployment rate

DeduHuumja: Crankata Ha JOMropoyHa HEBPaBOTEHOCT ro MpUKaxyBa YYecTBOTO Ha
nuuata ko 6une HeBpaboTeHM 12 Meceuu U MOBeKe BO OAHOC Ha BKYMHUOT Gpoj Ha
aKTVBHM WL Ha Na3apoT Ha TPYAOT. AKTUBHOTO HaceneHu1e ro CounHyeaat BpaboTeHuTe
1 HeBpaboTeHUTe nuua.

Definition: The ‘long-term unemployment rate’ is the share of unemployed persons for 12
months or more in the total number of active persons in the labour market. The total active
population is the total number of the employed and unemployed population.

3.4. BkynHa cTanka Ha JONropo4yHa HeBpaboTeHoCT
3.4. Total long-term unemployment rate
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CoumjanHa BKNy4eHoCT
Social inclusion

[pucman 0o nasapom Ha mpyo
Access to labour market

TpeHgoBuTe BO JonropoyHata HeBpa60TeHOCT Ce cnegart 3aTtoa LWTO npeTtcrtaBsyBaaT
PU3KK 3a uenarta eKOHOMMja " CMpOMaLLITMjaTa. [onropoyHata HeBpa60TeHOCT € Kny4eH
nokasaren Ha coumjanHaTa UCKITy4€HOCT.

Bo usmuHaTuTe roguHm ce 3abenexysa TpEHA Ha HamaryBarke Ha AoNropoYHaTa cranka
Ha HeBpaboTeHocT. Bo TekoT Ha 2008 roguHa, cTtamkata Ha [ONropodHa BpaboTeHOCT
n3HecyBalle 28.7% LITO e 3HAaYNTENHO Haj NPOCEKOT Ha 3emjuTe Ha EY.

The trends in long-term unemployment are monitored because they pose a risk to the
whole economy and poverty. Long-term unemployment in particular is a key indicator of
social exclusion.

Recent years have seen a downward trend in the long-term unemployment rate. In 2008
the long-term unemployment rate was 28.7%, which is far above the EU average.
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CoumjanHa BKny4eHoCT
Social inclusion

06pazosaHue
Education

Jlnua kou paHo ro HanywTaaT 06pa3oBaHNETO
Early school-leavers

OecbuHunumja: MHamkaTopoT ce AeduHMpa Kako y4ecTBO Ha nuuarta Ha Bo3pact of 18 oo
24 roguHW KOM HemMaarT HUKaKBO UMM UMaaT HajMHOry OCHOBHO 06pa3oBaHue, BO OAHOC Ha
BKyMHaTa nonynauuja of ucrata Bo3pacHa rpyna.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the percentage of the population aged 18-24 with
no or with at most lower secondary education and not in further education or training.

3.5. lluua kou paHo ro HanywTaaT o6pa3oBaHMeTo
3.5. Early school-leavers
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CoumjanHa BKNyyeHoCT
Social inclusion

06pazosaHue
Education

O6pasoBaHmeTo ] KBaJ'IIAd)VIKyBaH:eTO Ce 04 CyLTeCTBEHO 3Ha4yeHe 3a NHTerpnpame Ha
HaceneHneTo BO ONwTeCTBOTO, Kako BO coumjanHaTa cbepa, Taka 1 Ha nNa3apoT Ha TPYyaoT.
\/Hanpe,quaH;eTo Ha OﬁpaSOBHMOT CUCTEM W BNOXYBae€TO BO YOBEYKMOT Kanutan ce
CTpaTelwkKn uenn Ha apxasute n MefyHapO,ElHMTe WHCTUTYLUMN. O6pasoBaHmeTo u 06yKaTa,
0 eHa CTpaHa, BJ'll/IjaaT Ha 3ronemMyBaweTo Ha MOXHOCTUTE 3a Bpa60TyBarbe u, og gpyra
CTpaHa, 3a HamanyBsawe Ha PU3NKOT 04 cmpomau.lmja.

Bo 2008 roguHa, Bo cnopenba co 2000 roavHa, y4eCTBOTO Ha Mnaam Nyre Ha BO3pacT of
18 40 24 rogMHM KoM BOOMLUTO He Y4YeCTBYBarne Unu ro HanywTune obpasoBHUOT CUCTEM, Ce
Hamanysa of 31.4% Ha 19.6%.

Education and training are essential to the integration of the population in the society,
both in the social sphere and in the labour market. The promotion of the educational system
and investment in human capital are the strategic aims of the countries and international
institutions.

Education and training, on the one hand, increase employability, while, on the other,
reduce the risk of poverty. In 2008, compared to 2000, the share of young people aged 18
to 24 who left the educational system or who did not participate in any education or training,
decreased from 31.4% to 19.6%.
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CoumjanHa BKny4eHoCT
Social inclusion

06pazosaHue
Education

JNnua co HM30K cTeneH Ha obpa3oBaHuWe, MO BO3pacHU rpynu
Persons with low educational attainment, by age group

OecbmHnumja: ViHarkaTopoT ce AedrHnpa Kako NPOLEHT Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT og 25 1o 64
rOOVHM KOW MMaaT HM30K CTeneH Ha obpasoBaHue cnoped MefyHapogHaTa ctaHdapaHa
knacucukaumja Ha obpasoBaHueto, ISCED HuBO 2 unu nomanky (Npegy-4wsmiLHo,
OCHOBHO W HWUCKO HMBO Ha CpeaHo obpasoBaHKe), BO OOHOC Ha BKynHaTa nonynawuja BO
ucTara BospacHa rpyna.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the percentage of people aged 25 to 64 with low
educational level ISCED (International Standard Classification of Education) of 2 or less
(pre-primary, primary and lower secondary education.) in the total population of the same
age group.

3.6. Iluua co HU30K cTeneH Ha o6pa3oBaHue, NO BO3pacHU rpynu
3.6. Persons with low educational attainment, by age group
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CoumjanHa BKNyyeHoCT
Social inclusion

06pazosaHue
Education

Huckoto HMBO Ha obpasoBaHWe npeTcTaByBa Gapuepa 3a NWYeH U NpodecuoHaneH
pa3Boj, HO 1 MpUYMHA NOBEKe 3a 3ronemMyBakb-e Ha AUCNapuTETUTE U HeeaHakBocTa nomery
VHOVMBMOYWTE WM oppedeHu rpynu. [OHWCKO KBanuduKyBaHUTe nuua uMaaTr Mamu
laHCK fa umaat cTabunHo u fobpo nnateHo BpaboTyBawe W mpucTan A0 COuujanHo U
30paBCTEHO Ocurypyeate. BUCOKOTO y4eCcTBO Ha nuua CO HWM30K CTeneH OHEBO3MOXYBa
npucTan 4o nasapoT Ha TPYLOT, pe3ynTupa co HealeKBaTHU NEH3UCKU NPpUMatba, HEMOXHOCT
3a BKNy4yyBate Ha COMCTBEHWUTE [eLa BO MPOLECOT Ha obpa3oBaHMe M NpuaoHecyBa 3a
MelyreHepaumckn TpaHcdep Ha cupomaluTujata

Y4eCTBOTO Ha NnnLAaTa Co HU30K cTeneH Ha obpasoBaHue Bo MakeaoHuja naHecysa 40.8%
Bo 2008 roguHa. 3abenexaHo e 3roneMyBare Ha y4ecTBOTO Ha nuuata 6e3 unm co HU3oK
cTeneH Ha obpasoBaHuWe Kaj cuTe BO3pacHMW rpynu, a ocobeHo Kaj BospacHata rpyna 35-44
rofuHu v Toa 3a 2.8% BO OQHOC Ha MpeTxXoaHaTa rogvHa.

Low educational attainment is regarded as a barrier to both personal and professional
development and is also a reason for increasing of the disparities and inequities between
individuals or groups. The low qualified are less likely to be engaged in well paid and stable
employment as well as access to social and health insurance. High share of persons with
low educational attainment will not only prevent the access to the labour market but will also
result in inadequate pensions, low capability for inclusion of children in education, and will
contribute to the intra-generational transfer of poverty.

The share of persons with low educational attainment in Macedonia was 40.8% in 2008.
In 2008, compared with the previous year, there is an increase in the share of persons with
low educational attainment in all age groups, especially in the age group 35-44 (2.8%).
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CoumjanHa BKny4eHoCT
Social inclusion
06pazosaHue
Education
[OXMBOTHO yyere

Lifelong learning

OeduHunumja: MHgukatopot e aedmHMpaH Kako y4eCcTBO Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT of 25 1o 64
TOAMHM KOW Y4eCTBYBaaT BO MPOLLECOT Ha 06pa3oBaHye 1 0byka, BO BKynHaTa nonynaumja
ofi UcTaTa Bo3pacHa rpyna.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the share of the adult population aged 25 to 64
participating in education and training, in the total population of the same age group.

3.7. N'nua BkNy4YeHN BO NPOLECOT Ha AOXNBOTHO yYeHe
3.7. Lifelong learning
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WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

Motpebata of cosgaBare Ha HOB, OAPXKMMB MOAEN Ha NPOW3BOACTBO U MOTPOLLYBaYKa
ke rv npuHyav BpaboTeHuTe Aa pasBuBaaT U NpUMeHyBaaT HOBW TEXHONOMW. [JOXUBOTHOTO
y4yere Ke UM OBO3MOXM Ha NOeAUHLMTE 3rofieMyBatbe Ha COMCTBEHWUTE 3HaEH:a, BELUTUH 1
€nocobHOCTH CO LITO Ce NPUAOHECYBa 3a 3ajakHyBakb-e Ha HWBHAaTa NosuLyja Ha nasapot Ha
TPYQOT.

CrankaTta Ha BO3pacHM nuua KOM Ce BKIyYeHW BO MPOLECOT Ha LOXMBOTHO yyere e
penaTtvBHO Hucka 1 Bo 2008 gocturHa 2.5%.

The need for creating a new sustainable consumption and production model will force the
employees to develop and implement new technologies. Lifelong learning will help individuals
to update and complement their knowledge, competencies and skills, thus contributing
positively to reinforce their position in the labour market.

The rate of adult participation in education and training reached 2.5% in 2008.
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CoumjanHa BKNy4eHoCT
Social inclusion
06pazosaHue
Education
HuBo Ha noceagyBawe Ha KOMNjyTepPCKU BELUTUHU

Individuals’ level of computer skills

HeduHunumja: HMBOTO Ha nocepyBake Ha KOMMyTEPCKU BELUTUHM CE MEpU MNpeky
METOAO0T Ha CamooLieHyBatbe, Cropeq Koj MULETO Ce u3jacHyBa 3a cnocobHocTa fa BpLUK
oppeneHn yHKLMM NoBp3aHm co ynotpebata Ha komnjyTep, 6e3 Tne aa ce nposepysaar
“nu TecTupaar.

Definition: The level of basic computer skills is measured using a self-assessment
approach, where the respondent indicates whether he/she has carried out specific tasks
related to computer use, without these skills being assessed, tested or actually observed.

3.8. HuBo Ha noceayBatbe Ha KOMNjyTEePCKU BELUTUHU
3.8. Individuals’ level of computer skills
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W3Bop: fipxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

TpeHooT Ha nopobpyBarwe Ha WHOMBMAYANHOTO HMBO Ha MOCedyBake KOMMjyTepCKU
BELITWHN € EBMAEHTEH. YYeCTBOTO Ha HaceneHWeTo CO CPeaHO HMBO Ha KOMMjyTepcKu
BeLTuHK ce 3ronemysa og 10.0% Bo 2006 Ha 14.0% Bo 2009, a Ha OHWE CO BUCOKO HUBO Ha
komnjyTepcku BelwTnHU Ha 8.0% Bo 2009 rognHa. Ho, cenak, 0Boj TpeHA cé yLuTe 3a0CTaHyBa
Bo cnopenba co EY 27 kage wto Bo 2009 roauHa o0BOj NpoueHT usHecysa 25.0%.

The trend of improving the individuals’ level of computer skill is evident. The share of the
population with medium level of computer skills rose from 10.0% in 2006 to 14.0% in 2009.
The share of individuals with high level of computer skills in 2009 amounted to 8.0%, but is
still lagging behind in comparison to the 25.0% in EU 27 in 2009.
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CoumjanHa BKnyueHoCT
Social inclusion
06pazosaue
Education
HuBo Ha noceayBame Ha UHTEPHET BELTUHMU

Individuals’ level of Internet skills

OedmHuumja: HUBOTO Ha OCHOBHUTE WHTEPHET BELUTUHU CE Mepu MpeKy MEeToAoT Ha
CaMOOLieHyBatbe, Copes, Koj NULIETO Ce U3jacHyBa Aanv W3BpLUYBa OLPEAeHN (yHKLUM
noBp3aHu co ynoTpebata Ha UHTEPHET, 6e3 TUe Aa Ce NpOBepyBaaT Unu TecTupaar.

Definition: The level of internet skills is measured using a self-assessment approach,
where the respondent indicates whether he/she has carried out specific tasks related to
internet use, without these skills being assessed, tested or actually observed.

3.9. HuBo Ha noceayBatbe Ha MHTEPHET BELUTUHU
3.9. Individuals’ level of Internet skills
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CwuTyaumjata BO OOHOC Ha HWMBOTO Ha MOCEAYBate Ha WHTEPHET BELUTWHW € CIMYHa
Kako U Kaj KOMMjyTepckuTe BELUTWHW. [pPOLIEHTOT Ha HACENEHMETO CO CPedHO HUBO Ha
VHTEPHET BeLwTuHu ce 3ronemysa of 8,0% Bo 2006 go 13.7% Bo 2009 roguHa. Y4ecTBoTO
Ha HaCENeHWeTo CO BUCOKO HUBO Ha MHTEPHET BeluTuHu Bo 2009 n3Hecysa 8.3% co wTo e
[I0CTUrHaTO HMBOTO Ha EY 27 op 2007 roamHa.

The situation of the individuals’ level of internet skills is similar to that of computer skills.
The share of the population with medium level of internet skills increased from 8.0% in 2006
to 13.7% in 2009. The share of the population having high level of internet skills in 2009
amounted to 8.3%, thus reaching the EU 27 level from 2007.
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CoumjanHa BKNyyeHoCT
Social inclusion

KonmexcmyaneH undukamop
Contextual indicator

BkynHa jaBHa noTpoliyBayka 3a o6pa3oBaHueTo, npoueHT og BN
Public expenditure on education - percent of GDP

DedmHnumja: MHankaTopoT ce AeduHMpa Kako y4eCcTBO Ha BKYMHUTE jaBHU TPOLLIOLIM BO
obnacrta Ha 06pa3oBaHNETO, BO OpyTO-LOMALLIHMOT NPOM3BOA,.

Definition: This indicator is defined as total public expenditure on education, expressed
as a percentage of GDP.

3.10. JaBHa noTpoLllyBayka 3a 06pa3oBaHMETO
3.10. Public expenditure on education
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Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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CoumjanHa BKny4eHoCT
Social inclusion

KoxmexcmyaneH unoukamop
Contextual indicator

BJ'IO)KyBaH:eTO BO 06pa3OBaHMeTO npeTcrasyBa MHBeCTVILlea BO coumjaneH Kanutan.

KBanuteTHoTO 06pa3oBaHue 1 obyka € OCHOBEH NPEAYCOB 3a CO3AaBake Ha CTPyyHa,
MHOBaTWBHA U KOHKypeTHa paboTHa cuna Koja ke obesbenn apeksaTteH npucTan Ha nasapot
Ha Tpypot. KBanuteTHata BpabOTEHOCT Ke ro Hamamu pusWKOT Of CuMpoMaliThja u ke
NpUAOHeCe 3a noronema coumjanHa koxesuja n bnarococtojba.

JaBHuTe pacxoay 3a obpasosaHne Bo Penybnvka MakepoHuja yqectsysaat co 3.2% Bo
BkynHuot BN (2007 roguxa). Hajronemo yyecTBo Ha TpowlouumTe 3a 0bpa3oBaHue Bo 6pyTo-
[OMaLLHMOT Npou3Bog e 3abenexaHo Bo 2003 roguHa, 3.8%.

Expenditure on education can be considered as investment in social capital.

Quality education and training are a precondition for generating skilled, innovative and
competitive labour force with access to the labour market. Quality employment will decrease
the risk of poverty, thus contributing to greater social cohesion and welfare.

Public expenditure on education in the Republic of Macedonia as percent of GDP was

calculated at 3.2% of GDP in 2007. The largest share of expenditure on education in GDP,
reaching 3.8%, was observed in 2003.
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Crtpareluka yen:

»-4Ja ce co3gafe CouwjanHo WHKIY3MBHO OMLUTECTBO
BOJEjKM CMeTKa 3a Co/maapHocTa nomery u Bo pamkuTe
Ha reHepaumnte M fga ce o0be3begu 3ronemyBare Ha
KBanuTeToT Ha XWBOTOT Ha rparaHnTe, Kako rnpegycnos
3a TpajHa noeguHeydHa bnarococtojéa...”

Strategy objective:

“..Tocreate a socially inclusive society by taking into account
solidarity between and within generations and to secure and
increase the quality of life of citizens as a precondition for
lasting individual well-being...”
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Jlemorpadcku npomenu
Demographic changes

Bosep

MpoMeHWTe BO ronemmHaTa 1 Bo3pacHaTa CTpyKTypa Ha HaceNeHUETo NpeTcTaByBaat ronem
Npeau3BuK 3a OAPXIMBUOT Pa3Boj BO TEKOT Ha CREOHNTE AeKaaM.

