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Annex 1 - SPPM Country Profiles



Annex 1. SPPM Country Profiles

The attached Country Profiles sheets provide for all Member States a snapshot of progress
towards the national 2020 poverty and social exclusion target, trends in the main social indicators
for each country, and the main, priority social challenges and good social outcomes identified for
each country.

Notes:

1. Definitions of variables are provided in the “Definitions and data sources” section at the end of
the main report.



NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 380,000 by 2020 (EU-SILC
2018), compared to 2010 (EU-SILC 2008).

Source: National Reform Programme (2018)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Belgium
2500
w - i * B, L
LY
-
LY
-5
2000 By
“'\
v
2 M
o
i 1500
P
[-]
»
=
=
3 ”f”’-’-—_‘_—"’.——‘“‘.\‘
=
3 1000 —
—
=
)(WH’%\”-: —————
500
0 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 2154 2145 2235 2271 2356 2286 2339 2536 2535 2296 1814
AROP 1554 1545 1566 1657 1667 1652 1704 1649 1745 1798
(quast] jobless HHs 967 1021 1053 1152 1170 1180 1244 1267 1243 1142
SMD 585 555 628 615 687 561 650 540 623 577 566
AROPE to Target 2296 1,814
e AROPE —i— AROP il [quasi-) jobless HHs i 511 D = == AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii)) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

! Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017

20.8 20.2 20.8 21.0 21.6 20.8 21.2 211 20.7 20.3 n.a. -0.4pp | -0.5pp
14.7 14.6 14.6 15.3 15.3 15.1 15.5 14.9 15.5 15.9 n.a. 04pp | L2Zpp 169 | -0d4pp | 0.3pp
10046 10501 10399 10895 11038 11738 11755 11953 12801 12566 n.a. 0.4% 7.2% n.a. n.a. n.a.
5.6 5.2 5.9 5.7 6.3 5.1 5.9 5.8 5.5 5.1 5.0 -04pp | -0.5pp 6.6 -08pp | -1.9pp
1.7 12.3 12.7 13.8 13.9 14.0 14.6 14.9 14.6 13.5 n.a. -1dpp | Le8pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 0.3pp
17.2 18.1 18.0 18.6 18.7 19.2 18.8 17.4 19.4 17.7 n.a. -1.7pp | 0.5pp 241 | -09pp
9.0 8.2 9.3 8.0 9.9 8.7 9.5 9.8 10.0 10.8 n.a. 0.8pp | L8pp 11.2 0.3 pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.4 12.3 13.3 11.7 n.a. -1.6pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
4.1 3.9 3.9 3.9 4.0 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 n.a. 0.0% -73% 5.1 -1.9% 2.0%
21.3 20.5 23.2 23.3 22.8 219 23.2 23.3 21.6 22.0 n.a. 0.4pp | 0.7pp 24.9 -1.5pp | -L6pp
45.6 45.3 45.3 45.0 44.8 42.6 43.6 44.2 41.1 39.5 n.a. 34.0 0.8pp -0.7pp
54.7 57.6 55.4 62.9 60.4 60.7 62.2 58.5 65.5 70.4 n.a. 60.8 0.9pp -
4.7 4.5 4.4 4.1 4.5 4.4 4.8 4.5 a7 5.0 n.a. 03pp | 03pp 9.5 -01pp | LOpp
3.3 3.5 4.0 3.5 3.4 3.9 4.3 44 4.0 3.5 2.9 -0.6pp | -0.4pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
12.0 111 11.9 12.3 12.0 11.0 9.8 10.1 8.3 8.9 8.6 -03pp | -34pp 10.6 0.0pp | 4dpp
6.0 7.1 7.3 6.0 6.2 7.3 7.0 6.6 5.7 5.4 4.7 -0.7pp | -1.3pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
10.1 1.1 10.9 11.8 12.3 12.7 12.0 12.2 9.9 9.3 8.2 -01pp | -0.9pp 0.5 | -04pp | -04pp
345 35.3 37.3 38.7 39.5 41.7 42.7 44.0 45.4 43.3 50.3 20pp | 158pp 58.7 16pp | 13.3pp
229 23.1 21.0 216 21.2 19.5 17.3 16.2 16.4 17.1 n.a. 07pp | -52pp 18.1 0o0pp | -52pp
0.74 0.74 0.75 0.74 0.74 0.76 0.77 0.79 0.76 0.79 n.a. 3.9% 6.8% 0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.45 0.45 0.46 0.44 0.46 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.48 0.50 n.a. 4.2% 11.1% 0.58 0.0 % 18.4%
0.5 0.6 0.4 15 1.7 13 25 24 24 2.1 n.a. -0.3pp n.a. 17 -09pp | -1.3pp
10.4 10.6 10.4 9.8 10.6 10.8 11.0 11.2 10.3 10.4 n.a. n.a. 0% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
10.4 10.3 9.7 10.3 11.0 10.9 11.0 11.0 11.4 11.7 n.a. n.a. 12.5% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 32.7 335 35.2 34.3 344 35.2 33.0 304 n.a. -2.6pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
12.5 8.7 8.9 10.6 11.0 9.6 10.4 9.4 9.5 9.1 n.a. -0.4pp | 3.4pp 10.4 -0.7pp | 0.1pp
2.4 2.1 -1.0 -1.0 -0.1 0.3 0.7 0.1 1.2 1.4 n.a. 1.4% 3.8% n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. For BE, major break in 2011 in the self-reported unmet need for medical examination ("n.a." shown for the period compared to 2008).
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

BELGIUM 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The share of people (aged 0-59) living
in (quasi-)jobless households is
significantly higher than the EU
average and their at-risk of poverty
rate is higher than the EU average.

Social inclusion of persons with
disabilities is weak.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

Housing deprivation for children (0-
17) is worse than the EU average.

The share of children (aged 0-17)
living in (quasi-)jobless households is
significantly higher than the EU
average.

Children from disadvantaged
backgrounds face inequalities of
opportunity.

At-risk-of poverty rate of
children living in household at
work (0.55<WI<=1) is
significantly lower than the EU
average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

At-risk of poverty rate for working
age population is around EU average
but shows a significant negative
development.

The social security system does not
formally cover the self-employed
for unemployment and accidents at
work and occupational diseases.

In-work poverty (18-64) for
women is significantly lower
than the EU average.

The relative median poverty
risk gap (18-64) is below the
EU average and shows positive
development.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The median relative income is worse
than the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

There are inequalities in health access
and outcomes by socio-economic
status.

The gap in unmet need for medical
care between the first and fifth income
quintile is worse than the EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.



INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Belgium EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 14.6 14.9 14.6 135 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
ﬁg;r;:l;(ﬁzsoverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless 62.2 58.5 65.5 70.4 58.1 59.1 60.0 60.8
Housing deprivation (0-17) 26.0 27.7 29.4 274 222 21.6 221 17.2
Children (aged 0-17) living in (quasi-)jobless households 13.0 13.8 13.0 12.7 9.9 9.4 9.3 8.2
At-risk-of poverty rate (aged 18-64) - total 14.2 13.7 14.7 15.0 17.1 17.1 17.0 16.5
Median relative income of elderly people (65+) 0.77 0.79 0.76 0.79 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.92
Gap unmet need med care Q1-Q5 7.6 6.9 7.6 6.8 4.9 4.0 3.9 2.5

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
At-risk-of poverty rate of children living in household at work
(0.55<WI<=1) 5.0 3.7 34 3.4 8.6 8.1 8.4 8.2
In-work poverty (18-64) - women 15.0 14.9 15.8 15.8 17.3 17.3 17.3 16.9
Relative median poverty risk gap (18-64) 21.7 19.8 21.2 19.5 26.9 27.2 27.9 26.9




NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people living in poverty by 260,000 people by 2020 (EU-SILC 2018),
compared to the base value from EU-SILC 2008.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 3421 3511 3719 3683 3621 3493 2909 2982 2850 2767 2315
AROP 1632 1657 1564 1672 1559 1528 1578 1586 1639 1665 1551 1372
(quask) jobless HHs| 470 399 453 623 676 695 540 607 618 571 456
SMD 3151 3184 3458 3277 3242 3129 2399 2468 2285 2136 1474
AROP to Target 1551 1372
i A ROPE il AROP === (quasi-) jobless HHs i S D === AROP to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: ) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate; AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year. (i)
For BG there is a major break in 2014 in the time series for the EU-SILC based material deprivation variables, and consequently major
breaks in SMD and AROPE in 2014.

2 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

207 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017

46.2 49.2 49.1 49.3 48.0 40.1 413 404 38.9 328 | -15pp | na 24 | -11pp | -13pp
21.8 20.7 222 212 21.0 218 22.0 229 23.4 220 | ospp | 20pp 169 | -04pp | 03pp
3436 3531 3499 3418 3540 4052 4129 4045 4516 4343 | 155% | 37.0% n.a. n.a. n.a.
419 45.7 43.6 a1 43.0 3.1 34.2 319 30.0 209 | -19pp | na 66 | -0.9pp | -19pp
6.9 8.0 11.0 125 13.0 121 116 119 111 9.0 | -0.8pp | 3.0pp 95 | -1.0pp | 03pp
27.4 29.6 29.4 314 30.9 3.2 30.3 304 30.5 269 | o1pp - 241 | -09pp

10.7 16.4 16.9 12.9 134 16.5 16.2 15.3 15.9 159 | 06pp | na 112 | 03pp

n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 52.4 50.6 47.9 4.4 343 | -35pp | na 137 | -20pp | na.
5.9 5.9 6.5 6.1 6.6 6.8 7.1 7.7 8.2 5.1 -19% | 20%
47.3 49.8 518 52.3 515 45.2 43.7 45.6 416 249 | -15pp | -16pp
17.4 23.6 19.0 18.1 213 20.1 225 17.9 19.9 340 | o8pp | -0.7pp

78.8 76.2 757 715 720 67.7 754 71.6 738

7.5 7.7 8.2 7.4 7.2 9.3 7.8 11.6 10.0 95 | -01pp | 1.0pp
3.0 a7 6.3 6.8 74 6.9 5.6 a5 3.4 3.0 | -04pp | o1pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
14.7 12,6 1.8 125 125 129 12.4 13.8 127 127 | 0.0pp | 21pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
48 6.8 7.4 85 8.4 6.5 5.6 a1 3.4 3.0 | -04pp | -08pp 63 | -0.7pp | -0.7pp
19.5 21.0 21.8 215 216 20.2 19.3 18.2 15.3 15.0 | -0.3pp | 24pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
6.1 a9 416 157 474 50.0 53.0 545 58.2 607 | 25pp | 14.7pp 587 | 16pp | 13.3pp
66.0 63.9 611 59.1 57.6 47.8 518 259 489 451 -7.9pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.63 0.74 0.72 0.74 0.76 0.82 0.71 0.80 0.71 0.75 7.6% 092 | -11% | 82%
0.34 0.43 0.41 0.42 0.39 0.44 0.41 0.45 037 0.41 8.8% 058 | 00% | 184%
10.3 10.5 9.3 8.3 8.9 5.6 4.7 2.8 21 19 | -0.7pp |-13.2pp 17 | -09pp | -L3pp
85 8.9 8.6 8.7 8.7 8.7 8.7 9.2 8.4 n.a. na. | -45% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.3 9.9 9.7 9.5 9.9 9.6 9.5 10.1 9.2 n.a. na. | -21% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 67.0 64.5 618 63.7 526 54.1 55.9 57.0 294 292 | -08pp | na
7.0 5.9 8.7 14.5 14.3 12.9 14.8 207 18.9 17.9 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
25 0.7 3.4 EX] 41 0.7 2.8 46 4.8 n.a. n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. Major break in the time series in 2014 for the material deprivation indicators, so for SMD and AROPE no changes shown compared to 2008.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

BULGARIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The risk of poverty or social exclusion is
significantly above the EU average for all age
groups.