[emorpadckute hakTopu, 0COBEHO cTankata Ha PEPTUNUTET, Ce YCIIOBEHN Of EKOHOMCKUTE
chakTopu 1 of cocTojbata Ha NasapoT Ha TPy4oT.

Mp1poaHMOT NpupacT Bo TEKOT Ha NefeceTTUTe roAuHU codajde nonynauuja koja Beke ro
3a0KpyxyBa pabOTHUOT Bek UM ke Buae BO Taa hasa BO CriefHUTE ABAECETUHA FOAVHM.
BanaHcoT Bo BO3pacHaTa CTpykTypa Ce MeHyBa, nomynauujata ctapee. Ce 3sronemyea
04EKYBaHMOT BeK Ha XMBOT 6e3 Toa Aa buae cnegeHo oA cTankarta Ha pepTunuTeT, Kako
npesycrioB 3a OAPXIMBOCT Ha Hauujata. ®epTunuTeToT nop pedepeHTHaTa cTanka Ha
nogonr pok 6u AoBen [0 MpoMeHa BO paMHoTexarta nomery reHepauuute u o notpeba
3a nnaHuparse Ha neHsuck1Te hoHAOBK, coLMjanHaTa 3awwTuTa, o0b6pasoBaHNETO M rpuxara
3a nocrapute nuua. CI'IpOTI/IBHO, 3roneMeHnoT ¢)epTVIJ'II/ITeT Ha Jonr pok OBO3MOXYyBa
3ronemyBakbe Ha MoHyaata Ha paboTHa cuna, 3abp3yBarbe Ha €KOHOMCKMOT pacT, HO
1 3ronieMyBame Ha TpolouuTe 3a CouMjanHu YCryr Kako LTO ce 0bpa3oBaHMETo U
30paBCTBOTO.

TpaHauumjaTa JoBede A0 WCKIydyBake Ha MOBO3pacHWTE BpabOTeHW of masapoT Ha
TPYAOT M HMBHA 3ameHa co nomnaga pabotHa cuna. Ce 3ronemysa BpojoT Ha KOPUCHMLMW
Ha GeHednLMM BO OLHOC HA OHME KOMW 1 co3naBaaT. EKOHOMCKM HeaKTUBHOTO HaceneHue
npeTcTaByBa roneM ToBap 3a BpaboTeHarta nonynavuwja, LWTo BO crefHaTa Aekaaa HEMUHOBHO
ke ja poBede BO Mpaluakbe OAPKNMBOCTA Ha jaBHWUTE (DUHAHCWUK, NeH3uckuTe HOHZOBU U
CUCTEMOT 3a 3APaBCTBEHO U COLMjaNHO OCUTypyBaHse.

MwurpaumuTe BO yCrioBu Ha cnoboaHO ABWXetbe Ha paboTHaTa cuna Moxat Aa ja Hamanat
noHydata Ha kBanuudukyBaHa paboTHa cuna Co LWTO Ke Ce orpaHMyaT MOXHOCTUTE 3a
pa3Boj. Of Apyra CTpaHa, MUrpaLumTe Moxe fa CTUMYnMpaat U No3UTUBHU MPOMEHN MPeKy
TpaHcdhep Ha napw, Maeu 1 UHBECTULMW BO 3emMjaTa.

[onemuHata Ha nonynauwjaTa ja geTepMuHMpa NOTpoLULyBaYkaTa Ha eHepruja, npekyMepHoTo
CKOPUCTYBae Ha NPUPOAHMTE Pecypcu 1 Bnvjae Bp3 XWBOTHAaTa CpeauHa npeky
3arapyBare Ha BO3[yXOT, 3emjata 1 BogaTa U co3aasa roneMn Konn4inH1 Ha oTnag,.

TabenuTe 3a cekoe nornasje MoXart Aa ce Bugar Bo [JoaaTokoT.
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Tlemorpadckn npomenn
Demographic changes

Introduction

Changes in the size and age structure of the population present a big challenge for the
sustainable development in the decades to come.

Demographic factors, and in particular the fertility rate, are affected by economic factors and
by the labour market situation.

The natural increase of the population during the fifties created a population that is near
retirement age, or will reach retirement age in the next twenty years. The balance of the age
structure is changing and the population is aging. Life expectancy is increasing without being
followed by the fertility rate, as a precondition for the sustainability of the nation.

A fertility rate below the referent one, in the long term, would lead to change in the balance
between generations and would give rise to the need for planning of pension funds, social
care, education and provision of care for the elderly. By contrast, an increased fertility rate in
the long term leads to an increase in the supply of labour force and acceleration of economic
growth, but also to greater expenditures on social services such as education and health.

The transition led to older workers being excluded from the labour market and replaced
with a relatively young labour force. The number of beneficiaries, compared to that of
benefactors, is increasing. The economically inactive population seems to be a huge burden
on the employed population, which in the next decade will inevitably bring into question the
sustainability of public finances, pension funds and the health and social security system.

Migrations, in times of free movement of the labour force, could decrease the supply of
qualified labour force, thus limiting the development possibilities. on the other hand,
migrations can stimulate positive changes trough transfer of money, ideas and investments
in the country.

Finally, the population size determines the energy consumption and overexploitation of
natural resources, influences the environment trough air, soil ant water basins pollution and
creates huge quantities of waste.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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Jlemorpadcku npomenu
Demographic changes

Jllemozpacpuja
Demography
Cranka Ha BpaGOTEHOCT Ha nuua Ha norosiemMa Bo3pact

Employment of older workers

DedmHunumja: iHgnkaTopoT e AedrHMUpaH Kako BKyMHa cTanka Ha BpaboTeHOCT Ha inua
Ha Bo3pacT of 55 go 64 roguHM 1 ce MpecMeTyBa Kako MPOLIEHT Of ucTata Bo3pacHa
rpyna. iHaukaTopoT e npecMeTaH Bp3 OCHOBA Ha nogatouuTe of AHkeTata 3a pabotHaTa
cuna.

Definition: The employment rate of older workers is calculated by dividing the number of
persons aged 55 to 64 in employment by the total population of the same age group. The
indicator is based on the Labour Force Survey.

4.1. Ctanka Ha BpaboTeHOCT Ha Nn1La Ha noronema Bo3pact
4.1. Employment rate of older workers
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Tlemorpadckn npomenu
Demographic changes

Jllemozpacpuja
Demography

Crankata Ha BpabOTEHOCT Ha nuMuata Ha norofieMa BO3pacT CTaHyBa 3HauajHa BO
YCIIOBW Ha NPOMEHU Ha CTapocHaTa CTpyKTypa Ha paboTHaTa cuna v nopacT Ha cTankata Ha
3aBWCHOCT Ha nocTapuTe nuua. MoponrmoT paboTeH Bek pe3ynTipa co AONropoYeH NPUAOHEC
BO MEH3WCKNOT CUCTEM, @ IOMarn Nepuoa Ha GeHedUT o Hero, LUTO OBO3MOXKYBa OAPXKMMBOCT
Ha NeH3nCcKMOT cucTeM. Bo neproaoT Ha TpaHauumja, ronem Aen of noeo3pacHaTa rpyna Ha
BPpabOoTEHN Ce NOBMEYEHN Off Na3apoT Ha TPYAOT, OBHOCHO 3aMEHETU CO PenaTvBHO Mrada
pabotHa cuna.

Bo 2008 roguHa, camo 31.7% op nuuata Ha BospacT of 55 fo 64 roavHy 6une BpaboTteHu.
Cenak, MaxuTe ocTaHyBaaT NOAOIIO Ha NasapoT Ha TPYAOT BO OAHOC Ha XEHUTE, Nna Taka, BO
2008 roguHa, 43.0% op HuB 6une BpaboTeHW, 3a pasnika Of XEHWUTE Kafe LUTO TOj NPOLEHT
n3Hecysa 21.1%.

Bo cnegHuTe rogmHu npeauasuk ke NpeTcTaByBa NOCTUTHYBaHETO CTanka Ha BpaboTeHocT
Ha nuuata Ha Bo3pact og 55 [0 64 roauHu of 50% LTo e Lien noctaBeHa of cTpaHa Ha EY 27.

Employment among older people is becoming more important with the ongoing changes
in the age structure of the workforce and the increase of the old-age dependency ratio. Longer
working lives result in more contribution years and fewer benefit years, thus contributing
directly to the adequacy and sustainability of the pension system. In the transition period,
many older workers have withdrawn from the labour market at a relatively young age and
have been replaced with a younger labour force.

In 2008, only 31.7% of persons aged 55-64 were employed. A breakdown by gender
shows that males remain longer on the labour market in comparison with females. Thus, in
2008, 43.0% of males and 21.1% of female were employed.

Raising the employment rate of older workers (55-64) to 50%, a target set by EU 27,
represents a challenge for the coming years.
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Jllemozpacpuja
Demography
OquyBaHa AOJTKUHA Ha XKUBOTOT Ha 65 roavHu, no non

Life expectancy at age 65, by gender

OedmHunumja: ViHoMkaTopoT 03HadYyBa NpocedeH 6poj Ha roAMHM Ha XWUBOT Kou 6u
LOXMBEAnNe MaXu UK XXeHU KOU MMaaT HamosHETO 65 roauHu, Bp3 OCHOBA Ha BRWjaHNETO
LUTO BP3 HMBHWOT XXMBOT Ke r0 MMa MOMEHTasIHaTa cTanka Ha MopTanuTeT (BepojaTHOCT
3a CMpT Ha OApefeHa Bo3pac).

Definition: The mean number of years still to be lived by a man or a woman who has
reached the age 65, if subjected throughout the rest of his or her life to the current mortality
conditions (age-specific probabilities of dying).

4.2. OyeKyBaHa [OMKUHA HA XMUBOTOT Ha 65 roauHu, no non
4.2. Life expectancy at age 65, by gender
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Jllemozpacpuja
Demography

MHaukaTopoT, reHepasnHo, YKaxyBa Ha NpoOMeHUTEe BO KBANIUTETOT Ha XNBEEHE, ocobeHo
BO OOHOC Ha 6narococroj6aTa, [O0MYyBaH€TO 1 34paBCTBEHaTa 3allTuTa. 3r0nemyBarbeTo Ha
XXWBOTHUOT BEK, camo no cebe e npm,uoﬁmska, HO UCTOBPEMEHO 1 npeansBuK aa ce 06e36eam
OJPXNNBOCT Ha jaBHMTe prHaHCUKM, CUCTEMOT Ha 3ApaBCTBEHA 3aLUTUTa, Kako W rpkara 3a
nocrapute nuua.

Bo TeKoT Ha uaMUHaTUTEe roauHM Ce 3abenexysa TpeHO Ha Mano, HO MOCTOjaHO
3TONeMyBak-e Ha O4YeKyBaHaTa AOIKMHA Ha KUBOTOT Ha HaMorHeTH 65 roguHu.

Cenak, xeHuTe Bo 2007 rogvHa uMarne norofiemM oMeKyBaH BEK Ha uBeetse 3a 1.9 rogunxm
BO OHOC Ha MaxwTe.

The indicator in general reflects improvements in living conditions, especially in terms of
wealth, housing and health care. Although an increased life expectancy is advantageous to
the society it also challenges the sustainability of public finances, the health care system and
the provision of care for the elderly.

During the past years there has been a trend towards slight but permanent increase of life
expectancy at age 65.

However, women live longer and in 2007 they have a life expectancy 1.9 years longer
than man.
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Jlemozpacpuja
Demography
BkynHa ctanka Ha hepTunuter

Total fertility rate

OeduHunumja: BkynHata ctanka Ha epTUnUTET o Mokaxysa BepojaTHUOT MpOCceYeH
6poj Ha xuBOpodeHU feua kow Ou M poguna efHa eHa of pedepeHTHaTa roguHa
BO (pepTUNHMOT nepuod, Nog YCroB Ha WUCTO BnWjaHWe Ha crneuuduyHuTE CTamku Ha
chepTUnUTET BO MUCTaTa roanHa, 6e3 BnvjaHne Ha MOPTanUTETOT.

Definition: The total fertility rate shows the average number of children that would be
born alive to a woman during her lifetime if she were to pass through her childbearing
years conforming to the age-specific fertility rates of a given year, without the influence
of mortality.

4.3. Cranka Ha drepTunurer
4.3. Total fertility rate

6poj Ha kMBOpodeHu fela / xeHa number of children per woman
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Tlemorpadcku npomenu
Demographic changes

Jllemozpacpuja
Demography

Crankara Ha depTunuteT of 2.1, nomanky unu noseke, Ce CMeTa 3a AOBOMHa 3a
obesbenyBatbe Ha cTabunHa roneMuMHa M Bo3pacHa CTPYKTypa Ha edHa nomnynauuja.
lMepvoauyHUTe NOMeCTyBara Ce BOOGUYAEHM, HO (hepTUNUTET Nof pedpepeHTHaTa cTanka
Ha nogonr pok 61 40BEN 10 NPOMeHa BO paMHOTeXaTa NoMery reHepaLlunTe 1 NiaHpambeTo
Ha notpebuTe of NeHanCKUTe OHAOBM, coLmjanHaTa 3alTmTa, 06pasoBaHNeTo 1 rpuxara
3a nocrapute nuua. Of Apyra cTpaHa, 3rofieMeH1oT PepTUNUTET Ha AONT POK 0BO3MOXYBa
3rofieMyBatbe Ha noHyaata Ha paGoTHa cuna.

CnopegeHo co 1995 roguHa kora cTankata Ha depTunuteTr gocturHa 2.0 XuBopoaeHu
[ela Ha eflHa XeHa, Taa 3Ha4uTenHo ce Hamanu Ha 1.5 Bo 2008 rogmHa WTO e eaHaKBO Ha
€BPONCKOTO HMBO, HO LUTO HEMUHOBHO Ke [oBefe A0 CTapeeke Ha nonynauujara.

Huckata cranka Ha (bepTMJ'IMTeT Ce [JOnXM Ha 04NnoXyBaweTo Ha npouecoT Ha
penpo,u,yKqua 3a NOAOUHEXHUTE roaMHU, Kako U Ha HaManeHuoT npoce4yeH 6poj Ha pofdeHun
Aeua of CTpaHa Ha eHa XeHa.

It is generally considered that at a level of 2.1, the total fertility rate would lead to a more-
or-less stable population size and age distribution. Periodic fluctuations in this indicator are
normal, but a fertility rate above or below the referent level would lead to a shift in the balance
between generations and the need to plan for future demands for pension funds, social
security, education and care for the elderly. On the other side, increased fertility rate in the
long term will enable an increase in labour supply.

In comparison to 1995, when the fertility rate reached 2.0 births per women, it decreased
significantly to 1.5 in 2008, which is equal to the European level and which will inevitably lead
to ageing of the population.

The low fertility rate is the result of women postponing births to later ages, as well as the
lower number of children born to each woman.
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Jlemorpadcku npomenu
Demographic changes

Jllemozpacpuja
Demography

Canpo Ha HaABOpPEeLIHU MUrpauun
Net migration

DedmHuumja: MurpaumoHoTo cango NpeTcTaByBa pasnvka noMery anconyTHuoT 6poj Ha
AOCeNneHn 1 oTceneHu nuua.

Definition: Net migration is the difference between the number of immigrants and the
number of emigrants.

4.4. Canpgo Ha HaABOpELHU MUFpaLUn
4.4. Total net international migration

6poj Ha nuua number of persons
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WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTnKa
Source: State Statistical Office

MurpaunoHoTo cango Ha HagBopelwHuTe wmurpauuu Bo Penybnuka MakegoHuja
(mocenenun-otcenenu apxasjaHu Ha PM u cTpaHcku gpxasjanu) Bo nepuogot 1997-2008 e
MO3UTUBHO, OAHOCHO BpOjOT Ha AoceneHw e noronem of 6pojoT Ha oTceneHn nuua.

The net international migration (immigrated/emigrated citizens of the RM and foreign
citizens) in the Republic of Macedonia is positive for the whole period from 1997 until 2008
(the number of immigrants was greater than the number of emigrants).
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Tlemorpadckn npomenu
Demographic changes
I(oumel{cmyannu um)mmmopu
Contextual indicators
Cranka Ha cTapocHa 3aBUCHOCT

Old-age-dependency ratio

DedmHunumja: ViHgvkatopoT npeTcTaByBa COOAHOC Mery BKyNHUOT Bpoj Ha nuua kowu ce
Ha BO3pacT Kora [MaBHO Ce EKOHOMCKW HeaKTUBHM (65 1 noseke roguHn) v 6pojoT Ha Muua
Ha pabotocnocobHa BospacT (oa 15 fo 64).

Definition: This indicator is defined as the ratio between the total number of elderly
persons of an age when they are generally economically inactive (aged 65 and over) and
the number of persons of working age (from 15 to 64).