The severe material deprivation rate (4+ items)
is significantly worse than the EU average,
including for working age adults and children.

Poverty and social exclusion in particular
among people with disabilities, Roma, and those
living in rural areas remains very high, and
income inequality is growing.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The relative median poverty risk gap and the
material and social deprivation rate for children
are both significantly above the EU average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The in-work poverty rate for men is around the
EU average, but shows a significant negative
development.

The adequacy, coverage and take-up of social
assistance remain limited. The social security
system does not cover all workers such as self-
employed and seasonal workers.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The aggregate replacement ratio is significantly
worse than the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

Life expectancy, potential years of life lost and
amenable mortality are significantly worse than
the EU average, with some positive
development for women.

The unmet need for medical care due to distance
(showing significant positive development) and

the gap in unmet need for medical care between

Q1 and Q5 are worse than the EU average.

The demand for long-term care services is
increasing. Public expenditure on healthcare
remains low.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not
only those included in the tables in this Country Profile.




INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOsS ASSESSMENT

Bulgaria EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion - total 40.1 41.3 40.4 38.9 24.4 238 235 224
Severe material deprivation rate (4+ items) - total 33.1 34.2 319 30.0 8.9 8.1 75 6.6
S80/S20 6.8 7.1 7.7 8.2 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
Relative median poverty risk gap (0-17) 43.4 37.8 429 428 25.9 26.0 26.1 24.3
Material and social deprivation for children (0-17) 52.3 51.1 48.7 44.6 21.9 19.8 18.3 155
In-work poverty (18-64) - men 9.8 8.3 13.2 11.3 9.9 10.2 10.1 9.8
Aggregate replacement ratio (excluding other social benefits) 0.44 0.41 0.45 0.37 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
Life expectancy at birth (T) 745 747 749 748 | 809 8.6 810 809
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 16.0 16.0 16.2 16.1 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Potential years of life lost (T) 6748 6492 3694 3692
Amenable mortality 289.7 2823 1262 1271
Unmet need med care - distance 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Gap unmet need med care Q1-Q5 9.4 9.8 5.4 5.3 4.9 4.0 3.9 25




NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of persons at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 100,000 by 2020,
compared to 2008.

Source: National Reform Programme (2018)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION
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ARCPE 1566 1448 1485 1598 1580 1508 1532 1444 1375 1267 1264
AROP 925 B85 936 1022 990 BE6 1002 1006 1001 S48 996
[quask) jobless HHs. 581 482 520 531 536 541 591 529 515 423 347
SMD 696 635 544 541 683 679 695 577 457 387 293
AROPEto Target 1264 1466
—4—AROPE —8—AROP ——(quasi-) jobless HHs == SMD + AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: ) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, ii) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

3 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017*  2016to 2008 to
2017+ 2017*

14.0 14.4 15.3 15.4 14.6 14.8 14.0 13.3 12.2 122 | -Lipp | -3.1pp 24 | -1dpp | -l3pp
8.6 9.0 9.8 9.6 8.6 9.7 9.7 9.7 9.1 96 | -0.6pp | 0.1pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
5666 5796 3993 6188 6481 8654 08991 7487 7579 7394 4.0% 13.0% n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.1 6.2 6.1 6.6 6.6 6.7 5.6 4.8 3.7 28 | -lLlpp | -31pp 6.6 | -0.9pp | -19pp
6.0 6.4 6.6 6.8 6.9 7.6 6.8 6.7 5.5 45 | L2pp | 17pp 95 | -Lopp | 03pp
18.8 211 17.2 19.1 16.6 18.0 19.2 19.5 16.6 150 | -29pp | -19pp 241 | -09pp
3.7 5.5 42 4.3 a1 34 45 4.3 a4 6.3 0lpp | 05pp 1.2 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 124 106 8.9 7.8 6.0 -Llpp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
3.5 35 3.5 3.5 3.4 3.5 3.5 35 3.4 33 -29% 0.0% 51 -1.9% 2.0%
17.2 18.9 20.0 18.8 16.4 19.5 18.5 17.4 14.2 132 | -3.2pp | -44pp 249 | -15pp | -16pp
52.0 50.3 45.6 455 43.2 3.6 423 0.5 424 385 | Lapp 340 | 08pp | 0.7pp
57.0 376 58.3 4.6 335 67.1 65.6 70.6 64.8 61.7 -5.8pp 60.8 09pp -
3.2 3.7 a1 4.6 a1 3.6 4.0 3.8 3.6 35 | -0.2pp | oopp 95 | -0app | LOpp
2.0 3.0 27 3.0 3.0 27 24 1.7 1.0 0.7 | -0.3pp | -15pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
5.4 4.9 49 5.5 5.4 5.5 6.2 6.6 6.7 62 | -05pp | nEpp 106 | 0.0pp | 41pp
5.3 5.7 5.4 6.1 6.0 5.1 4.1 34 25 20 | -05pp | -11pp 63 | -0.7pp | -0.7pp
85 2.3 8.3 8.9 9.1 8.1 7.5 7.0 6.3 56 | -0.7pp | L1pp 105 | -D4pp | -D4pp
46.8 26.5 47.7 493 51.6 54.0 55.5 58.5 62.1 651 | 3.0pp | 17.5pp 587 | 1.6pp | 13.3pp
11.7 10.1 10.7 10.8 10.4 10.7 10.9 10.1 126 15.6 0.1pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.78 0.82 0.82 0.84 0.85 0.84 0.81 0.79 0.76 0.74 -3.8% 0.92 -1.1% 32%
0.51 0.54 0.53 0.55 0.56 0.55 0.51 0.50 0.51 0.50 20% 0.0% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
0.6 1.0 11 1.0 1.0 11 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.3 | -0.2pp | -0.2pp 17 | -09pp | -13pp
8.1 8.3 8.4 8.3 8.3 8.5 8.0 8.4 7.6 n.a. n.a. 13% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
8.5 8.8 8.7 8.9 8.9 9.3 8.6 8.9 8.5 n.a. n.a. 3.7% 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 20.6 223 24.0 231 23.8 216 211 22.2 23.8 - n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
8.9 9.7 9.5 10.0 1.7 10.5 10.4 9.5 87 7.8 | -0.8pp | -41pp 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
2.0 0.4 -1.5 -L2 -0.7 2.9 4.1 33 L8 n.a. 1.8% 11.6% n.a. L2 3.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. *For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
CZECH REPUBLIC 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing
poverty and social
exclusion through
inclusive labour
markets, adequate
and sustainable
social protection and
high quality services