4.5. CTanka Ha cTapocHa 3aBUCHOCT
4.5. Old-age-dependency ratio
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Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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Jlemorpadcku npomenu
Demographic changes

KonmexcmyanHu unoukamopu
Contextual indicators

Crankata Ha 3aBWUCHOCT Ha Bo3pacHuUTe nuua Tpeba Aa 0BO3MOXM NpubnmkHa NpeTcTasa
3a MoTeHUMjanHKoT ofHoc nomery 6GpojoT Ha NeH3WoHepuTe M pabOTHOTO HacemneHue,
OHOCHO Mery KopucHWLMTe Ha GeHeduumn M oHMe Kou v cospasaar. MHaukaTopoT ro
oppa3syBa NOTEHLMjanH1OT NPUTUCOK BP3 jaBHUTE PacXOfM LUTO NPOU3NEryBa ofi CTapeeHETo
Ha HaceneHweTo W NPOMeHUTE WTO Toa MM Npeaw3BukyBa BO obrnacta Ha couwjanHata
3alUTMTa M NNaHMPaETO Ha NEH3UCKNTE (HOHIOBM.

Bo msmuHatvoT nepuog ce 3abenexysa Mar, HO KOHTUHYMpPaH NopacT Ha cTankata Ha
cTapocHa 3asucHocT 1 Bo 2008 roanHa Taa nsHecysa 16.2 % LiTo e noa npocekoT Ha EY 27
(25.3%).

Bo cOrMacHOCT CO BO3pacHaTa CTPYKTypa Ha HacereHneTo, Npouanerysa aeka Ha eHo
HEaKTMBHO Nnnue COOABETCTBYBaAT LWECT akKTUBHU NLa.

The old-age dependency ratio is an approximation of the ratio between the retired and
working age populations, or between beneficiaries and contributors. As such, it reflects the
potential pressure on public expenditure resulting from the ageing of the population and the
changes it brings about in the field of social care and pension fund projections.

In the past period, there has been a small but continuous increase of old-age dependency
ratio, and in 2008 it was 16.2%, which is below the EU 27 level (25.3%).

According to the age structure of the population, it follows that for one inactive correspond
six active persons.
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JaBHo 3apaBcTBO
Public health

CrpareluKa yen:

»---[poMoUMja Ha KBafIMTETHO jaBHO 34paBCcTBO, JOCTAMHO
rnosj efHakBu ycrnosu 3a cuTe U rnofobpysarwe Ha
npeBeHyymjaTa of pu3nym no 3gpasjeto...”

Strategy objective:

“...To promote good public health on equal conditions and
improve protection against health threats...”
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JaBHO 3apaBcTBO
Public health

Bosep

30paBjeTo Ha HaceneHWeTo Kako NpedycrioB 3a KBaNUTETEH XWBOT U GnarococTojoa uma
(hyHOAaMeHTanHo 3HayYere 3a OAPXIMBMOT Pa3Boj. lako reHeTckuTe hakTopu ce 3HavajHu,
HaYMHOT Ha XVBeewe U BNWjaHWETO Ha XMBOTHATa cpeauHa BO roneMa Mepka BnujaaTt Ha
3apaBjeTo. dusnukata akTMBHOCT W 34paBaTa XpaHa ro nogobpyBaat 34paBjeTo HacmpoTy
6p3ata xpaHa, anKkoxonoT UM TYTYHOT KOM ro 3rofieMyBaaT pU3MKOT Of Pa3BOj HA XPOHWYHM
6onectn. KBanuteTHaTa 3gpaBcTBeHa 3awwTuTa Tpeba Aa 0BO3MOXM €QHAKOB MpucTan BO
3allTUTaTa 0f 3aKaHu Mo 34paBjeTo Ha CUTE JYFETO U 3rofeMyBat€e Ha CBECTa 3@ NOCTOEHETO
Ha NpPUYMHUTE W NOCNeauuUUTE Of NojaBaTa U NPeHoCcoT Ha BonecTuTe.

MponsBoauTe KOM MM KOHCYMUpA HaCeneHWeTo CoapKaT LUTETHU MaTepun Kako pesynTar
Ha 3arajeHocTa Ha BogaTa, BO3AyXOT M 3emjaTa. Emucujata Ha TOKCUYHW eneMeHTu of
MHOycTpUjaTa M TPAHCMOPTOT, Kako W NecTUuMauTe of 3eMjOfencTBOTO, Ce TanoxaTr BO
Beretauujata 1 Npeky CUMHUMPOT Ha ucxpaHa poaraat o vosekoT. OTTyka, NpuMeHaTta Ha
CTaHZapau BO NMPOM3BOACTBOTO Ha XpaHa, HO M BOOMLITO BO MHAYCTPUCKWTE npouecH, ke
06e36eam nogobpyBarbe Ha 3apaBCcTBEHaTa cocTojba Ha HaceneHneTo.

[obpata 3gpaBcTBeHaTa cocTojba UM 3rofieMEeHMOT BeK Ha O4YekyBaH M 34paB KMBOT
npuaoHecyBaaT 3a 3rofieMeHa NPOAYKTMBHOCT. HaceneHue co 3ApaBCTBeHM Npobremu
co3faBa roneM (OMHAHCMCKU TOBap BP3 jJaBHOTO 34PaBCTBO M AOMNTOpovYHaTa 3opaBcTBeHa
3alTuTa, OTCYCTByBa 0f PabOTHOTO MECTO, @ TOa ja HamaslyBa NPOAYKTUBHOCTA.

3apaBcTBEHUTE NpOGNEMM MM MOroAyBaaT FraBHO CUPOMALLHUTE KoW Boobu4YaeHo ce co
MOHWM3OK CTEMeH Ha oBpa3oBaHWe W MOHWCKO HMBO Ha npuxogu. CupomallHuTe Hemaat
€AHaKB/ MOXHOCTU 3a mpucTan [0 34paBCTBEHUTE YCMyrW HWTY, NaK, MOXHOCTU 3a
NPakTUKyBake€ Ha 34paB XWUBOT. HeCOO,CI,BeTHVITe ycnosute 3a jOMyBah€, HealeKBaTHOTO
3aTonyBawe, 3arageHocTa, BnujaaT Bp3 3apasjeTo. EraucteHumjanHute npobnemu u
fAerpagupaHnoT CUCTEM Ha BPeQHOCTM MOXe Aa npean3BuKkaat HapyLlyBaHhe Ha MeHTanHoTo
3ApaBje 1 3rofieMyBake Ha PU3NKOT Of camoybucTBo.

KnumatckuTe NpoMeHu [OMropoYHO MNpeTcTaByBaaT 3akaHa no 3gpasjeTo. O3oHckaTa
hopmaumja 3aBMCKM Of MPUCYCTBOTO Ha O30OHCKM MPEKYPCOPW BO BO3MYXOT, BUCOKATa
TemnepaTtypa 1 CoHYeBaTa CBET/IMHA, a LYMCKUTE NOXapu ro 3ronemMysaar HUBOTO Ha TBPAW
maTepumn BO BO3AYXOT.

TabenuTe 3a cekoe rornasje MoXar ga ce Buaart 8o [Jo4atokoT.
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JaBHo 3apaBcTBO
Public health

Introduction

The health of the population as a precondition for quality life and wellfare is fundamental
to sustainable development. Although genetic factors are very significant, lifestyle and
environmental factors greatly affect the health status. Right nutrition and physical activity
improve the health, while fast-food, alcohol and tobacco increase the risk of chronic disease
incidence.

Quality health care should provide equal access to protection from threats to the health of all
people and increase the awareness of the existence of the causes and consequences of the
emergence and transmission of diseases.

Products consumed by the population contain harmful substances due to the air, water and
soil pollution. Toxic materials emitted by the industry sector and transport, and pesticides
from agriculture, penetrate deep down into the vegetation, and through the food chain they
are passed along to the population. Hence, standards implementation both in food production
and industrial processes would ensure better health status of the population.

Improvements in health status, and increases in life expectancy and in healthy life years, lead
to longer, more productive working lives. A population with health problems creates financial
pressures on public health and long-term health care, and increases absence from work,
all of which reduces productivity. Health problems affect mostly the poor who usually have
lower levels of education and lower level of income. The poor don’t have equal opportunities
to access health services or opportunities to practice a healthy life. Inadequate housing
conditions, inadequate warming and pollution have an impact on health. Existential problems
and a degraded system of values can cause distortion of the mental health and increased
risk of suicide.

Climate changes pose a long term threat to health. Ozone formation depends on the presence
of ozone precursors in the air, high temperature and sunlight, and forest fires have increased
the level of solid substances in the air.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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JaBHO 3apaBcTBO
Public health

30pascmeo u HeedHakeocmu éo 30paecmaomo
Health and health inequalities

OyeKyBaHa [OMKMWHA HA XVUBOTOT NpU parakwe, No non
Life expectancy at birth, by gender

DedmHuumja: OuekyBaHWNOT BEK Ha XMBOT € AeUHMPaH Kako npoceyeH 6poj Ha roguHu
KOWLUTO Ha nMuata Ha ofpefeHa BO3pacT UM OCTaHyBaaT [ja M OfuBeaT, Bp3 OCHOBA
Ha BMWjaHMETO LUTO BP3 HUBHWOT XWBOT Ke ro MMa MOMeHTarHara cranka Ha MopTanuTet
(BepojaTHOCT 3a CMpT Ha oapeaeHa Bo3pacr). [logaTounTe ce npecMeTyBaart Kako nNpocek
Ofi TP1 FOAMHM 1 Ce OAHEeCyBaaT Ha cpefHaTa roavHa Bo peepeHTHUOT nepuog.

Definition: Life expectancy at birth is defined as the mean number of years still to be
lived by a person at birth, if subjected throughout the rest of his or her life to the current
mortality conditions.Data are compiled as three-year average and refer to the middle one
in the referent year.

5.1. OueKyBaHa JOMKMHA Ha XMBOTOT NpU paratse, No non
5.1. Life expectancy at birth, by gender
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WU3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

OuekyBaHOT BeK Ha XuBOT Benexw bnar, Ho KOHTUHyMpaH nopacT. MogatouuTte 3a 2007
rofyHa NokaxyBaaT AeKa XeHWTe CO 04eKyBaH Bek Ha XWBOT of, 76.1 roauHa xveeat nofonro
oA MaxuTe 3a 4,1 roguHu.

Life expectancy shows a slight but continious increase. Data for 2007 show that women,
having an average life expectancy of 76.1 years, live 4.1 years longer than men.
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JaBHo 3apaBcTBO
Public health
30paecmeo u HeedHaKeocmu 80 30pagcmeomo
Health and health inequalities

Cranka Ha CMPTHOCT 04 XPOHUYHU 6onectu

Death rate due to chronic diseases
OedmHuumja: VHgukatopor ce geduHMpa Kako cTanka Ha CMPTHOCT Of OapedeHu
XPOHWYHU GonecTn 3a nuua nog 65-roguwwHa Bo3pact, no non. Mpu kateropu3saumjaTa Ha
XpOHWYHUTE BonecTu e kopucteHa MeryHapoaHaTa knacudmkaumja Ha 6onectu ICD 10 1
3eMeHU ce BO NpeaBUa: ManurHuTe Heonnasmu; gujabetec MENUTYC; UCXeMUYHUTE GonecTu
Ha cpLeTo; LiepebpoBackynapHuTe 60MecTy 1 XpOHUYHUTE BONECTU Ha LPHIUOT Apob.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the standardised death rate of certain chronic
diseases for persons aged less than 65 years, by gender. The International Classification of
Diseases ICD 10 is used in defining chronic diseases and following disease are covered:
malignant neoplasm diabetes melitus; ischemic heart diseases; cerebrovascular
diseases; chronic lower respiratory diseases and chronic liver diseases.

5.2. CTanka Ha CMPTHOCT 04 XpPOHU4HU GonecTu
5.2. Death rate due to chronic diseases
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‘ ‘ Maxxu ‘
M
200 —

150 )/ | |
100 | ‘

50 ——Total

]

0
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

W3Bop: flpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office

MopakaTta WTO npou3nerysa of OBOj WHAMKATOP € AeKka CTankata Ha CMPTHOCT, Kako
pesynTar Ha XpOHWYHMTE BonecTu, e BO MOCTOjaH NOPAacT, KAaKO Kaj MaXUTe Taka U Kaj KeHuTe,
pocturHysajku 160.4 nuua Ha cTo unjagu nuua Bo 2008 roguHa. CoctojbaTta e nogpactuyHa
Kaj MaxuTe CO cTanka Ha CMpTHOCT oA 198.6 BO 0fHOC Ha XeHWUTe Kafe LTO CTankata Ha
CMPTHOCT 0ff XpOHUYHK 6onecTu nsHecysa 120.8 noynHaTu.

The important message of this indicator is that death due to chronic diseases is constantly
on the rise, both for men and women, reaching 160.4 per 100 000 persons in 2008. The
situation is more drastic in men, with a death rate of 198.6 compared to the rate of 120.8
among women.
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30pascmeo u HeedHakeocmu éo 30paecmaomo
Health and health inequalities

Cranka Ha camoy6mcTBa, No BO3pacHMW rpynu
Suicide death rate, by age group

OecdbmHuumja: ViHgnkaTopoT ce gedmHMpa Kako cTanka Ha CMPTHOCT of camoybucTea u
camoy6ucteHn Hamepu Ha 100 000 nuua, No BO3pacHM rpynu.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the crude death rate from suicide and intentional
self-harm per 100 000 people, by age group.

5.3. Ctanka Ha camoy6ucTBa, N0 BO3pacHu rpynu
5.3. Suicide death rate, by age group
Ha 100 000 nuua per 100 000 persons
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CrankaTta Ha CMpTHOCT Ha nuuaTta of Bo3pacHata rpyna 15-19 Bo 2008 roguHa benexm
[BOjHO 3roremMyBake BO OAHOC Ha NpeTxoAHaTa roguHa u nsHecysa 3.8 camoybuctea Ha
100 000 nuua. Op gpyra ctpaHa, nak, kaj BopacHata rpyna 50-54 roguHu e perucTpupaHo
HamanyBake 1 oBaa cranka 3a 2008 roguHa nsHecysa 10 nuua.

The suicide death rate among persons aged 15-19 doubled in 2008 compared to the
previous year, reaching 3,8 suicides per 100000 persons. By contrast, the suicide death rate
for the age group 50-64 dropped to 10 persons in 2008.
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JaBHo 34paBcTBO
Public health

30paecmeo u HeedHaKeocmu 80 30pagcmeomo
Health and health inequalities

Cranka Ha camoy6mcTBa, Mo Non 1 no Bo3pacHu rpynu
Suicide death rate, by gender and age group

OeduHnumja: ViHgnkaTopoT ce aedmHMpa Kako cTanka Ha CMPTHOCT of camoybucTea u
camoy6vcTeeHu Hamepy Ha 100 000 nuua, No Non 1 No BO3pacHu rpynu.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the crude death rate from suicide and intentional
self-harm per 100 000 people, by gender and age group.

5.4.1. Ctanka Ha camoy6ucTBa, Maxu, No Bo3pacT
5.4.1. Suicide death rate, by age group, males
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CrankaTa Ha camoybucTBa kaj Maxwute Ha BospacTt og 15 go 19 roguHu BO nepuogot
2005-2007 ce HamanyBa u n3Hecyea 2.4. Ho, Bo 2008 roguHa, ctankarta Ha camoybucraa
MOBTOPHO Ce 3ronemyBsa 1 usHecysa 3.7 nuua. Oa apyra cTpaHa, nak, ApacTUiHO HamanyBake
Ha CTankata Ha perncTpupaHn camoybucTea uma kaj BospacHara rpyna oa 50 go 54 rogunn
(12.7).

The suicide death rate for men aged 15-19 dropped to 2.4 in the period 2005-2007.
However, in 2008 the suicide rate rose again to 3.7 persons. On the other hand, there has
been a drastic drop of the suicide rate among men aged 50-54 (12.7 persons).
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30pascmeo u HeedHakeocmu éo 30paecmaomo
Health and health inequalities

5.4.2. Ctanka Ha camoy6u1cTBa, XeHu, No Bo3pacT
5.4.2. Suicide death rate, by age group, females
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Cocrojbata e cnuyHa U Kaj XeHuTe CO Toa LUTO Kaj KeHuTe Ha Bospact og 15 go 19
roguHu e 3abenexaHo TPOjHO 3ronemyBarbe Ha crankata, og 1.3 Ha 3.9 nuua Bo 2008. Kaj
Bo3pacHaTta rpyna og 50 go 54 sronemysareto e nobnaro u nsHecyea 1.5 Bo ogHOC Ha
npeTxoAHarta roguHa.

The situation is similar in women, where the suicide death rate for the age group 15-19
tripled from 1.3 to 3.9 in 2008. The suicide death rate among women aged 50-54 shows only
a slight increase of 1.5 in comparison with the previous year.

100



Knumarcku npomeHu 1 eHepruja

Climate change and energy

Crparelka yesn:

o JIMMUTHDAE Ha KIMMATCKUTE MPOMEHM, TPOLIOUMTE
W HeraTtuBHute ed)eKTVI BP3 OnLITeCTBOTO U XUBOTHaTa
cpeguHa...”

Strategy objective:

“...To limit climate change and its costs and negative effects
to society and the environment...”
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Knumatcku npomenn u enepruja
Climate change and energy

Bosep

Knumarckute npomMeHun ce efHa of HajI'OJ'IeMVITe 3aKaHW 3a O4pXKnMBMOT paaBoj. Twe ce Bo
Kopenauwja CO €KOHOMCKWMOT pacCT M ronemMara noTpoLllyBayka Ha eHepera. KopuctereTo
eHepera oA, hoCUIHN M3BOPU CTaHyBa HeogpXnuBo, na HejSl/lHaTa 3aMeHa CO T.H. Yucta
eHepera npouseeneHa o 06HOBNMBM M3BOPU, CTaHyBa ypreHTHa.

MocTtenexata NpOMeHa Ha NOCTOEYKNOT HeOA4PXKNUB MOAEI Ha MPOM3BOACTBO U NOTPOLLYBayKa
npeTcTaByBa OCHOBEH Npeau3Buk. EHeprujata € uHMyT BO NPOM3BOACTBEHUTE MpoLecy, a
AOMaKMHCTBaTa MMaat rorema eHepretckara norpoluyBadka. CepuosHa e oarosopHocta
Ha NMpon3BOAMTENUTe Aa NpoussedyBaaT NPOM3BOAM CO €KO-O3HaKM CO Len Aa ce wrean
eHeprujata.

EHepreTckaTa noTpoLlyBayka e CTporo noBp3aHa Co TpaHcnopToT, ocobeHo nobapysadykaTa
32 NaTHWUYKM W TOBapeH TPaHCMOpT BOAM O BMCOKA EHepreTcka noTpollyBavka U eMucuja
Ha cTakneHuyku racosu. EBponckata cTpatervja 3a ogpxnme passoj npeasuaysa o 2010
roguHa, Bo npocek, 12.0% o eHepreTckata notpollysadka n 21.0% op noTpoluyBadkata
Ha enekTpuyHa cTpyja fa 6upat obesbeneHu on obHosnmeM u3sopu. VictoBpemeHo, 5.7%
01 rOpUBOTO 3a TpaHcnopT Tpeba aa buae nokpueHo co Guoropwea, ogHocHo 8.0% ao 2015
roguHa.

EmucunjaTa Ha cTakneHudku racoBu e npuyvHa 3a rnobanHoTo 3atonnysarse. Taa e nog
OVPEKTHO BNujaH1e Ha KonudmHaTa 1 koMBuHaLmjaTa Ha ropuBa Koja 3aB1CK Of CTPYKTyparTa
Ha UHOYCTPUCKWUTE NPOM3BOACTBEHM Mpoliecu u ynotpebata Ha concteeHn wussopu. Osue
(hakTopu BnvjaaT Ha M3GOPOT Ha rOPUBO LITO ce ynoTpebyBa, a Co Toa W Ha KoNnYMHaTa Ha
emu1cHhja Ha CTaKMeHUYKM racoBu. VIHBECTULMUTE BO UCTpaXyBake 1 pasBoj ke 0BO3MOXaT
ynoTpe6a Ha eHepreTCkn eduKacHu TEXHONOTMM U 3BOPU Ha YUCTa eHepruja.

Edektute on emucujata ke npegmsBuMkaaT NpoMEHU BO 3eMjo4encTBoTo, ynotpebara
Ha 3eMjaTa, MoHydaTa Ha BOAA, KAako W 3rONIEMEH PU3WK Of MPUPOLHU KaTacTpodu LTO
noTEHUMWjanHo ke Mpeau3BMKa ronemum eKOHOMCKM W coumjanHu nocneguum. lNpeamnssuk
neduuvpan co [potokonoT o Kjoto npetctaByBa rnobanHOTO HamanyBakwe Ha
emucujata Ha ctakneHudkn racosu og 8.0% Bo ogHoc Ha HMBOTO o 1990 roguHa, a
rnobanHarta Temnepatypa Ha BO3OyXOT Aa He ce 3ronemu 3a noseke of 2°C BO OAHOC Ha
NpeayHOYyCTPUCKOTO HUBO.

Be3 ogpenexn mepku, ce 04YeKyBa KnMMaTCKUTe NPOMeHU Aa r'm yHULITAaT NpUpPoAHNTE pecypcu
n pa BJ'IVIjaaT Bp3 rnobanHuot 6VIO,EI,I/IBep3MTeT. Knumatckute npomenu npeTcrasyBaaT
rnobanex np06neM KOj MOXe Oda ce pellaBa €OWHCTBEHO CO WHTerpupaH npucrtan BO
AeduH1pareTo Ha NONUTUKUTE.

TabenuTe 3a cekoe nornasje MoXar Aa ce Bugar Bo [JoaaTokoT.
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Knumatcku npomenn 1 eHepruja
Climate change and energy

Introduction

Climate changes are one of the main threats to sustainable development. They are correlated
with economic growth and huge energy consumption. Energy consumption from fossil fuels
is becoming unsustainable, so its replacement with clean energy produced from renewable
sources is urgent.

Gradual change of the unsustainable production and consumption pattern is the main
challenge. Energy is considered as an input into production processes, while households
spend huge amounts of energy. Producers have a serious responsibility to produce eco-
labeled products in order to help save energy.

Energy consumption is closely related to transport; in particular, the demand for passenger and
freight transport leads to high energy consumption and greenhouse gas emissions. According
to the European sustainable development strategy 12.0% of the energy consumption and
21.0% of the electricity consumption are to be covered by renewable sources by 2010. At the
same time, about 5.7% of transport fuel should be covered by bio-fuels by 2010, or about
8.0% by 2015.

Greenhouse gas emissions are the cause of global warming. They are directly influenced
by the quantity and combination of fuels, which in turn are dependent on the structure of
industrial production processes and the use of own sources. These factors determine the fuel
choice and, consequently, the amount of greenhouse gas emissions. Investment in research
and development will enable the implementation of energy-efficient technologies and clean
energy sources. These emissions will cause changes in agriculture, land use, water supply, as
well as an increased risk from natural disasters, which may potentially have great economic
and social consequences. Without further action climate change is also expected to damage
natural resources and to affect global biodiversity.

Among the challenges defined in the Kyoto Protocol are the global reduction of greenhouse
gas emissions by 8.0%, compared to the 1990 level, and limiting the increase of global
average temperatures to within 2°C from pre-industrial levels.

Finally, climate changes as a global problem can be solved only by an integrated approach
to policy-making.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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Knumatcku npomenu n enepruja
Climate change and energy

Knumamcku npomeru
Climate change

Emucuja Ha cTakneHUYKn racoBu, NO CEKTOPU
Greenhouse gas emissions by sector

HedumHnumja: MHankatopoT ro nokaxyea TPEHOOT BO aHTPOMOreHUTE eMUCUW Ha
CTaKkneHn4kn racosu, perynupaHu crnopen [MpotokonoT of Kjoto. Emwucwjata Ha
CTaKMeHMYKW racoBW € MCKaxaHa Kako arperat Ha BKynHata emucuja Ha racosu
n3paseHa Bo CO, eKBMBaNeHTH, BO COIMACHOCT CO OAAEMNHMOT noTeHumjan 3a rnodanHo
3aTonnysatbe. BnujaHneTo Ha ynotpebata v npomeHaTta Ha 3eMjULLTETO U LUYMUTE He €
BKITy4€HO BO BKynHaTa emucuja (LUCF).

Definition: This indicator shows trends in anthropogenic emissions of greenhouse gases
regulated by the Kyoto Protocol. The emission of greenhouse gases is calculated as the
aggregate of the total emission of individual gases and expressed in CO, equivalents,
according to their global warming potential. Data exclude emissions and removals due to
land use change and forestry (LUCF).

6.1. EMucKja Ha CTaKNeHUYKM racoBu, NO CEKTOpU
6.1. Greenhouse gas emissions, by sector
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W3Bop: MuHucmepcmeo 3a xusomHa cpeduHa U MPOCMOPHO NiaHuparme
Source: Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning
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Knumatcku npomenn u eHepruja
Climate change and energy

Knumamcku npomenu
Climate change

EMMCMjaTa Ha CTaKneHn4kn racoBsu € OAroBopHa 3a rno6anHoto 3aronnysake U MOXe Aa
MMa gpamatuyHu eKOHOMCKU 1 COLI,VIjaJ'IHM nocneguun Bp3 XXMBoTHaTa cpeauHa Ha rno6anHo
HUBO.

W nokpaj Toa LWTO He ce pacrnonara co NOHOBW NOZATOLM, aHann3aTa Ha NocToevkuTe
nogaTtouuTe Mokaxyea efHa MocTojaHOCT BO eMucHjaTa Ha CTakneHuuku racoeu. Cnopep
n3BopuTe Ha eMI/ICVIja Ha CTaKNeHU4kn racoBsu, HajFOJ'IEM M3BOP Ha CTaKNeHW4kn racosu e
cekTopoT EHepruja co okony 78.0% Bo BKynHaTa emucuja.

Bo cektopoT MHAycTpucku npouecy ce 3abenexysa TPeHA Ha HamasyBake, BepojaTHo
KaKo pesynTaT Ha HaManeH1OT MHTEH3NTET Ha paboTa Ha MHAYCTPUCKUTE KanauuTeTy.

Bo cekTopot OTnag, cocToj6ara e HenpoMeHeTa.

The emissions of greenhouse gases are responsible for global warming, with potentially
dramatic economic, social and environmental consequences at a global level.

Even though more recent data are not available, the analysis of existing data shows a
consistency in greenhouse emissions. Split by sectors, the biggest source of greenhouse gas
emissions is the Energy sector with almost 78.0% in total emissions.

The Industrial processes sector shows a decreasing trend, most likely due to the declining
activities within the industrial capacities.

The situation in the Waste sector remains unchanged.
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Knumatcku npomenu n enepruja
Climate change and energy

Knumamcku npomeru
Climate change

YyecTBO Ha OGHOBNMBAaTa BO BKynHaTa noTpe6Ha eHepruja
Share of renewables in gross inland energy consumption
DedmHuumja: NHoukaTtopoT ce aedrHMpa Kako NPOLIEHTYarHo y4ecTBO Ha obHOBNMBaTa
eHepruja Bo BKynHaTa notpebHa eHepruja.
Definition: This indicator is defined as the percentage share of renewables in gross inland
energy consumption.
6.2. YyecTBO Ha OOHOBNMBaTa BO BKynHaTa noTpebHa eHepruja
6.2. Share of renewables in gross inland energy consumption
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W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

O6HoBnmBata eHepruja, Bo npocek, ydyectsysa co 10.0% Bo BkynHaTta notpebHa
eHepruja, Ho Bo 2007 roguHa e 3abenexaH nag o 2.2%. MagoT ce 4omku Ha HAManeHoTo
NPOM3BOACTBO Ha eHepruja o cuTe BUOOBM U3BOPU Ha OOHOBNMBA eHepryja - reoTepMarHa,
6romaca n ocobeHo xugpoeHepruja. HUCKOTO y4ecTBO ykaxyBa Aeka AJoMUHMpa ynoTpebaTta
Ha (hOCMIHM ropyBa LUTO € HENOBOITHO NOPaAW UCLIPNYBaHETO Ha EHEPreTCKUTE PECYPCH, HO
¥ nopaay 3araflyBakeTo Ha XKUBOTHAaTa cpeauHa.

Renewable energy participates, on average, with 10.0% in gross inland energy
consumption, but in 2007 that share decreased by 2.2%. The decline is a result of the
decrease in energy production of all types of renewable energy: geothermal, biomass and
especially hidroenergy. The low share of renewable energy indicate that the use of fossil fuels
is still dominant, which is very unfavorable because it causes depletion of energy resources
and pollutes the environment.
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Knumatcku npomenn u eHepruja
Climate change and energy
Enepeuja
Energy
EHepreTcka 3aBucHOCT
Energy dependency

ﬂedWIHMLIMjaI EHeprerckata 3aBMCHOCT NOKaxyBa KonkaBa € n0Tpe6aTa Ha efHa
eKOHOMMja 0f yBO3 Ha eHepera CO uen fa rv 3aJoBONN eHepreTckute I'IOTpe6M. Taa
Ce npecMmeTyBa Kako COOAHOC Mefy HETO-yBO30T M BKYMHO n0Tpe6HaTa €HepreTcka
noTpoLlyBaYvka 1 anuxmte.

Definition: Energy dependency shows the extent to which an economy relies upon imports

in order to meet its energy needs. The indicator is calculated as net imports divided by the
sum of gross inland energy consumption plus bunkers.

6.3. EHepreTcka 3aBUCHOCT
6.3. Energy dependency
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Source: State Statistical Office

MogaTouwnTe nokaxyBaaT NOCTOjaHa TEHAEHLMja Ha NOPacT Ha eHepreTckaTa 3aBUCHOCT
01 yBO3 CO Lien a ce 3a40BoraT eHepreTckute notpebu Bo 3emjata. Bo 2007 roguHa, 48.3%
0f1 EHepreTckuTe NOTPedbU ce NOKpPUEHU Co yBO3.

Data show a continuous tendency toward increase in energy import dependency in order to
satisfy the energy demand of the country. In 2007, 48.3% of energy demand was covered with
import.
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Knumatcku npomenu n enepruja
Climate change and energy

Enepeuja
Energy
BkynHo noTpeGHa eHepruja no BUQOBW EHEPreHTH

Gross inland energy consumption, by fuel

DedmHunumja: BkynHo notpebHaTa eHepruja ja npeTcTaByBa KONM4YMHATa Ha eHepruja
noTpoLLleHa BO 3emjata. Taa Ce MpecMeTyBa Kako BKYMHO KOMWMYECTBO Ha Npou3seaeHa
eHepruja BO 3emjaTa 3rofieMeHo 3a yBe3eHaTa U HamaneHo 3a KoNMyMHaTa Ha u3BeseHa
eHepruja. IHANKaTOPOT € NPEeTCTaBeH CNopes BUAOBUTE EHEPreHTU.

Definition: Gross inland energy consumption is the quantity of energy consumed within
the country. It is calculated as total domestic energy production plus energy imports minus
energy exports. The indicator is broken down by fuel type.

6.4. BkynHa notpebGHa eHepruja no BUAOBU ropmsa
6.4. Gross inland energy consumption, by fuel
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Knumatcku npomenn u eHepruja
Climate change and energy

Enepeuja
Energy

Motpebata 3a eHeprvja Bo 3emjaTa nokaxysa TeHAeHLMja Ha NOCTojaH pacT BO TEKOT Ha
rOAUHMTE.

3abenexaH e nocTojaH NopacT Ha MOTPOLUyBaykaTta Ha CUTE BWOOBM E€HEPreTM Co
VCKITy4OK Ha LIBPCTUTE ropusa 1 0BHOBMMBUTE U3BOPU Ha EHeprija.

Bo 2007 roguHa e 3abenexaH nap camo Kaj eHeprujata of 06HOBMMBM M3BOPU LUTO,
rMaBHO, Ce AOMKW Ha NafoT Ha NPOU3BOACTBOTO Ha ENEKTPUYHA EHEpruja.

The energy demand in the country shows a tendency toward permanent rise during the past
period.

With the exception of solid fuels and renewables, there has been an increase in the
consumption of all other types of energy agents.

In 2007, a decline was observed only in the energy consumption from renewable sources,
which is mainly due to the fall in electricity production.
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Climate change and energy
Enepeuja
Energy

EnekTpuuHa eHepruja o o6HOBNUBU pecypcu
Electricity generated from renewable sources

DedmHunumja: OBaj nHaMKaTop e AedUHMpaH Kako y4ecTBO Ha 0GHOBNMBUTE M3BOPM Ha
€eHepruja Bo BKynHaTa GpyTo-noTpoLLyBayka Ha enekTpuyHa eHeprija, MepeHo Bo kwh.
Toj ro Mepu y4eCTBOTO Ha ENEKTpUYHATa EHEpruja NpousBeaeHa of OOHOBNMBY U3BOPHK
BO BKynHaTa HalMOHanmHa NoTpoLlyBayka Ha enexkTpudHa eHepruja. bpyTo-gomaluHata
noTpollyBayka Ha enekTpuyHa eHepruja ce COCTOM Of BKYMHOTO 6OpyTO-AOMALLHO
NPOM3BOACTBO Ha ENeKTpUYHa eHepruja of CuUTe BUAOBW NNYC yBe3eHaTa enekTpuyHa
eHeprija MMHYC n3Be3eHata.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the ratio between the electricity produced from
renewable energy sources and the gross national electricity consumption expressed in
kwh. It measures the contribution of electricity produced from renewable energy sources
to the national electricity consumption. Gross national electricity consumption comprises
the total gross national electricity generation from all fuels (including autoproduction), plus
electricity imports, minus exports.

6.5. EnekTpuyHa eHepruja o o6HOBNUBU pecypcu
6.5. Electricity generated from renewable sources
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W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBoj 3a CTaTUCTUKA
Source: State Statistical Office
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Knumatcku npomenn u eHepruja
Climate change and energy
Enepeuja
Energy

BpyTo-gomallHaTa MoTpoLlyBayka € COCTaBeHa Of BKYMHO noTpebHata eHepruja u
BKYMHOTO 6PYTO-NPOM3BOACTBO (XUAPO U TEPMOENEKTPUYHA EHEprija).

OBaa kaTeropuja ja npeTcTaByBa eNiekTpUYHATa eHepruja Koja e Ha pacrnonarawe BO
3emjata, fobueHa npeky yBo3 1 CO COMCTBEHO NPOM3BOACTEO U CE TPOLUM BO EHEPreTCKUOT
CeKTOp, MHAYCTpUjaTa, coobpakajoT, JOMaKMHCTBaTa U BO ApYrUTE CEKTOPMW.

Mopatounte nokaxysaaT Aeka Bo 2007 rogwHa, MOKPUBAHETO Ha noTpebute 3a
ernekTpu4Ha eHepruja of 06HOBNMBY 13BOPYK BUNO 3HAUNTENHO HaManeHo, a noTpebute 3a
€ernekTpu4Ha eHeprvija ce NokpuBane Co 3rorneMeH yBo3.