Increased social exclusion is
concentrated in certain regions of
the country.

There is a high and increasing
personal indebtedness of certain
socio-economic groups.

The risk of poverty or social
exclusion is significantly lower
than the EU average.

The relative median poverty risk
gap and persistent at-risk-of-
poverty rates are significantly
better than the EU average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The relative median poverty risk
gap (0-17) is around the EU
average, but presents some negative
development.

The share of children at-risk-of
poverty or social exclusion (aged
0-17) is significantly better than
the EU average.

The at-risk-of poverty rate of
children living in household at
work (0.2<WI1<=0.55) is
significantly better than the EU
average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The rate of in work poverty is
significantly better than the EU
average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The aggregate replacement ratio is
around the EU average, but shows
significantly negative development.

The relative median poverty risk
gap is significantly better than
the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

Life expectancy at 65 and
preventable mortality are worse than
the EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Czech Republic EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Relative median poverty risk gap (0-17) 20.1 24.9 25.9 225 25.9 26.0 26.1 24.3
Aggregate replacement ratio (excl other social benefits) 0.55 0.51 0.5 0.51 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 18.1 17.8 18.3 18.1 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Preventable mortality 266.6  284.7 2139 216.3

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
People at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion - total 14.8 14.0 13.3 12.2 24.4 23.8 235 22.4
Relative median poverty risk gap 18.0 19.2 19.5 16.6 24.6 24.8 25.0 241
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 3.4 4.5 4.3 4.4 10.3 10.9 11.0 113
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 19.5 18.5 17.4 14.2 27.8 27.1 26.4 24.9
At-risk-of poverty rate of children living in household at work
(0.2<WI<=0.55) 14.2 20.0 14.3 12.3 322 345 338 34.0
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 3.6 4.0 3.8 3.6 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4
Relative median poverty risk gap (65+) 7.3 9.0 10.2 7.6 16.7 16.5 16.8 16.7
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of persons living in households with low work intensity by 22,000 by 2020

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Denmark
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE BBY 962 1007 969 965 1025 1006 999 951 ‘980 1011
AROP 643 716 728 665 662 (H 678 G686 675 04 736
(quask) jobles HHs 347 360 433 432 415 484 485 470 437 405 464
SMD 107 124 145 128 149 202 181 206 148 177 198
(quask)jobless HHsto target 464 525
e AROPE il ARCOIP =gl quasi-} jobless HHs ——— S T (quasi-)jobless HHs to target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households; SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year, i)
Breaks in time series for the period 2008-2016, mainly between 2010 and 2011, which affect indicators related to incomes and to a lesser
degree variables highly correlated with incomes.;

4 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017+ 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017