Gross domestic electricity consumption comprises gross inland consumption and gross
energy production (hydro and thermal energy).

This category represents the electricity available in the country, both imported and produced
in the country, and consumed in the energy sector, industry, transport, households and other
sectors.

Data show that in 2007 the supply of electricity from renewable sources did not cover the
demand, so electricity consumption was covered by increased import.
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Crpareluka yesn:

»-4ja 06e36ean TPaHCroPTHUOT CUCTEM fa M1 3a[40BOM
EKOHOMCKMTe, COouMjariHATe U  EKOMOLKMTEe oTpebu
Ha OnTEeCTBOTO MPEKy MUHUMU3NParEe Ha HEeroBuTe
HecakaHu BriMjaHuja BP3 eKOoHomujaTa, OnLITecTBOTO U
JKMBOTHaTa cpegumHa...”

Strategy objective:

“..To ensure that our transport systems meet society’s
economic, social and environmental needs whilst minimising
their undesirable impacts on the economy, society and the
environment...”

113




/

Bosep

TpaHcrnopToT UMa dyHOAMEHTarnHO 3Hayetbe 3a pasBojoT Ha OMLITECTBOTO, 06e36enyBa
MOBWITHOCT U ja OnecHyBa WHAYCTpujaTa v Tproeujata.

TpaHCNopTOT AMPEKTHO To MOAAPXKYBA EKOHOMCKMOT pacT MoBp3yBajku M, of efHa cTpaHa,
NpOV3BOAUTENUTE U PECYpcUTE W MOTPOLLYBauuTe, W, Of Apyra CTpaHa, MpeTcTaByBa
CPEACTBO 3a yCrellHa couvjanta nHKNysmja.

Ho, TPaHCNOPTOT, reHeparnHo, nma roneMn nocneanum no XnBoTHaTa cpeanHa.

BucokunoT ekoHomcKkuoT pacT Gapa ronema noTpollyBadka Ha eHeprija 3a noaapLuka Ha
3ronemMeHnoT obem Ha TOBApHMOT W NMaTHUYKMOT coobpakaj. [loMnHaumjaTa Ha ofpeneHu
BWOOBM Ha TPaHCMOPT AMPEKTHO BRWjae Ha XMBOTHaTa CpeduHa npeky emucujata Ha
CTaKMEHMYKW racoBy UNnm NpeKy 3roneMeHnoT 6poj Ha coobpakajHu Hecpeku.

Emucujata Ha 3aragyBauv of TPaHCMOPTOT BMVjae Ha KBanNMTETOT Ha BO3AYXOT, M 3aragyBa
HacaguTe, JOOMTOKOT U BRvjae Bp3 34paBjeTo Ha nyreto. byyaBata of TpaHCMopToT U
uarpapbata Ha TpaHCMopTHaTa MHGPACTPYKTypa NPUAOHECYBaAT 3a MCHE3HYBaHE Ha ronem
6p0j KMBOTUHCKU BUAOBU.

3ronemeHara noTpoLUyBayka Ha eHeprija Bo TPAHCMOPTOT MOXe [a Brnjae Bp3 3anuxuTe Ha
eHepruja 1 aa rv 3abpsa knumatckuTe npomeHu. Ynotpebara Ha Guoropysa BO TpaHCNOpPTOT
MOXEe [Aa ja Hamanmu eHepreTckata 3aBWCHOCT, Aa 06e3beau no3gpaBO 3eMjOAENCKO
npoussofcTBo. Ho, npou3BoacTBOTO Ha GuoropuBa ke WMa HeraTWBHO BnvjaHue BP3
610aMBEP3NTETOT, NOYBaTa, KBANMTETOT Ha BofaTa, a kapbGoHckuoT 6anaHc Moxe Aa Guae n
BMOLLEH KaKo pe3ynTaT Ha cevaTa Ha Lymu 1 ynotpebata Ha depTunmsatopu.

3a aa ce MUHMManuanpaar LWTETHUTe NOCNeaULM Of TPaHCTOPTOT, HEOMXOAHO € OfBOjyBatbe
Ha eKOHOMCKMOT pacT of nobapyBadkata 3a TpaHcrnopt. [loTpebata of eHepruja 3a
TpaHCMopTHY Lienn Tpeba fa ce CBeAe Ha OAPXKIMBO HWUBO, a ynoTpebaTa Ha eHeprija Bo
TPaHCMOPTOT M eMucHjaTa Ha CTaKNeHWYk1 racoBu Tpeba Aa ce CBEAE Ha OAPXKMUBO HUBO.
Pecbopmara Bo jaBHMOT coobpakaj, nprMeHaTa Ha ,eKOMOLLIKM" TPAHCMOPT U HaMaryBaHEeTO
Ha byyaBarta ke 06e3befat MUHUMANHU NOCNeaMLM BP3 3APaBjeTO Ha NyreTo.

TabenuTe 3a cekoe rornasje Moxar ga ce Bugar 8o [Jo4aTokoT.
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Introduction

Transport is of fundamental importance to the development of society, because it provides
mobility and facilitates industry and trade. It directly links producers and consumers, but it is
also a means for successful social inclusion.

However, transport in general has negative consequences for the environment.

High economic growth requires high energy consumption to support the increased volume of
freight and passenger transport. The dominance of particular transport modes has a direct
influence on the environment, through emissions of greenhouse gases or the increased
number of traffic accidents. Emissions of pollutants from transport affect air quality, can
damage plants and animals, and impact human health. Noise from transport and construction
of transport infrastructure contributes to the disappearance of a considerable number of
animal species.

The increased transport energy consumption reduces energy supplies and accelerates
climate changes.

The usage of biofuels in transport can reduce the energy dependency and provide healthier
agricultural production. However, the production of biofuels will negatively affect biodiversity,
the soil and the water quality, while the carbon balance can be worsened due to forest cutting
and use of fertilizers.

In order to minimize the harmful consequences of transport, economic growth has to be
decoupled from transport demand. Transport energy demand should be reduced to a
sustainable level. Changes in public transport and introduction of environmentally-friendly
transport and noise reduction will ensure minimum repercussions on human health.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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- Tparcnopm u mo6unHocm

Ipi
Transport and mobility

Y4yecTBO Ha NaTHMYKUOT coobpakaj BO BKYMHUOT KOMHEH coobpakaj
Modal split of passenger transport

DedmHunumja: MHavkatopot ce aecnHMpa Kako NPOLEHTYanHO YYECTBO Ha CEKoj BUA
TPaHCMOPT BO BKYMHWUOT KOMHEH Coobpakaj, U3pa3eH BO NaTHUYKU KUIIOMETPH.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the percentage share of each mode of transport in

total inland transport, expressed in passenger-kilometres (pkm).

7.1. Y4ecTBO Ha NaTHUYKMOT TPAHCNOPT BO BKYMHWOT KOMHEH coobpakaj
7.1. Modal split of passenger transport
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Source: State Statistical Office
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Tpatcnopm u moGunHocm
Transport and mobility

= OBOj MHAMKaTOP ja creay peanusauujata Ha nocTaBeHata Len 3a GanaHcupaH npeMuH
KOH eKOMOLLIKM OpUeHTHpaH coobpakaj wto 6v 06e3beanno Herosa oApXXIMBOCT M MOBUITHOCT.
HeonxogHo e Aa ce npesemar MepKW 1 aKTMBHOCTW 3a MocTeneHa 3aMeHa Ha NaTtHWUOT Co
XenesHndku coobpakaj n nofobpyBatbe Ha jaBHUOT NpeBo3. Bo uHaycTpujata, notpebHo e
HamanyBae Ha MHTEH3UTETOT Ha coobpaKajHUTe TEKOBM NPEKY MPOMEHU BO NPOU3BOAHUTE
MOZENW W HauMHOT Ha opraHu3auuja Ha paboTereTo, ceTo Toa KoMBKUHUPaHo co nopobpa
BpCka Mery pa3nuyHuTE BUAOBW Ha TPAHCMOPT.

| I'Io,anouMTe 3a Yy4eCTBOTO Ha MATHUYKUTE KMMOMETPU MNOMUHATU CO aBTOMOOUMN Ce
NpOLEHETH, Na cenak, EBUAEHTHO e Aeka TWe MaaT HajroneMo Y4ecTBo, a CO Toa Hajronema
MOK Ha 3aragyBate, 0COGEHO LUTO O ronemM 6poj Ha Bo3una ce npeeesyBaaT Man 6poj Ha
naTHuUm.

= YYeCTBOTO Ha MOMWHATK NaTHUYKM KM CO aBTOMOGWN BO BKYNHUOT KOMHeH coobpakaj Bo
2008 rognHa unsHecysa 74,8%, WTo e 3a 2,3% nomarnky of npetxogHaTa roguHa. TpeHaoT
kaj npeBo30T co aBTObycu e Bo bnaro 3ronemysate 1 Bo 2008 rognHa narHecysawe 22,8%,
AoAeKa XenesHn4knoT coobpakaj, yuyecTsysalle co 2.4%.

©® The indicator monitors the realization of the goal of achieving a balanced shift towards
environmentally friendly transport modes that would provide sustainable transport and
mobility system. Measures and activities need to be taken in order to make a gradual shift
from road to rail transport and to make improvements to public transport. Concerning industry,
it is necessary to decrease the intensity of transport flows by reengineering the production
patterns and work organization, combined with better connections between different transport
modes.

© Data on passenger kilometers are estimated but it is obvious that they have the biggest
share in inland transport, and consequently in pollution, particularly because a small number
of passengers are transported by a great number of cars.

® The share of the number of passenger kilometres performed by passenger cars, recorded
in 2008, amount 74.8% and is lower in comparison with previous year for 2.3%. The trend in
bus transport shows a slight increase and in 2008 participated with 22.8%, while rail transport
participated with 2.4%.
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[patcnopm u moGunHocm
Transport and mobility

CTpyKTypa Ha TOBapHMOT KONHEH coobpakaj
Modal split of freight transport

DedmHnumja: MHavkatopot ce AedmHMpa Kako NPOLEHTYanHO YYeCTBO Ha CEeKoj BUA
TPaHCMOPT BO BKYMHWOT TOBapEH KOMHEH TPAHCMOPT, U3pa3eH BO TOHCKM KUnomeTpm (Tkm).
MHavkaTopoT r1 BkNyvyBa NaTHUOT M XENe3HUYKMOT TPaHCMopT. MaTHUOT TpaHCMopT ce
6asupa Ha cuUTe ABMXEHa Ha BO3WIa pervcTpupanu Bo 3emjara.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the percentage share of each mode of transport
in total inland transport expressed in tonne-kilometres (tkm). It includes transport by road
and rail. Road transport is based on all movements of vehicles registered in the country.

7.2. CTpyKTypa Ha TOBapHMOT KOMHeH coobpakaj
7.2. Modal split of freight transport

% BO BKYMHWOT TOBapeH % in total inland freight
KOMHEH TPaHCMopT, TKM tonne,km
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W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBoj 3a cTaTUCTUKA
Source: State Statistical Office
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[pacnopm u mo6unHocm
Transport and mobility

m [otpebGata of npomeHa Ha BULOT Ha TOBApHWOT coobpakaj e MAEHTUYHa CO OHaa Kaj
naTHWYKMOT coobpakaj. Toa 3Haum M3bop Ha BWA Ha TPaHCMOPT Koj ke 06e36ean MakcMManHo
eukacHo paboTere CO MUHUMATTHW NOCAEAULIM MO XMBOTHATA CpeauHa.

m Bo BkynHWOT TOBapeH TpaHcropT Bo Penybnuka MakenoHuja AOMUHMPa NaTHUOT
TpaHCnopT co y4ecTBo of 84,3% Bo BKyNHWTe ToH-kunomeTpy Bo 2008 roguHa. XKeneaHuukvot
TpaHcnopT yyecTByBa co 15,7% kow, cenak, npeTcTaByBaaT MO3UTMBHO MOMECTYBatbe BO
0AHOC Ha U3MUHATMOT Nepu1oa.

©® The need for change in the mode of freight transport is identical as in passenger transport,
and it means selecting a mode of transport that will provide maximum work efficiency with
minimum consequences for the environment.

©® The dominant mode of transport in the total freight transport in the Republic of Macedonia
is road transport, participating with 84,3% in the total inland freight tonne-kilometres in
2008. Rail transport participates with 15,7%, which is, nevertheless, a positive movement in
comparison with the previous period.
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Bnujaxuja Ha mpascnopmom
Transport impacts

Jlvua 3aruHaTi Bo coobpakajHu Hecpeku
People killed in road accidents

Oedunuumja: 3arnHatnTe Bo coobpakajHu HECpeKU Iy BKIydyBaaT BO3a4nTe U naTHLMUTE
Ha MOTOPHM BO3UNa W BEMOCUMEAM KaKo 1 MeLlauuTe.

Definition: Fatalities caused by road accidents include drivers and passengers of
motorised vehicles and pedal cycles as well as pedestrians.

7.3. Iluua 3armHaTv Bo coobpakajHu HecpeKku, No BO3pacHM rpynu
7.3. People killed in road accidents, by age group
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W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatuctmka
Source: State Statistical Office

m bBpojot Ha 3aruHaTM nuua BO coobpakajHu Hecpeku BO M3MMHATKOT nepuos Genexw
npomeHnuB TpeHa. Hajronem 6poj Ha 3arMHaTu nuua Bo coobpakajuu Hecpeku, og 2003
roguHa Haeamy e 3abenexaH Bo TekoT Ha 2007 rogwHa, 173 nuua. Bo 2008 roguHa
cocTojbata e nogobpeHa, a eAMHCTBEHO € 3ronemeH 6pojoT Ha 3arMHaTh nuua Ha Bo3pacT

Hag 65 roauHuM, OGHOCHO 9 NnLa NoBeke BO OAHOC Ha MPETXO4HATa roguHa.

® The number of people killed in traffic accidents in the recent period shows a fluctuating
trend. The largest number of people killed in accidents, from 2003 onward was recorded in
2007, 173 persons. However, the situation improved in 2008 when there was an increase
only in the number of people aged over 65, 9 persons that are killed in accidents more than
in previous year.
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Crtpareluka yen:

,...-3a4yByBarbe 1 yrnpasyBare CO NPUPOJHNTE pecypcu...”

Strategy objective:

“..Conservation and management of natural resources...”
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Bosep

VioHuHaTa Ha criefHWTE reHepauumu e YCroBeHa ofj NpyUpoaHUTe pecypcu. Tue Mopa fa ce
KopucTaT NpeTnasnuBo, UMajkv NpeaBua feka UM ce NoTpeGHW U Ha WAHWUTE reHepaumu.
Mpupopata 1 o6e3beayBa OCHOBHUTE YCMOBW 3a XMBOT Kako LUTO Ce BofaTa, XpaHata,
noTpeGHUTEe CypoBUHU. CUTE HEraTUBHW MPOMEHW Ha 3anuxUTe Ha MPUPOLHUTE PEcypcH,
Moxebu He Ce MOMeHTarnHa 3akaHa, HO Ha AONT pOK Te He cMeaT Aa Npeau3BUKaaT
HamanyBatbe Ha cnocobHOCTa Ha XMBOTHATa cpeauHa 3a 06e3befyBatbe Ha CyLUTECTBEHUTE
ycnyrn wro v obe3begyBa ekocucTemoT. [pUTUCOKOT Bp3 MpupopHaTa cpeauHa Beke
npugoHece 3a 3Ha4ajHu 3ary6u Bo MHTEH3UTETOT HA CUTE BUIOBU Ha EKOCUCTEMM U yCIyruTe
LUTO TUe My T OBO3MOXYBaaT Ha OMLUTECTBOTO.

3roneMeHata eKOHOMCKA aKTUBHOCT, pa3BOjoT Ha ypGaHuTe CpemvHW U BhMjaHUETO Ha
TpaHCMopTHaTa MHGPACTYKTypa Ce OCHOBHUTE MPUYMHU 3a ryBetbe Ha GMOANBEP3UTETOT.

CaexaTa Bofla € CKanoLeH NpUPOLeH Pecypc KOjITo e JOBEeAeH BO Mpallake U Cropes
KBAnMTETOT W CMOpes KBaHTUTETOT. KnumatckuTe NpOMeHW BhuvjaaT Ha KOMUYECTBOTO
Ha BoJa Kako W Ha momynauujata Ha MWUKPOOPraH3WMM KOM aKTMBHO Y4ecTByBaaT BO
npounCTyBareTo Ha Bogara. [oTpoluyBaykaTa Ha Boja 3a HaBOAHYBaHe AOMONHUTENHO ja
BroLuyBa cocToj6arta co pesepauTe.

UJyMI/ITe, OCBEH CTONaHCKa, Mmaat u beHKLl,VIja Ha 3allTuTa Ha npupoaaTta npeky 3alTuTa Ha
6VIO,ElVIBep3VITeTOT W 3alTuTa og epo3Mja. Tuvie ce o ronema BaxHOCT 3a OAPXIUBMOT pa3Boj
3apagu BJ'IIAjaHVIeTO LUTO ro UMaat Bp3 KnumaTta, pexumoT Ha BOAUTE, NPOU3BOACTBOTO Ha
KMUCNOPOA M KBAaNUTETOT Ha XXMBOTHaTa cpeanHa.