16.3 17.6 18.3 17.6 17.5 18.3 17.9 17.7 16.8 172 17.6 0.4pp n.a. 224 -l1lpp | -13pp
1.8 13.1 13.3 12.1 12.0 11.9 121 12.2 11.9 124 128 | 05pp n.a. 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
10561 10751 10770 11510 11537 11846 11992 12231 12813 12567 12874 2.3% n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
2.0 2.3 2.7 2.3 2.7 1.6 3.2 3.7 2.6 3.1 3.4 05pp | 1ipp 66 | -089pp | -1.9pp
8.5 X} 10.6 10.5 10.2 11.9 122 116 10.7 10.0 112 | -0.7pp | 15pp 95 | -10pp | 0.3pp
18.0 184 216 20.5 19.5 23.5 18.5 220 20.8 2.7 20.0 0.9 pp n.a. 24.1 -0.9pp
4.9 2.7 6.3 6.4 3.7 5.1 5.3 4.3 7.2 3.5 n.a. -L7pp n.a. 11.2 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 6.6 75 6.1 73 79 L2pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
3.6 4.6 44 4.0 3.9 4.0 4.1 4.1 41 4.1 4.2 0.0% n.a. 5.1 -19% 2.0%
12.7 14.0 151 15.7 14.9 154 14.5 15.7 13.9 14.5 152 | 0.6pp n.a. 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
57.6 58.0 54.3 56.6 56.2 57.2 55.0 52.7 52.2 51.0 467 | -12pp | na 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
4L5 43.8 44.4 39.5 38.6 40.4 43.8 44.6 48.0 504 56.1 24pp n.a. 60.8 0.9pp -
5.0 5.9 6.3 6.3 5.3 5.4 a3 5.1 5.3 5.4 6.1 0.1pp n.a. 95 | -0dpp | L0pp
0.5 0.6 15 1.8 21 1.8 17 1.7 1.4 1.3 1.1 -0.2pp | 0Gpp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
125 11.3 11.0 9.6 9.1 8.0 7.8 7.8 7.2 8.8 10.2 10.6 00pp | 41pp
3.8 8.4 5.4 9.6 9.1 8.1 7.8 6.7 79 7.0 3.9 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
4.3 5.4 6.0 6.3 6.6 6.0 5.8 6.2 5.8 7.0 6.8 10.5 -0.4pp | -04pp
58.4 58.2 584 59.5 60.8 61.7 63.2 64.7 67.8 68.9 0.7 | Lepp | 12.3pp 587 | Lepp | 13.3pp
18.6 206 184 14.6 13.2 10.8 10.8 9.9 9.2 9.5 9.4 0.3pp n.a. 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.70 0.71 0 0.74 0.75 0.76 0.78 0.77 0.75 0.77 0.78 2.7% n.a. 0.92 -1.1% B8.2%
041 0.42 0.44 0.43 0.42 0.44 0.45 0.45 0.47 0.48 0.49 21% n.a. 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
0.6 15 1.1 0.9 13 1.3 14 13 1.3 1.0 13 | -0.3pp | D4pp 17 | -09pp | -13pp
12.0 11.3 11.8 124 10.6 116 1.0 11.0 115 1.1 n.a. n.a. - 9.6 n.a. n.a.
12.4 121 12.8 13.0 129 12.7 12.8 119 119 12.0 n.a. n.a. -3.2% 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 27.2 244 239 25.3 26.0 248 243 24.9 235 0.6pp n.a. 25.2 -0.8pp n.a.
17.1 4.2 219 18.5 16.7 17.9 15.6 15.1 151 15.7 147 | 06pp n.a. 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
-0.5 0.9 33 11 -0.2 11 0.7 3.9 4.5 2.1 n.a. 21% 185% n.a. 12 3.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. However, breaks in series for the period 2008-2017 which mainly affect EU-SILC based indicators related to incomes and to a lesser degree variables highly
correlated with incomes, so "n.a." shown for the period compared to 2008 for these.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

DENMARK 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The severe material deprivation rate
(4+ items) is significantly better than
the EU average, but shows some
negative development.

The relative median poverty risk gap is
around the EU average but shows
significantly negative development
(compared with the low level in 2014),
especially for children.

Housing cost overburden is worse than
the EU average.

People with a migrant background are
at a higher risk of poverty or social
exclusion.

The persistent at-risk-of-poverty
rate is significantly better than
the EU average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The share of children at risk of
poverty or social exclusion and
the at-risk-of poverty rate of
children are significantly better
than the EU average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

In-work poverty (18-64) for
women is significantly better
than the EU average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The housing cost overburden for the
elderly is significantly worse than the
EU average and shows a significantly
negative development.

The relative median poverty risk
gap is significantly better than
the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

Healthy life years at birth for women
are worse than the EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Denmark EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Severe material deprivation rate (4+ items) - total 3.2 3.7 2.6 3.1 8.9 8.1 75 6.6
Relative median poverty risk gap 18.5 22.0 20.8 21.7 24.6 24.8 25.0 24.1
Housing cost overburden 15.6 15.1 15.1 15.7 11.6 114 111 10.4
Housing cost overburden (65+) 18.1 18.6 18.8 21.5 10.6 10.4 10.5 10.1
Healthy life years at birth (W) 61.4 57.6 60.3 61.8 63.3 64.2

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 5.3 4.3 7.2 5.5 10.3 10.9 11.0 11.3
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 145 15.7 13.9 145 27.8 27.1 26.4 24.9
At-risk-of poverty rate of children (aged 0-17) 9.2 10.4 9.4 10.0 21.1 21.2 21.0 20.2
In-work poverty (18-64) - women 4.6 3.9 5.0 43 9.1 8.7 9.0 9.0
Relative median poverty risk gap (65+) 8.3 5.4 5.7 7.3 16.7 16.5 16.8 16.7
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL

EXCLUSION

annual average in 2008.

Reduce the number of long-term unemployed by 320,000 by 2020, measured against the

Source: National Reform Programme (2015)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF

POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION
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Source: Eurostat (LFS)

5> Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017¢ 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017*