OppXnuBMOT pa3Boj HanoXyBa MeHyBawe Ha OfJHOCUTE NOMely EeKOHOMCKWOT pacT,
noTpoLlyBaykaTa Ha NPUPOAHUTE Pecypcy 1 Co3aaBakeTo Ha otnaj. EkoHomckmoT nopact
mMopa Aa buae npuapyxeH cCo oApXnMBa NoTpoLlyBadka Ha npupoaHute pecypen. OTTyka,
COBECHOTO yrnpaByBake 1 N30erHyBarmeTO Ha NPeKyMepHa ekcnnoartaumja Ha NpupoaHuTe
pecypcu npeTcTaByBa KIyyeH npeamsBuk. 3ronemeHata edukacHOCT Ha pecypcuTe
3HauM HamaneHa ynotpeba Ha HeoGHOBNMBK NpupoaHu pecypeu. Mputoa, ynotpebata Ha
obHoBnMBUTE pecypcy He Tpeba Aa ro HagMMHyBa KanauuTeToT 3a HWBHO OGHOBYBak€.
EcbukacHocTa Ha NpupoaHUTE pecypcu ce peanuanpa v Npeky npomoLmja Ha peLuknupame
1 NOBTOPHA ynoTpeba Ha pecypcuTe, HO 1 MPeKy eko-ednKacH! MHOBaLMK.

TabenuTe 3a cekoe nornasje MoXar ga ce Bugat Bo JJo4aTokoT.
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Introduction

The future of next generations is dependent on natural resources. Natural resources need
to be managed carefully, with a view to guaranteeing their availability for the needs of
future generations. Natural resources provide essential life support functions such as food
and habitats, water storage, as well as the essential raw materials. It may not seem as
an immediate threat, but all current negative changes of natural resources stocks should
not damage the capacity of the environment to continue providing all essential ecosystem
services. The pressure on the natural environment has already led to very significant losses
in virtually all types of ecosystems and the services they offer to human society.

Increased economic activity, urban development and transport infrastructure influence are
the basic reasons for biodiversity loss.

Fresh water is a precious natural resource that has been under pressure both in terms of
quality and quantity. Climate changes influence the water availability and populations of
microorganisms actively participating in water cleanliness. Water consumption for irrigation
aggravates the situation with reserves even further.

Besides production, forests also have a protective function, providing protection of
biodiversity and preventing erosion. Forests are related to sustainable development trough
their positive influence on the climate, the water regime, oxygen production and the quality
of the environment.

Sustainable development calls for a change in the relationship between economic growth,
consumption of natural resources and waste generation. The economic growth must be
accompanied by the sustainable use of natural resources. Hence, it is a key challenge to
manage natural resources properly and to avoid their overexploitation. Increased efficiency in
the use of natural resources means reduced consumption of non-renewable ones. However,
the consumption of renewable resources must not exceed their capacity for renewal. Natural
resources efficiency can be achieved trough recycling and reuse of resources and also
through the promotion of eco-efficient innovations.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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W380pu Ha ceexa 8oda
Freshwater resources

Buoxemucka noTpoluyBayka Ha KMCNOPOA BO pekuTe
Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers

DedmHnumja: MHoukatopotr ce AeduHMpa Kako NpOCeYHa roAWHAa KONMuMHa Ha
Grioxemmcka NOTPOLLYBaYKa Ha K1cnopog Bo pexute (BIK) v npetcTaBysa konmumHa Ha
KuCropoz Koja e HeornxoAHa 3a aepobHMTE MUKPOOPraHU3MK fa v pasnoxar OpraHckuTe
maTepun BO €AvHMLA MPUMEPOK Ha BoAa BO TEKOT Ha MeT AeHa. MHankatopot e mepka
3a KBanUTETOT Ha BOAATa: KONKY € MoHMcka BpedHocta Ha BIK,, Tonky Bopata e
nokBanuTexa.

Definition: This indicator is defined as the mean annual BOD, in rivers. BOD, is a measure
of the amount of biochemical oxygen required by aerobic microorganisms to decompose
organic substances in a water sample over a period of five days. It is a measure of the
quality of water: the lower the value of BOD,, the higher the water quality.

8. Buoxemucka noTpoluyBayka Ha KNCNIOPOA BO peKuTe
8. Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers

5 mMrO,/n mg O,/L
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WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTUCTMKA
Source: State Statistical Office
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380pu Ha caexca 800a
Freshwater resources

= Buoxemuckata noTpoLLyBayka ja NpoLeHyBa BKynHaTa KonW4MHa Ha GuopasrpasyBavku
OpraHcKu MaTtepuu BO CUCTEMOT M BOOBMYAEHO Ce KOpWUCTM 3a yTBpAyBakbe Ha KBanuTeToT
Ha BopaTta. Bucoko HmBo Ha BIK npeTcraByBa pesynTaT Ha OpraHcko 3arapyBare Ha
BoZaTa, NPeAn3BINKaHO Of UCMYLITAHETO HA OTMAAHUTE BOAM OF NPEYNCTUTENHUTE CTaHULK,
WHAYCTPUCKUTE OTNafgHU BOAM W ucTeuHuTe Boau. Bucokuot BIK moxe ga ro Hamamu
GMOMOLLKMOT M XeMUCKUOT KBaNWUTET Ha BofaTa, Aa ro Hamarnu 6uoauBep3nTETOT BO BoaaTa
1 Aa npean3Brka MUKPOBMOIOLLIKO 3arajlyBak€, a CETO OBa Ke Ce 0fipa3u BP3 KBANMTETOT Ha
BoZaTa 3a Nnuerse 1 3a XUrneHa.

m Hajunctute peku umaar BrK, nomano og 1 mrO, /n, a cpeaHo saragenute og 2 mr O,/n
Ao 8 MrO,/n.

m Bo Tekor Ha uaMuHaTMOT nepuon e 3abenexaH nopact Ha BIK, koj mocturHa po
9.3 MrO,/n Bo 2008 roanHa LITO yKaxysa Ha BMCOKa 3arafeHocT. Moce6HO BMCOKO HUMBO Ha
BIK e sabenexaHo kaj LipHa Pexa (10.51 mrO,/n) v kaj Bapaap (9.27 mr O,/n). Bucokoto
HMBO Ha BIK, ce HomkyM Ha HEAOBOMHMOT TpeTMaH Ha yp6aHaTa 1 MHLyCTpUCKaTa oTnagHa
BOZa, Kako 1 HealeKBaTHaTa 3allTuTa Ha BoAeHuTe BaseHu.

® Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) estimates the total amount of biodegradable organic
matter in the system and is commonly used to determine water quality. High BOD is usually a
result of organic pollution, caused by discharges from waste water treatment plants, industrial
effluents, and water run-off. High BOD can result in the reduced chemical and biological
quality of river water, impaired biodiversity of aquatic communities and microbiological
contamination, which can affect the quality of drinking and bathing water.

® The cleanest rivers have a five-day BOD of less than 1 mg/l, while moderately polluted
rivers may have BOD, values ranging from 2 mg/l to 8 mg/l.

® During the assessed period an increase in BOD; in the rivers was observed in Macedonia,
reaching 9.3 mg/l in 2008. Eutrophic status with high BOD, was particularly recorded in the
rivers Crna Reka (10.51 mg/l) and Vardar (9.27 mg/l). This is due to the inefficient treatment of
urban and industrial waste waters in the country and inadequate protection of river basins.
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Crpareluka yesn:

»--AKTUBHa npomoumja Ha OGPX/IMBNOT Pa3Boj BO LEsIoT
cBeT M akTuBHO 0be3begyBame Ha yCornaceHocT Ha
BHaTpeluHaTa u HajBopeLluHata fMonnTUKa Ha Y/IeHKUTE
Ha EBporickaTta yHujata co rrnobasaHuoT OApXKmMB pas3sBoj
n MeryHapogHuTe 06Bpcku..."

».[lpoMouynja Ha KOXEPEHTHOCT Ha MOUTUKMTE Ha
EBporickata yHMja M NOKanHWUTE,  PErMoHanHuTe,
HayuuoHanHuTe u rnobasHnTe akTMBHOCTU CO Len fja ce
0[06pu HUBHNOT MPULOHEC BO OJPX/MBMOT pa3soj”..”

Strategy objective:

“..To actively promote sustainable development worldwide
and ensure that the European Union’s internal and external
policies are consistent with global sustainable development
and its international commitments...”

“..To promote coherence between all European Union
policies and coherence between local, regional, national
and global actions in order to enhance their contribution to
sustainable development...”
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Bosep

no6anHoTo NapTHEPCTBO VMa 3a LieN MPOMOBMpakse Ha 0APKIMBMOT pa3Boj 1 o6e3beaysate
Ha KOH3WCTEHTOCT Ha BHaTpelHaTa U HaaBOpeLLHaTa MonuTUKa Ha 3emjaTa co rnobanHuTe
onpegentu n MefyHapogHUTE 0BBPCKM 3a AOCTUIHYBake Ha OAPXIUBUOT Pa3Boj.

CeeTckata TproBcka opraHusauuja npoMoBupalle TproBcka nubepanusauuja 3a fga ce
VHTEH3MBMPa NOMOLLTA 3a 3eMjuTe BO pa3Boj W GunatepanHuTe TProOBCKM [OTOBOPU Aa ce
peanuanpaart BO paMKuTe Ha OAPXKIMBMOT pa3Boj. YiuTe noBeke, MOCTUrHYBaKETO Ha OBaa
LIen ro MOCTaBW Kako CYLUTUHCKO NMapTHEPCTBOTO NOMErY pasBUEHUTE U 3eMjUTe BO Pa3Boj.
Ha cBeTCKMOT camuT 3a OfpXNWB pas3Boj, 3emMjute ce 0OBp3aa 3a MHTerpauuja Ha Tpute
cTONGOBK - EKOHOMCKMOT M COLMjaNHWOT pasBoj U 3allTuTata Ha OKONWHaTa, Ha JoKarHo,
per1oHanHo, HaUMoHanHo v rnobarHo H1BO.

EdbexTvBHaTa 1 focnenHa nonuTuka Ha chouHaHCKCKka NoMOLL NpeTcTaByBa KOMMEMeHTapeH
HauMH 3a MnpoMmouWja Ha OAPXNMBMOT pas3Boj BO rnobanHu pamku. HepocturoT Ha
KOXEPEHTHOCT M HEeKOHTponupaHa rmobanusaumja BO TproBujata Moxe Aa MMa LUTETHU
nocrneauuy Bp3 rnobanHnte pecypcu. AKo ce NpaBUITHO HaCOYeHU, HaHcKcKaTa NoMoLL v
TproBujata Tpeba Aa NpuaoHecaT 3a OAPXIMBO yNpaByBake €O rnobanHuTe pecypey.

Tprosckata nonuTKa M BOOMLITO pasBojHaTa noNUTUKa MOXe Aa MMaaT LWMPOK CnekTap
Ha nocneauvun Bp3 6e3benHocTa, rmobanHata noTpollyBayka 1 NpoM3BOACTBOTO, Kako U
mynTteparepanHn COLlVIjaJ'IHVI nnu aoroesopu og obnacra Ha eKonoeraTa.

[o6poTo ynpaByBake MOxe Aa ce AedmHMpa Kako NpoLec Ha [OHECYBakE Ha MPaBUMHK
OANYKA U MPOLIECH MPEKYy KoW Ce UMMIeMeHTUpaaT oaJfiykute. Bo ogHOC Ha oppxnmBuoT
pa3Boj, ce UCTakHyBa Aeka A0OpOTO ynpaByBakbe BO pamkuTe Ha cekoja 3emja U Ha
MerfyHapO4HO HUBO € Of CyLUTECTBEHO 3HaYEHE 3a OAPXKMUBMOT Pa3goj.

OTBOpEHOCTa Ha MHCTUTYLIMUTE M y4ECTBOTO Ha CUTE BO NPOLIECOT Ha AOHECYBaH-E Ha OfYKM
ke npuaoHece 3a nogobpyBake Ha KBANUTETOT Ha XUBEEHE U ke ja nokauu goeepbata Ha
rparaHuTe 1 6M3HUC 3aefHULaTa BO NOMUTUYKUTE NpOLiECH.

[ocnegHata nonuTika M edgekTMBHOCTA Ce NpeTnocTaBka feka MoNUTUKATE Ha 3emjaTta
Ce BOCMOCTaBEHU U UMMAEMEHTMPAHN Ha HauvH LWTO ke GuaaT koMnatubunHu v ke aapar
NPUAOHEC BO NOCTUMHYBAH-ETO Ha BKYNHWUTE EKOHOMCKU, COLM]ATHU M €KOMOLLKU Lierni Kou ce
TpuTe cTON6a Ha OAPXKIMBMOT Pa3Boj.

TabenmTe 3a cekoe nornasje MoXar ja ce Bugar Bo [JofaTokor.
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Introduction

The key priorities of the global partnership are the promotion of sustainable development and
ensuring that the countries’ internal and external policies are consistent with global sustainable
development and its international commitments. To achieve this objective efforts are directed
toward increasing the efficiency and level of supplied aid and promotion of sustainability of
trade, which will stimulate labour productivity and global environment managment.

The World Trade Organisation has promoted trade liberarization in order to intensify the
aid for developing countries and bilateral trade agreements to be implemented in the frame
of sustainable development. Moreover, partnership between developed and developing
countries is indispensable for achieving this objective. At the World Summit on Sustainable
Development countries commited themselves to integrating the three pillars of sustainable
development - economic growth, social development and environmental protection - at the
local, regional, national and global level.

Effective and coherent aid policies and sustainable trade are complementary ways of
promoting sustainable development worldwide. A lack of coherence and uncontrolled
globalization of trade could have a detrimental impact on global resources. If adequately
targeted however, financing and trade should contribute to sustainable global resource
management.

Trade policy, and more generally development policy, can have wide-ranging consequences
for security, the social dimension of globalisation, global consumption and production
patterns, and multilateral social and/or environmental agreements.

‘Good governance’ can be defined both as a process of better policy-making and a process
by which better policy decisions are implemented. In the context of sustainable development,
itis stated that ‘good governance within each country and at the international level is essential
for sustainable development’.

Openness of institutions and participation of all in policy-making can contribute to improving
the quality of life and raise the confidence of citizens and businesses in the political
process.

Policy coherence and effectiveness presuppose a guarantee that both national and EU
policies are set up and implemented in such a way that they are compatible with and
contribute to the overall economic, social and environmental objectives, which are the three

pillars of sustainable development.

The tables for each chapter can be seen in the Appendix.
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no6anu3zayuja 6o mpzosujama
Trade globalisation

WN3Bo3 Bo EY 27, no rpynu Ha npon3Boam
Exports in EU 27, by group of products

OedmHnumja: VHavkaTopot ce AedrHMpa Kako BPeAHOCT Ha M3BE3EHUTE CTOKW Ha Nasapute
Bo EBponckata yHuja (EY 27), no oaaentu rpynu Ha npoussoam kou cropes MerfyHapoaHata
CTaHaapoHa TproBcka knacudmkaumja (SITC) pesusuja 3, ce kmacuduumpaHu Kako
3emjogenckv npoussoaun (gen 0 u 1), cypoBUHCKM MaTtepujany (gen 2 u 4), eHepreTcku
npov3soav (aen 3) v uHaycTpucky nponssoav fen 5 oo 8.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the value at market prices of exports in EU 27
countries, broken down by group of products. Agricultural products, raw materials, energy
products and manufactured goods are defined as the products covered by sections 0
and 1, sections 2 and 4, section 3, and sections 5 to 8, respectively, of the standard
international trade classification (SITC) revision 3.

9.1. U3Bo3 Ha Peny6nuka MakegoHuja Bo EY 27, no rpynu Ha nponssoam
9.1. Export of the Republic of Macedonia in EU 27, by group of products
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W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
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no6anusayuja 6o mpzosujama
Trade globalisation

m [lopgatouuTe 3a CTOKOBHaTa pa3meHa nokaxysaaTt Aeka Bo 2008 roguHa, W3BO30OT BO
EY 27 yuyectByBa co 59.5% Bo ogHOC Ha BKyMHWOT M3B03. [pnTOa, HAjroNemMo y4ecTBo BO
13BO30T MMaaT mHAycTpuckute npouseod, 80.2%, Npu LITO HajroneM W3BO3eH NapTHep e
lepmanunja co 27.9%. lNpexpaHbeHuTe npousBoau, nujanauute U TYTYHOT yyecTByBaar
€0 9.4%, npu WTO HajMHory ce u3ee3ysa Bo Ipuwja, 32.7%. CypoBuHUTE yyecTByBaaT co
10.2% BO BKYNHWOT W3BO3 Ha Na3apoT Ha EY 27, a of HUB HajMHory ce u3BesyBa Bo byrapuja
(63.9%).

® Data on commodity exchange show that in 2008, exports in EU 27 participated with 59.5%
in total exports. At 80.2%, industrial products had the biggest share in exports, with Germany
as the biggest export partner with 27.9%. Food products, beverages and tobacco participated
with 9.4%, with Greece having the highest share of 32.7%. The share of raw materials in total
exports in EU 27 was 10.2%, most of which was exported in Bulgaria (63.9%).
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M3ne3HocT Ha napnameHTapuTte n3bopu
Voter turnout in parliamentary elections

0OmeopeHocm u yyecmeo

Openness and participation

DedmHuumja: WHovkatopot ce aeduHupa kako 6poj Ha nuua Kou ro WCKOpUCTUNE
NpaBOTO Ha rnac Ha naprameHTapHuTe W3bopw, BKyYyBajku M1 U OHWE KOM OcTaBune
Mpa3sHO UMW HEBAXKEYKO FMacayko NuBeYe.

Definition: The number of those who cast a vote or ‘turn out’ at an election, including

those who cast blank or invalid votes.

9.2. Og3uB Ha NnapnaMeHTapHUTe U3bopu

9.2. Voter turnout in national parliamentary elections
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W3Bop: [lpxaBHa n3bopHa komucuja
Source: State Election Commission
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meopeHocm u y4ecmeo
Openness and participation

® Mako He nocTon nuHeapeH ogHOC Mery OA3MBOT Ha rnacayunTe 1 4eMOKPaTCKUOT pa3soj,
cenak, OA3MBOT € KNyyeH NoKasaTen Ha y4ecTBOTO Ha rparfaHuTe BO jaBHWUTe paboTu.
MHavkaTopoT e noBp3aH CO [Ba BOAEYKM MPWHLUMMA Ha OAPXKMMBMOT pasBoj, a Toa ce
L,OTBOPEHO M AEMOKPATCKO OMLUTECTBO" U ,BKIy4YEHOCT Ha rparaHuTe”.

m  Op3uBoT Ha napnameHTapHuTe n3bopw, 2008, Bo MakenoHwja nsHecysawe 57.1%.

m  Oa3vBOT Ha HaLUMOHarHUTE NaprameHTapHu n3bopw Bo 3emjute Ha EY 27 KOHTUHyupaHo
ce HamanyBa, Ho, cenak, e Hag 50%.

m Cocrojbata e nouHaksa kaj OA3VBOT Ha E€BPOMNCKUTE MapnameHTapHu u3bopu so 2009
roguHa kage LWTo oA3vBoT ce Aswkelle of 21% o Juteanuja, oo Hag 90% Bo Benrwja u Bo
Jlykcembypr.

@ Although no linear relationship exists between voter turnout and democratic development,
voter turnout is a key aspect of citizens’ participation in public affairs.The indicator is related
to the two renewed sustainable development strategy policy guiding principles ‘open and
democratic society’ and ‘involvement of citizens’.

@ \Voter turnout in the parliamentary elections in Macedonia in 2008 was 57.1%.
® Voter turnout in EU 27 countries is decreasing continuously, but is still above 50%.

® The situation is different concerning the European parliamentary elections held in 2009,
when voter turnout ranged from 21% in Lithuania up to 90% in Belgium.
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ImeopeHocm u y4yecmeo
Openness and participation

Kopuctere Ha e-Bnaga of cTpaHa Ha noeAuHUM
E-government usage by individuals

OecbuHuumja: MpoueHT Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT of 16 fo 74 roguHu kou BO NocnegHuTe
TPU Meceuy KOpUCTene MHTEPHET 3a MHTepakuuja Co ApXaBHUTE OopraHu (Ha mpumep:
pfobuBare Ha UHopMauuu of BeB-CTpaHMUMTE Ha jaBHaTa BRacT, CUMHyBakbe Ha
¢hopmynapu 3a annukaumja, Mcnpakare MononHeTn obpacum), BO OOHOC Ha BKYMHOTO
HaceneHue of ucTara Bo3pacHa rpyna.

Definition: The indicator is defined as the percentage of individuals aged 16 to 74 in the
total population of the same age group, who have used the Internet, in the last 3 months,
for interaction with public authorities (i.e. having used the Internet for one or more of the
following activities: obtaining information from public authorities web sites, downloading
official forms, sending filled in forms).

9.3. KopucTere Ha e-Bnaaa of cTpaHa Ha noeauHUU
9.3. E-government usage by individuals

35%

30%

25% —

20% |

15% —

10% —
0%
2006 2007 2008 2009

- Peny6nuka MakegoHuja” EY 27
Republic of Macedonia” EU 27

" MogatokoT 3a 2007 He e pacronoXms
" Data for 2007 is not available

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatuctuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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meopeHocm u y4ecmeo
Openness and participation

m [peky KOpUCTEHE Ha yCNyruTe Ha e-Bnaja, rparaHnTe MoXe fja umaat norornem npucran
[0 UHbopMaLmm o jaBeH KapakTep LUTO Ke UM OBO3MOXM Aa fobujaT nHdopmaumm of Beb-
CTpaHWuuTe, Aa npe3emaat ouumjanHu JOKYMEHTM, Aa annvmuupaart, Kako U AUPEKTHO Aa
nocTaByBaarT npallama 1 a ro UCKaXyBaaT CBOETO BUIYBak-E.

® Ynotpebata Ha ycnyrute Ha e-Bnaga 6w Tpebanmo Aa ja NOTTMKHYBa OMpeKTHaTa
KOMyHUKaLuja nomery rparfaHuTe U HOCUTENWUTE Ha OANYKW. YYECTBOTO Ha Nuua Ha Bo3pacT
op 16 fo 74 roauHM Ko v KOpUCTene ycnyruTe Ha e-Bnaga ce 3ronemysa u Bo 2009 roguHa
n3Hecysa 12.0%.

® Through the use of e-government, citizens can have greater access to information from
authorities, enabling them to obtain information from their web sites, downloading official
forms, filling and sending applications, directly asking question and to express their view.

® E-government usage should also foster direct communication between citizens and
policy-makers. The share of the population using e-government services is increasing and in
2009 about 12.0% of the individuals aged 16-74 years have used e-government services.
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KowmexcmyaneH undukamop
Contextual indicator

HuBo Ha foBep6a Ha rpafaHuTe BO UHCTUTYLUMTE Ha EY
Level of citizens’ confidence in EU institutions

DedmHunumja: Husoto Ha goBepba Ha rparaHuTe Bo MHCTUTyUmMuTe Ha EY (CoBeToT Ha
EBponckata yHuja, EBponckioT napnameHT u EBponckata komucuja) ce uspasyBa kako
Y4eCTBO Ha MO3UTUBHUTE MUCMEHa (INLa KoU ce u3jacHune aeka umaat goeepba) Bo
opfenHuTe MHCTUTYUMK. MHaukatopoT ce 6asvpa Ha aHketata EBpobapometap Koja
Ce cnpoBegyBa ABanaTtu roguiuHo. Jlosepbara“ He e npeuu3Ho AeduHMpaHa, OAHOCHO
OCTaBeH € NpOCTOop 3a U3pa3yBak-e Ha NHTEPBjyMpaHnTe.

Definition: The level of citizens confidence in EU institutions (European Parliament and
European Commission) is expressed as the share of positive opinions (people who declare
that they tend to trust) about the institutions. The indicator is based on the Eurobarometer,
a survey which is conducted twice a year. Trust is not precisely defined and could leave
some room for interpretation to the interviewees.

9.4. HuBo Ha foBep6a Ha rparaHuTe Ha P. MakegoHMja BO eBPONCKUTE UHCTUTYLIUK
9.4. Level of the R. Macedonia citizens’ confidence in EU institutions
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- EBponcku napnameHT |:| EBponcka komucuja
Europian Parlament Europian comission

D Cosert Ha EBponckara yHuja
Council of the European Union

W3Bop: EBpobapomeTap
Source: Eurobarometer
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OHmeKcmyaneH UHOUKamop
Contextual indicator

m [paranute Ha Penybnuka MakegoHuja, reHepanHo, umaat posepba Bo eBpomnckuTe
nHcTUTyumn. Cnopep aHketata Ha EBpobapomeTtap, cnposefeHa eceHta 2009, gosepbata
e Hajronema Bo pabotata Ha CoeeTtoT Ha EBponckata yHuja - 58.0%, a nogenHaksa e kaj
EBponckara komucuja n EBponckmot napnameHT - 48.0%.

m Bo pawmkute Ha EY 27, Hajronema e poBepbata Bo EBponckvot napnameHt 50.0%, a
Hajmana Bo pabotereto Ha CoseToT Ha EY - 40.0%.

@ Citizens in the Republic of Macedonia, in general, trust the European institutions.
According to the Eurobarometer survey held in autumn 2009, Macedonian citizens have the
most confidence in the Council of the European Union, 58.0%, while the level of confidence
in the European Commission and the European Parliament is the same - 48.0%.

® The citizens of EU 27 countries place the most confidence in the European Parliament,
50.0%, and the least in the Council of the EU, 40.0%.
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1. CoMoeKoHOMCKM pa3Boj
1. Socioeconomic development

1.1. Ctanka Ha nopacT Ha peaneH B no xuTen
1.1. Growth rate of real GDP per inhabitant
%
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Peny6nuka 38 40 -49 16 25 38 39 38 58 Republicof
MakepoHuja Macedonia

EY 27 28 36 17 10 09 20 15 27 25 EU27

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBof 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

1.2.Y4yecTBO Ha MHBECTULMUTE BO OCHOBHU cpeacTsa Bo B[I, no cekropu
1.2.Share of investment in gross fixed capital formation in GDP, by sector
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Peny6nuka 16.2 148 166 167 178 17.0 182 20.2 Republicof

MakegoHuja Macedonia
JaBHu 4.7 4.5 4.6 38 43 4.0 4.8 4.0 Public
Mpuatim 115 104 120 129 135 130 133 16.2 Private

EY 27 206 202 196 194 196 200 207 213 EU27
JaBHu 23 24 2.3 24 24 22 25 2.6 Public

Mpveathn 184 178 173 170 172 17.7 182 187 Private

WU3Bop: fipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

1.3.1 iucnep3auja Ha pervonanuunot BAM, no xuten
1.3.1 Dispersion of regional GDP, per capita
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Peny6nuka 340 380 379 371 384 380 383 39.5 Republicof
MakenoHruja Macedonia
EY 27 .. 320 314 310 335 331 331 .. EU27

W3Bop: fipxaBeH 3aBoj 3a cTatuctuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

138




Nlopatok
Appendix

1.3.2. lucnep3uja Ha permoHanH1oT 6pyTo-gomalueH npoussog, 2006
1.3.2. Dispersion of regional Gross domestic product, 2006

3evja 2006 Country
JlatBuja 46.8 Latvia
EcTtonuja 44.7  Estonia
YHrapuja 424  Hungary
Peny6nuka MakegoHuja 38.3  Republic of Macedonia
Byrapuja 36.7 Bulgaria
Cnosauka 345 Slovakia
lMoncka 344  Poland
Pomatuja 344  Romania
EBponcka YHuja (27 3emjun) 33.1  European Union (27 countries)
XpBarcka 32.6  Croatia
Mpcka 30.9 Ireland
lepmanuja 29.2  Germany
Mpuwmja 28.6 Greece
Benrvja 28.3  Belgium
Benuka bputanuja 27.9  United Kingdom
JlntBaHuja 27.6 Lithuania
Moptyranuja 27.1  Portugal
Peny6nuka Yewka 25.3  Czech Republic
Wranwvja 246 ltaly
AscTpuja 241  Austria
®paHumja 234  France
CrnoBeHuja 224  Slovenia
®uHcka 19.6  Finland
WnaHuja 19.0 Spain
[aHcka 18.6  Denmark
XonaHguja 18.5 Netherlands
LliBeacka 15.3  Sweden
Manta 3.3 Malta

W3Bop: [lpxaser 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

139



Hoparok
Appendix

1.4. Ctanka Ha NpoAyKTUBHOCTA Ha TPYAOT, no yac"
1.4. Growth rate of labour productivity per hour worked"

npeTxogHa roguHa =100 previous year=100
2005 2006 2007
Peny6nuka 3.2 54 6.0 Republic of
MakenoHruja Macedonia
lMpoyeHeT nogaTtok
") Estimated data

WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

1.5. Y4yecTBO Ha TpoluoLuTe 3a MCTpaxyBare 1 pa3Boj Bo BKynHuoT BAMN
1.5. Share of Research and development expenditure in the total GDP
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Peny6nuka 020 020 019 020 0.18 017 0.18 0.16 Republic of
MakenoHnuja Macedonia

EY 27 185 186 187 18 182 182 185 185 EU27

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatuctuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

1.6.1. EHepreTCcka MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha eKOHOMMjaTa

1.6.1. Energy intensity of the economy

krme /1 000 eBpa kgoe/ 1 000 euro
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Penybnuka  689.0 7225 748.4 689.6 639.5 665.0 653.6 641.0 Republic of
MakepnoHuja Macedonia

EY 27 187.4 1879 185.0 187.3 1849 181.5 176.1 169.4 EU 27

W3Bop: fipxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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1.6.2. EHepreTcKa MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha eKOHOMUjaTa, BKynHo noTpe6Ha eHepruja u BAMN
No NOCTOjaHU LieHN

1.6.2. Energy intensity of the economy, gross inland consumption and GDP at
constant price

(2000 =100)
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
EISI Gross inland
notpebHa 105.0 102.6 100.0 96.8 104.6 99.1 99.4 103.5 105.8 109.9 .
f consumption
eHepruja
BAan 91.7 95.6100.0 95.5 96.3 99.0103.0 107.3 111.5 118.1 GDP

ELSLE Total ener
eHepretcka  114.6 107.3 100.0 104.9 108.6 100.1 92.8 96.5 94.9 93.0 . 9y

intensity
VHTEH3MBHOCT

WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

1.7.1. Ctanka Ha Bpa6oTeHOCT Ha Nuua Ha Bo3pacT oA 15 Ao 64 roguHu
1.7.1. Total employment rate of persons aged 15-64
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Penybrmka  40.3 42.6 404 385 36.8 379 39.6 40.7 419 Republic of
MakepoHuja Macedonia
EY 27 622 626 624 626 630 63.6 645 654 659 EU27

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

1.7.2. Ctanka Ha BpaboTeHOCT Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT oA 15-64 roamHm, no non
1.7.2.Total employment rate of persons aged 15-64, by gender
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Maxu 497 50.6 486 456 444 454 483 488 50.7 Men
YKeHn 309 345 320 313 289 301 30.7 323 329 Women

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
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1.8. Ctanka Ha BpaGoTeHOCT cnope/, HUBOTO Ha 0Gpa3oBaHue
1.8. Employment rate, by highest level of education attained

% Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT of 25 fo 64 % of persons aged 25-64

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
MpumapHo 33.0 36.8 326 305 269 289 31.0 30.3 322 Primary

CekyngapHo 58.0 58.7 57.3 554 520 527 548 56.1
Tepuujapo 725 71.8 727 702 732 719 732

58.3 Secondary
71.9 73.1 Tertiary

W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

1.9.1. Cranka Ha HeBpabOTEHOCT Ha nuLa Ha Bo3pacT oA 15 Ao 74 rogukn
1.9.1. Unemployment rate of persons aged 15-74

%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Penybrmka 322 30.5 319 36.7 372 373 36.0 349 33.8 Republicof
MakepnoHuja

Macedonia
EY 27 87 85 89 90 90 89 82 71 7.0 EU27

W3Bop: flpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

1.9.2. Ctanka Ha HeBpaboTeHOCT, No non
1.9.2. Unemployment rate, by gender

%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

305 295 317 37.0 36.7 36.5 353 345 335 Men

Maxu

KeHn 349 320 323 363 378 384 372 355 342 Women

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBOj 3a cTaTUCTUKA
Source: State Statistical Office

142



Nlopatok

Appendix
1.9.3. Ctanka Ha HeBpabOTEHOCT, MO BO3PacHMU rpynu
1.9.3. Unemployment rate, by age group
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
15-24 599 561 584 657 648 626 598 577 564
25-74 274 259 276 321 330 337 325 316 305
W380p: [lpxaseH 33804 3a CTATUCTHKA
Source: State Statistical Office
2. OppxnuB Mofien Ha NOTpoLUYBayKa U NPON3BOACTBO
2. Sustainable consumption and production
2.1. KomyHaneH otnaa no xuten
2.1. Municipal waste, per capita
Kr/ xuten kg/ capita
2008
CosnaneH 349  Generated waste
OpnoxeH Ha genoHuja 260 Landfilled waste

W3Bop: flpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTUCTUKA
Source: State Statistical Office

2.2. BkynHa emucuja Ha CyncTaHLUm WTO Npeau3BUKYBaaT KUCENocCT, N0 CeKTOpU
2.2. Emissions of acidifying substances, by source sector

KT KNCENUHCKN EKBUBAITEHTU

kt acid eqivalent

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
BkynHo 5.0 5.0 5.6 4.3 BS 5.6 4.5 Total
EHeprija 3.1 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.3 Energy
WnaycTpuja n 1.2 1.3 1.7 0.4 1.4 14 0.6 Industry and
rpagexHULLITBO Construction
Coobpakaj 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.3 Transport
OctaHato 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.3 Other

M3Bop: Murucmepcmeo 3a xugomra cpeduHa U MPOCMOPHO NnaHuparbe
Source: Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning
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2.3. EMucmja Ha 030HCKM NpeKypcopu, No CeKTopu
2.3. Emissions of ozone precursors, by source sector

kT NMVOC ekBnBaneHTu

kt NMVOC eqivalents

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
BkynHo 473 512 606 521 883 769 535 Total
EHeprija 151 166 166 16.0 187 188 15.0 Energy
WraycTpuja n 77 102 146 104 190 19.0 10.5 Industry and
rpagexHuULLITBO Construction
Coobpakaj 193 193 237 185 39.6 281 19.3 Transport
OcTaHato 5.1 5.1 5.7 72 1.0 1.0 8.8 Other

M3Bop: MuHuCMeEpcmso 3a xueomHa cpeduHa U MPOCMOPHO MaHUpaHe
Source: Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning

2.4. MotpoluyBayka Ha eNeKTpMYHa eHepruja Bo foMakuHcTBaTa
2.4. Electricity consumption by households

KT MacneHun ekBMBaneHTn

kt oil equivalent

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Peny6nuka 2281 2234 230.6 249.4 249.6 257.0 262.0 261.0 Republic of
MakegoHuja Macedonia
WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
2.5. ®uHanHa eHepreTcka NOTpoLlyBavKa no CeKTopu
2.5. Final energy consumption, by sector
KTME ktoe
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
BkynHo 1606 1423 1780 1593 1600 1679 1702 1799 Total
WnaycTpuja 535 457 438 460 462 562 589 667 Industry
Tpaxcnopt 369 348 376 353 353 350 349 401 Transport
[omakuHcTBa 485 442 452 493 490 487 503 479 Households
3emjomencreo 56 58 32 28 63 36 31 23 Agriculture
[Opyru 161 118 482 259 232 244 230 229 Other
ceKkTopu sectors

W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a CTaTUCTHKa

Source: State Statistical Office
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2.6. Motorisation rate

naTHU4KKM Boauna Ha 1000 xutenu
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cars per 1 000 inhabitants

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Peny6nuka 152 151 148 123 124 119 122 129 Republic of
MakepoHuja Macedonia
EY 27 431 438 443 446 457 466 . EU27
W3Bop: fipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatuctuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
2.7. MNoBpLUMHA NOJ OPraHCKO 3€MjoaencTBO
2.7. Area under organic farming
% on BkynHa K31 % of total UUA
2005 2006 2007 2008
Peny6nuka 0.05 0.09 0.14 0.20 Republic of
MakenoHuja Macedonia

WN3Bop: MuHucmepcmeo 3a 3emjodericmeo, wymapcmeo U 8000CMonNaHCMeo
Source: Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water Economy

3. CounjanHa BKNyyeHoCT

3. Social inclusion

3.1. Ctanka Ha penaTMBHa cMpomaliTuja
3.1. Relative poverty rate

(70% on MepmjanHUTe ekBMBaNEHTHM TpoLLoLm)%

2003 2004 2005 2006

(70% of median equivalent expenditure)%

2007

2008

BkyneH 36upeH 30.2 29.6 30.0 29.8

UHOEKC

W3Bop: [lpxxaBeH 3aB0j 3a CTaTUCTMKA
Source: State Statistical Office

29.4

28.7 Head Count
Index
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3.2. Unpekc Ha gnaGoynHaTa Ha cupomallTujaTa
3.2. Poverty gap index

(70% 00 medujariHume exgusaneHmHU Mpowoyu,)
%

2002 2003 2004 2005

(70% of median equivalent expenditure)

2006 2007 2008

%

Peny6nuka 9.3 9.4 9.4 9.7
MakegoHuja

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

9.9

9.7

9.2

3.3. lluua kou xmBeaT Bo cemejcTBa 6e3 BpaboTeHM, Mo BO3pacHM rpynu
3.3. People living in jobless households, by age group

Republic of
Macedonia

%

Bospact / Age 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
0-17 294 30.8 294 29.1 234
18-59 254 25.0 24.7 242 18.7

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBOj 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office

3.4. BkynHa cTanka Ha JONropoyHa HeBpaboTeHoCT

3.4. Total long-term unemployment rate

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

%

Penybnuka 269 265 27.0 312 317 323 311

MakegoHuja
EY 27 40 39 40 41 42

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatuctuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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3.5. lluua kou paHo ro HanywTaaT o6pa3oBaHMeTo
3.5. Early school-leavers

%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Penybrvka 314 26.8 301 274 257 231 222 19.9 19.6 Republic of
MakegoHuja Macedonia

EY 27 176 176 170 166 161 158 155 151 149 EU27

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

3.6. Nnua co HM30OK cTeneH Ha o6pa3oBaHMe, MO BO3PaCHM rpynu
3.6. Persons with low educational attainment, by age group
%
Bospact 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Age
op 25-64 46.2 446 443 427 414 411 424 395 408 from 25-64

25-34 385 36.7 36.2 361 365 370 381 328 332 25-34
35-44 389 394 376 378 343 349 371 36.3 39.1 3544
45-64 56.2 535 531 505 49.0 475 483 45.7 46.6 45-64
65+ 794 806 780 777 759 779 750 733 741 65+

EY 27 356 351 342 328 316 306 300 292 285 EUZ27
25-64 25-64

W3Bop: fipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

3.7. l'nya BKNy4YeHn BO NPOLIECOT Ha AOXKUBOTHO yueHe
3.7. Lifelong learning
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Peny6nnka 20 22 23 22 23 23 23 28 25 Republicof
MakegoHuja Macedonia
EY 27 71 714 72 85 93 98 97 95 95 EU27

W3Bop: [ipxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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3.8. HuBo Ha noceayBawe Ha KOMNUjyTEPCKU BELUTUHU
3.8. Individuals’ level of computer skills
%
2006 2007 2009

HWUCKO CPEeAHO BUCOKO HUCKO CPEAHO BMCOKO HUCKO CPEAHO BMCOKO
low medium high low medium high low medium high

Penybruka 25.0 100 3.0 248 132 54 220 140 8.0 Republicof
MakegoHuja Macedonia
EY 27 13.0 230 21.0 13.0 240 23.0 140 250 25.0 EU27

W3Bop: flpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatuctuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

3.9. HuBo Ha noceayBatbe Ha MHTEPHET BELUTUHU
3.9. Individuals’ level of Internet skills
%
2006 2007 2009

HUCKO CPEAHO BUCOKO HWUCKO CPEAHO BUCOKO HMCKO CPEAHO BMCOKO
low medium high  low medium high low medium high

Penybrvka 21.0 8.0 1.0 230 120 20 218 13.7 8.3 Republic of
MakenoHnuja Macedonia
EY 27 30.0 19.0 6.0 290 230 80 .. .. EU27

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBog 3a cTatuctuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

3.10.JaBHa noTpoluyBayka 3a 06pa3oBaHMeTO
3.10. Public expenditure on education

% op AN % of GDP
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Peny6nuka 35 36 36 38 36 34 3.5 3.2 Republic of

MakenoHnuja Macedonia
EY 27 47 49 51 5.1 5.1 5.0 .. EU27

WU3Bop: fipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat
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4, lemorpa¢ckn npomeHu
4. Demographic changes

4.1.Ctanka Ha BpaGoTEHOCT Ha NiuLla Ha noronema Bo3pacT
4.1. Employment rate of older workers
% Ha nuua Ha Bo3pacT of 55 no 64 % of persons aged 55-64
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
BkynHo  26.2 27.7 258 285 245 262 279 288 31.7 Total
Masxu 394 403 374 395 356 360 39.0 386 43.0 Men
XeHu 140 162 147 182 1441 17.0 175 196 211 Women

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBOj 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office

4.2.0yeKyBaHa [AOMKMHA Ha XUBOTOT Ha 65 roguHu, no non
4.2. Life expectancy at age 65, by gender

roaMHU year
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Maxn 13.0 13.1 13.1 13.2 13.3 13.2 13.3 133 134 135 134 13,5 Men

Xenn 150 15.0 151 15.0 1562 152 152 153 153 157 152 154 Women

WU3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTaTucTMKa
Source: State Statistical Office

4.3. Ctanka Ha epTunuret
4.3. Total fertility rate

6poj Ha xmMBOpoaeHU dela / xeHa number of children per woman
1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Penybrmka 1.95 1.68 155 159 154 152 1.46 146 1.46 1.47 Republic of
MakenoHruja Macedonia

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatuctmka
Source: State Statistical Office
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4.4. Cango Ha HagBOpELHU MUrpaLun
4.4. Total net international migration

6poj Ha nuua number of persons
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Penybnuka 809 977 1027 682 1116 1001 712 191 466 987 25 Republic of

MakegoHuja Macedonia
W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatuctmka
Source: State Statistical Office

4.5. CTanka Ha cTapocHa 3aBUCHOCT
4.5. Old-age-dependency ratio
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Penybrvka 145 151 154 156 157 159 16.0 16.1 16.2 Republic of
MakegoHuja Macedonia
EY 27 232 235 238 241 243 246 249 252 253 EU27

WU3Bop: fipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTuka, Eypocrar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

5.JaBHO 3ApaBCTBO
5. Public health

5.1. O4yeKyBaHa AOMKUHA HA XXUBOTOT NpW paratbe, No non
5.1. Life expectancy at birth, by gender

roavHM years
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Maxu 70.3 70.3 70.3 70.4 70.9 709 70.6 709 71.5 716 71.7 72.0 Men
XKenn 748 747 745 753 753 76.1 756 757 758 759 76.2 76.1 Women

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBoj 3a CTaTUCTHKA
Source: State Statistical Office
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5.2. CTanka Ha CMPTHOCT Of4 XPOHU4HU GonecTun
5.2. Death rate due to chronic diseases
Ha 100 000 nuua per 100 000 persons

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Bkynho 159.7 160.5 160.3 165.7 161.6 155.0 171.9 159.9 160.4 Total

Maxu 1922 2021 206.3 207.5 201.0 1941 2153 195.0 198.6 Men
Kewn 1264 117.7 1127 1226 1209 1145 127.0 123.6 120.8 Women

W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBoj 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office

5.3. Ctanka Ha camoy6ucTBa, No BO3pacHU rpynu
5.3. Suicide death rate, by age group

Ha 100 000 nvua per 100 000 persons
B°A3320T 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Peryoruka 1519 24 30 12 30 24 25 19 19 38 penpjcof
Makenohja 50.54 61 133 127 93 106 126 139 165 10,0 Macedonia
1519 57 53 56 50 51 48 49 48 .

EV 27 EU 27
50-54 17.7 181 19.9 18.7 187 186 182 16.8

W3Bop: Eypoctar

Source: Eurostat

5.4.1. Ctanka Ha camoy6ucTBa, Maxu, No Bo3pacT
5.4.1. Suicide death rate, by age group, males

B°:SZ‘CT 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
1519 12 23 24 12 35 24 24 24 37
Maxu Men

50-54 125 204 177 141 16.7 193 188 27.0 127

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

151



Hoparok
Appendix

5.4.2. Ctanka Ha camoy6u1cTBa, XeHu, No Bo3pacT
5.4.2. Suicide death rate, by age group, females
Ha 100 000 nuua per 100 000 persons

BO:SZCT 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
wouy 1519 37 37 00 50 12 25 13 13 39
50-54 - 65 78 46 45 60 88 58 73

WU3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

6. Knumarcku npomenu n eHepruja

6. Climate change and energy

6.1. EMucHja Ha cTakneHW4Kn racoBu, NO CEKTOpU
6.1. Greenhouse gas emissions, by sector

MUAMOHN ToHn CO, eKBUBANEHTM million tonnes CO, equivalent
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

BkynHo 12.6 12.2 12.3 11.9 12,5 13.1 12.7 12.3 12.4 12.5 Total

EHepruja 91 88 89 86 92 99 97 92 94 9.8 Energy

WHpyctpuckn 0.8 0.7 0.8 08 09 09 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.8 Industrial

npouecu Processes

3emjogen- 19 19 18 17 16 15 14 14 13 1.1 Agriculture

CTBO

OTtnag 08 08 08 08 08 08 08 08 0.8 0.8 Waste

M3Bop: MuHucmepcmeo 3a usomHa cpeduHa U MPOCMOPHO MaHupare
Source: Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning

6.2. YyecTBO Ha OOHOBNMBaTa BO BKynHaTa noTpebHa eHepruja
6.2. Share of renewables in gross inland energy consumption
%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

BkynHo 11.9 8.4 78 1.0 113 102 109 7.8 Total
Xugpo 3.6 2.0 2.3 4.3 4.6 45 4.8 2.9 Hydro
Buomaca 7.7 5.6 5.1 6.2 6.2 5.4 5.7 4.6 Biomass

[eoTepmanHa 0.6 0.9 04 0.5 04 0.4 04 0.3 Geothermal

W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
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6.3. EHepreTcka 3aBMCHOCT
6.3. Energy dependency

%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Peny6nuka 399 378 514 376 419 436 452 48.3 Republic of
MakepoHuja Macedonia
W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office
6.4. BkynHa notpe6GHa eHepruja no BUAOBU ropmsa
6.4. Gross inland energy consumption, by fuel
KTMe ktoe
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

BkynHo 2766 2677 2892 2740 2748 2863 2925 3039 Total
Liepcturopmsa 1406 1553 1352 1415 1385 1459 1419 1461 Solid fuels
Hadra 967 790 1173 876 895 912 968 1042 Oil
lMpupoaeH rac 54 71 74 65 57 62 66 85 Natural gas
Enektpuyna 10 37 68 82 101 137 154 214 Electricity
eHeprvja
Erepruja op 329 226 225 302 310 293 318 237 Renewable
06HOBNMBM energy
13BOpU sources

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBoj 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office

6.5. EnekTpuyHa eHepruja o o6HOBNUBM pecypcu
6.5. Electricity generated from renewable sources

% of GpyTo-MoTpoLLyBaykaTa Ha eHepruja

% of gross energy consumption

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Peny6nuka 16.9 92 1.0 179 189 175 187 11.2 Republic of
MakegoHuja Macedonia
EY 27 138 144 129 129 139 140 146 156 EU27

W3Bop: flpxaBeH 3aB0j 3a cTaTUCTUKA
Source: State Statistical Office
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7. 0ApXAMB TpaHCopT
7. Sustainable transport

7.1. Y4eCcTBO Ha NaTHMYKUOT TPAHCMOPT BO BKYMHMOT KOMHEH coobpakaj

7.1. Modal split of passenger transport

%, NATHUYKN KNTOMETPU
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

%, passenger km
2008

MatHnukm 813 792 757 769 764 765 771 74.8 Passenger
asTomobunu cars”
ABTOGYCU 16.6 194 230 216 220 215 209 228 Buses
XKenesnuua 21 14 1.3 1.5 1.6 2.0 2.0 2.4 All trains
" [MpoyeHeT nogaTok
" Estimated data
W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBoj 3a cTaTUCTUKa
Source: State Statistical Office
7.2. CTpyKTypa Ha TOBapHMOT KOMHEH coobpakaj
7.2. Modal split of freight transport
% BO BK. TOBapeH KOMHEH TPaHCMOPT, TKM % in total inland freight tonne, km
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Xenesnmukn 131 129 77 64 74 87 6.9 115 157 Railroad
Matex 869 871 923 936 926 913 93.1 885 84.3 Road

W3Bop: [lpxaBeH 3aBoj 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

7.3. Nnua 3aruHaTv Bo coobpakajHu Hecpeku, N0 BO3pacHM rpynu
7.3. People killed in road accidents, by age group

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

2006 2007 2008

Bkynno/ Total 187 216 162 107 176 118 155 143

18-24 19 32 19 32 30 16 13 22
25-64 18 110 92 48 101 70 9% 77
65 + 29 43 29 "1 23 19 26 31

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

154

140 173 162
14 25 19
86 100 95
32 26 35



Hopartok
Appendix

8. Buoxemucka noTpoulyBayka Ha Kucnopon Bo pekute
8. Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers
mr O,/n mg O,/L
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Penybrvuka 3.66 5.06 9.06 8.83 6.26 8.73 8.69 7.79 8.08 9.29 Republic of
MakegoHuja Macedonia

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatucTmka
Source: State Statistical Office

9.1. U3Bo3 Ha Peny6nuka MakegoHuja Bo EY 27, no rpynu Ha npoussoam
9.1. Export of the Republic of Macedonia in EU 27, by group of products

BO MUIIMOHW eBpa in million euro
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

XpaHa, 712 702 776 766 91.2 130.5 150.9 157.5 149.6 Food,

nujanaum n beverages

TYTYH and tobacco

CypoBuHM 31.8 215 218 251 259 399 732 103.7 163.8 Raw material
EnepreTcku 25 22 08 206 27 29 146 22 3.6 Energy

npou3Boau products
WHpyctpuckn 597.9 596.9 556.8 587.0 688.8 760.5 935.9 1353.4 1281.8 Manufactured
npon3soan products

W3Bop: [ipxaBeH 3aBog 3a cTatuctmka
Source: State Statistical Office

9.2. Og3uB Ha NapnamMeHTapHUTe U3bopu
9.2. Voter turnout in national parliamentary elections
%
1998 2002 2006 2008

Peny6nuka 50.5 74.6 56.0 57.1 Republic of
MakenoHuja Macedonia

W3Bop: fipxaBHa n3bopHa komucuja
Source: State Election Commission
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9.3. KopucTere Ha e-Bnaaa of cTpaHa Ha noeauHUU
9.3. E-government usage by individuals

%

2006 2007 2008 2009
Peny6nnka 15 8 12 Republic of
MakegoHuja Macedonia
EY - 27 24 30 28 29 EU 27

W3Bop: [lpxaseH 3aBoj 3a cTatucTuka, Eypoctar
Source: State Statistical Office, Eurostat

9.4. HuBo Ha foBep6a Ha rparaHuTe Ha P. MakegoHMja BO eBPONCKUTE UHCTUTYLIUM
9.4. Level of the R. Macedonia citizens’ confidence in EU institutions

2007 2008 2009

%

EBponcku napnamerT 57 48 48 Europian Parlament
EBponcka komucuja 53 45 48 Europian comission
CoBeT Ha EBponckara yHuja 52 45 58 Council of the European Union

W3sop: EBpobapomeTap
Source: Eurobarometer
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