20.0 19.7 19.9 19.6 20.3 20.6 20.0 19.7 19.0 na. | -0.7pp | -11pp 24 | -11pp | -13pp
155 15.6 15.8 16.1 16.1 16.7 16.7 16.5 16.1 na. | -04pp | 09pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
10770 10544 11037 11525 11687 11530 12219 12691 12750 n.a. 2.6% 6.1% n.a. n.a. n.a.
5.4 45 5.3 49 5.4 5.0 4.4 3.7 3.4 3.4 -0.3pp | -21pp 6.6 -0.9pp | -1.9pp
10.9 1.2 11.2 9.9 9.9 10.0 9.8 9.6 87 na. | -0.9pp | -3.0pp 95 | -L0pp | 0.3pp
215 0.7 214 11 204 23.2 22.0 0.7 20.9 n.a. 0.2pp | -13pp M1 | -09pp
81 9.1 10.4 104 10.6 9.5 113 10.5 11.6 n.a. Llpp - 11.2 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.0 10.9 9.4 8.1 n.a. -l3pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
4.5 45 4.5 4.3 4.6 5.1 4.8 4.6 4.5 n.a. -2.2% -6.2% 5.1 -1.9% 20%
204 ni 19.9 18.4 19.4 19.6 185 19.3 18.0 na. | -L3pp | -21pp 49 | -15pp | -16pp
5.7 355 37.1 3.7 34.0 33.2 335 34.8 33.2 na. | -Lépp | -40pp 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
67.2 67.3 68.7 68.5 63.7 65.0 68.9 66.8 68.5 n.a. L7pp | 43pp 60.8 | 0.9pp -
6.8 7.1 7.7 7.7 8.6 9.9 9.6 9.5 9.0 na | -0.5pp - 9.5 -0.1pp | 1.0pp
35 3.3 28 24 23 22 2.0 17 16 14 | -0.2pp | -25pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
111 11.8 1L6 10.5 9.8 9.5 10.1 10.3 10.1 103 | 02pp | -15pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
5.8 5.0 45 41 4.0 3.9 3.5 3.5 34 31 | -03pp | -24pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
8.8 8.3 7.5 7.1 6.3 6.4 6.2 6.7 6.3 59 | -0.4pp | -25pp 105 | -D4pp | -04pp
56.1 57.8 60.0 61.6 63.6 65.6 66.2 68.6 70.1 714 | 13pp | 17.7pp 587 | 1.6pp | 13.3pp
16.0 14.8 15.3 15.8 16.0 17.4 17.2 18.3 17.7 na. | -0.6pp | 22pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.88 0.89 0.90 0.88 0.89 0.90 0.87 0.84 0.85 n.a. 1.2% -2.3% 0.92 -L1% 8.2%
0.47 0.49 0.51 0.47 0.47 0.45 0.46 0.46 0.46 n.a. 0.0% 45% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
2.1 18 17 16 16 16 0.5 0.3 0.3 na. | 0.0pp | -19pp 17 | -09pp | -13pp
6.5 6.9 6.7 6.7 7.0 6.8 114 115 n.a. n.a. n.a. 825% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
6.7 71 73 6.9 7.0 6.7 123 124 n.a. n.a. n.a. 85.1% 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 247 26.1 26.3 27.6 279 3.8 32.7 3L5 n.a. -1.2pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
n.a. 14.5 16.1 16.6 16.4 15.9 156 15.8 14.5 na. | -Lipp | na 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
-0.4 0.4 10 11 0.5 17 2.0 23 19 n.a. 19% 11.1% n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008
refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

GERMANY 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty and
social exclusion through
inclusive labour markets,
adequate and sustainable
social protection and high
quality services

There is room to improve social
inclusion of persons with
disabilities in society.

There is a significant regional
dimension of poverty and social
exclusion.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty —
tackling child poverty

Children from disadvantaged
backgrounds (low skilled, often
migrant background) face
inequalities of opportunity.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in working
age

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and living
conditions of the elderly

The aggregate replacement ratio
is worse than the EU average; so
is housing cost overburden,
although this is improving.

Housing deprivation is around
the EU average but show a
negative development.

5. Health & LTC

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States
is based on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment
Framework tool, not only those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Germany EU 28
Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Aggregate replacement ratio (excluding other social benefits) 0.45 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
Housing cost overburden (65+) 22.0 20.5 22.7 20.0 10.6 104 10.5 10.1
Housing deprivation (65+) 8.3 8.0 8.7 8.8 1.8 17.0 16.6 14.2

21



NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduction of the at risk of poverty rate after social transfers to 15%, equivalent to an absolute
decrease by 36,248 persons

Source: National Reform Programme (2014)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Estonia
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 291 312 289 307 311 313 338 315 318 305
AROP 258 262 211 232 233 248 285 281 283 274 223
(quast) jobless HHs 55 58 92 102 93 BE 74 64 56 56
SMD 65 B3 113 115 124 100 Bl 58 61 53 45
AROP to Target 274 223
e AROPE il AROP === (quasi-} jobless HHs et S D === AROPto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year, iij)
Major breaks in series in 2014 for variables from EU-SILC due to implementation of a new methodology based on the use of
administrative files..

6 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017

234 2.7 23.1 234 235 26.0 24.2 244 23.4 na | -LOpp | na. 24 | -11pp | -13pp
19.7 15.8 17.5 17.5 18.6 21.8 216 2.7 21.0 na | -0.7pp | na. 169 | -D4pp | 0.3pp
4861 4448 44591 4734 5164 3545 6259 7120 7501 n.a. 17% n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.2 9.0 8.7 9.4 7.6 6.2 45 a7 a1 38 | -06pp | na 66 | -089pp | -1.9pp
5.6 9.0 10.0 9.1 3.4 7.6 6.6 5.8 5.8 n.a. 0.0 pp n.a. 95 | -10pp | 0.3pp
17.0 232 260 238 215 220 21.0 205 20.7 n.a. 0.2pp n.a. 241 -0.9pp
12.9 9.9 10.5 12.0 9.3 11.2 131 13.5 16.1 n.a. 2.6pp n.a. 11.2 0.3 pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 13.3 9.9 7.7 10.0 n.a. - n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
5.0 5.0 5.3 5.4 5.5 6.5 6.2 5.6 5.4 n.a. -3.6% n.a. 5.1 -1.9% 20%
245 24.0 2.8 224 22.3 23.8 225 .32 18.8 na. | -24pp | na 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
239 36.5 29.7 29.4 26.3 23.2 2.3 249 27.3 n.a. 2.4pp n.a. 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
735 69.9 72.8 73.0 784 70.9 772 78.1 7.9 n.a. -6.2pp n.a. 60.8 0.9pp -
8.3 6.7 8.2 85 7.7 1.8 10.3 9.9 9.7 na. | -0.2pp | na 95 | -0dpp | Lopp
3.7 7.6 7.1 5.5 3.8 3.3 24 21 19 1.3 -0.6pp | -0.4pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
13.5 11.0 10.6 103 9.7 12.0 12.2 10.9 10.8 1.3 | 05pp | -27pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
10.7 124 9.0 8.5 7.4 5.9 55 5.8 5.6 5.6 00pp | 0.7pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
14.5 14.0 116 12.2 113 1.7 10.8 9.1 9.4 9.8 04pp | Llpp 105 | -D4pp | -0.4pp
60.3 53.8 57.5 60.5 62.6 64.0 64.5 65.2 68.1 639 | 0.8pp | 6.6pp 587 | L6pp | 13.3pp
5.6 19.0 17.0 1.8 28.0 35.0 37.0 a4 420 n.a. 0.6pp n.a. 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.66 0.73 0.75 0.72 0.69 0.63 0.62 0.60 0.59 n.a. -1L.7% n.a. 0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.52 0.55 0.54 0.50 0.50 047 0.43 0.45 045 n.a. 0.0% n.a. 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
43 a3 7.3 8.3 8.4 113 12.7 15.3 1.8 na. | -35pp | na 1.7 | -09pp | -13pp
3.6 5.3 3.6 34 5.1 4.9 3.3 5.3 3.7 n.a. n.a. n.a. 9.6 n.a. n.a.
34 5.3 3.7 3.5 5.7 6.0 3.3 7.0 6.1 n.a. n.a. n.a. 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 285 30.9 336 344 37.5 36.7 394 387 n.a. -0.7pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
4.4 6.0 7.4 7.9 7.2 8.3 6.3 4.9 43 na. | -0lpp | na 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
-8.9 -4.0 3.0 31 2.5 4.4 4.4 3.8 3.9 n.a. 3.9% 11.3% n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. Major break in series in 2014 for variables in EU-SILC due to implementation of a new methodology based on the use of administrative files. Hence change in EU-
SILC variables compared to 2008 not shown.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

ESTONIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The at-risk-of-poverty rate is
higher than the EU average.

The share of women (aged 0-59)
living in jobless households is
significantly better than the EU
average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The share of children (aged 0-
17) living in (quasi-)jobless
households is significantly
better than the EU average and
their poverty rate shows some
positive developments.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The at-risk of poverty rate for
population living in (quasi-
)jobless households is
significantly worse than the EU
average.

The labour market participation
of the persons with disabilities
remains a challenge.

Housing cost overburden (18-
64) is better than the EU
average and shows significantly
positive development.

The impact of social transfers in
reducing poverty for the
working age population is
increasing significantly®.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

Among the elderly, the at-risk-of-
poverty or social exclusion rate
and the median relative income
and are significantly worse than
the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

Healthy life years are
significantly worse than the EU
average, especially for men.

Self-reported unmet need for
medical care (in particular unmet
need due to waiting time) is
significantly worse than the EU
average, while the number of
Estonians in the lowest income
quintile reporting unmet needs is
around the EU average but shows
significantly negative
development.

The long-term care system lacks
a comprehensive policy
framework that would allow
integrated care provision.

Life expectancy at birth and at
65 is worse than the EU
average, but have significantly
improved from 2014-2017.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).

INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Estonia EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 21.8 21.6 21.7 21.0 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless
households (18-59) 70.7 76.9 77.6 71.9 55.6 56.0 57.0 57.8
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (aged 65+) - total 35.0 37.0 414 42.0 17.8 17.4 18.2 18.2
Median relative income of elderly people (65+) 0.63 0.62 0.6 0.59 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.92
Healthy life years at birth (M) 53.2 53.8 54.4 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at 65 (M) 4.9 53 55 8.6 9.4 9.8
Unmet need med care (costs, waiting or distance) 11.3 12.7 15.3 11.8 3.6 3.2 25 17
Unmet need med care - waiting 10.1 11.3 135 10.5 11 1.0 0.8 0.7
Gap unmet need med care Q1-Q5 2.6 4.8 5.6 4.3 4.9 4.0 3.9 25

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - women 6.5 5.9 5.0 4.8 11.7 11.2 11.0 9.9
At-risk-of poverty rate of children living in household at work
(0.2<WI<=0.55) 30.0 29,5 29.6 221 322 345 33.8 34.0
Housing cost overburden (18-64) 9.1 7.1 55 5.4 12.1 11.8 11.6 10.7
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing
working age poverty (18-64) 25.7 26.3 29.6 325 34.7 345 341 348
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing working age
poverty (18-64) 374 37.6 40.6 43.0 50.3 49.7 49.4 49.4
Life expectancy at birth (T) 77.4 78.0 78.0 78.4 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 18.4 18.6 18.7 18.7 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
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IRELAND’

NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

The Irish contribution to the Europe 2020 poverty target is to reduce by a minimum of 200,000
the population in ‘combined poverty’ (i.e. at-risk-of-poverty or basic deprivation).

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE EUROPE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION
OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

2,000 40.0%
1,800 35.0%
1,600
30.0%
1,400 -
Baseline
25.0%
@ 1,200 1337 .
E Target
= 1,000 20.0%
=
g
A 800 15.0%
=
'E 600
10.0%
400
5.0%
200 ’
o 0.0%
2010|2011 (2012 | 2013|2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
wm@em|E combined poverty ('000s) |1,412(1,542(1,637|1,732(1,719|1,5539(1,381|1,332 1,212
IE combined poverty % 31.0%533.6%{35. 737 9% 37 49533 TH{29. 2327 B

Source: Irish National Reform Programme 2019 (based on SILC data)

7 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017 2016t0 2008 to
2017+ 2017*

23.7 5.7 27.3 29.4 30.3 299 27.7 26.0 244 22.7 na. | -17pp | -10pp 24 | -11pp | -13pp
155 15.0 15.2 15.2 16.6 15.7 16.4 16.3 16.8 15.6 na. | -12pp | 0.1pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
10801 10386 10102 9995 9962 10035 9939 10622 11038 10812 n.a. 1.7% -3.9% n.a. n.a. n.a.
5.5 6.1 5.7 7.8 9.8 9.9 84 7.5 6.5 5.2 na. | -L3pp | -0.3pp 6.6 | -0.9pp | -1.9pp
13.7 200 229 2.2 23.4 239 210 19.2 17.8 16.2 na. | -Lépp | 25pp 95 | -Lopp | 03pp
17.7 16.2 155 17.5 200 17.5 18.9 185 18.5 18.3 na. | -0.2pp | 0Epp 241 | -09pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. 8.8 13.2 9.1 10.7 9.4 10.8 9.3 na. | -Lspp | na 1.2 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 19.8 19.3 16.3 141 n.a. -2.2pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0 pp n.a.
4.4 4.2 4.7 4.6 4.8 4.7 4.9 4.5 44 4.6 n.a. - 45% 5.1 -1.9% 2.0%
26.6 314 341 3.1 335 344 304 8.8 27.3 25.2 na. | -21pp | -14pp 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
544 60.0 61.9 616 58.0 59.0 55.8 55.0 514 52.6 n.a. Lipp | -18pp 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
46.6 46.0 43.1 43.3 50.0 47.1 524 4.1 61.8 59.1 n.a. -2.7pp - 60.8 0.9pp -
6.3 4.9 5.5 5.3 5.6 5.0 5.4 4.8 5.1 5.2 na. | 0.1pp | -11pp 95 | -0.1pp | 1.0pp
17 35 6.9 8.8 9.2 8.0 6.6 5.3 4.2 3.0 21 | -09pp | 04pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
11.7 11.8 11.9 111 9.9 8.7 6.7 6.8 6.0 5.0 5.0 0.0pp | -6.7pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
8.9 14.7 15.2 15.2 155 13.3 113 9.6 8.5 6.7 64 | -0.3pp | -25pp 6.3 -0.7pp | 0.7pp
13.9 18.3 19.4 19.1 19.2 16.4 15.3 14.3 12,6 10.9 101 | -08pp | -3.8pp 105 | -D4pp | -D4pp
53.8 51.2 50.2 50.1 49.3 51.2 52.6 55.4 56.8 58.4 60.4 | 2.0pp | 6.6pp 587 | Lepp | 13.3pp
225 17.9 11.3 13.8 15.2 13.7 13.9 165 18.1 16.2 na. | -Lapp | -63pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.74 0.78 0.85 0.86 0.86 0.91 0.89 0.87 0.85 0.84 n.a. -1.2% 13.5% 0.92 -11% 8.2%
0.49 0.48 0.47 0.43 0.42 0.37 0.38 0.38 0.35 0.33 n.a. - 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
1.8 2.0 21 2.2 3.4 3.3 3.7 28 25 28 n.a. 03pp | L0pp 17 | -09pp | -1.3pp
9.3 10.2 109 10.9 109 109 114 114 120 n.a. n.a. n.a. 29.0% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
10.3 10.5 111 118 12.2 121 12.3 12.0 13.2 n.a. n.a. n.a. 28.2% 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 34.9 384 40.9 35.6 40.5 40.3 411 38.1 n.a. -3.0pp n.a. 23.2 -0.8pp n.a.
3.3 4.0 4.9 6.1 6.3 4.6 6.2 4.6 4.6 a5 na. | -0.1pp | 1.2pp 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
4.6 -0.5 -14 -5.4 16 -L7 0.4 44 4.2 4.4 n.a. 44% 5.6% n.a. L2 2.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008
refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
IRELAND 2019

Social policy area Key social challenge Good social outcome

The at-risk-of poverty rate for
population living in (quasi-)jobless

1. Preventing households is higher than the EU
poverty and social average, but shows significantly
exclusion through positive development.

inclusive labour

markets, adequate The housing deprivation rate is around
and sustainable the EU average but shows negative
social protection development and there are severe

and high quality shortages in housing supply and
services social housing.

Homelessness is on the rise.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The at-risk-of-poverty rate for
population living in (quasi-)jobless
households for working age
population is around the EU average,
but shows some negative The in-work poverty (18-
development. 64) rate of women is
significantly better than
The share of adults (aged 18-59) not the EU average.

students living in (quasi-)jobless
households is higher than the EU
average, but shows significant positive
development.

3. Active inclusion
— tackling poverty in
working age

4. Elderly poverty/

d The aggregate replacement ratio is The relative median
adequate income Lo . .
and livin significantly below the EU average poverty risk gap is
ving and shows a significant negative significantly better than
conditions of the
elderly development. the EU average.

The number of people in the lowest
income quintile reporting reporting
unmet needs for medical care is
around the EU average, but shows
significantly negative development.
5. Health & LTC
Unequal access and a comparatively
costly health system compounded with
the overall process of ageing makes
the need for a statutory long term care
system reform pressing.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Ireland EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 21.0 19.2 18.2 16.2 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
Housing Deprivation 17.8 17.0 16.5 16.8 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless
households (18-59) 49.3 51.6 57.0 57.1 55.6 56.0 57.0 57.8
Adults (aged 18-59) not students living in (quasi-)jobless
households 20.8 18.9 174 154 11.7 111 10.9 10.0
Aggregate replacement ratio (excluding other social benefits) 0.38 0.38 0.35 0.33 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
Gap unmet need med care Q1-Q5 2.1 2.0 3.1 3.9 4.9 4.0 3.9 25

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
In-work poverty (18-64) - women 51 4.1 4.8 4.4 9.1 8.7 9.0 9.0
Relative median poverty risk gap (65+) 30.5 11.8 111 7.6 16.7 16.5 16.8 16.7
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL

EXCLUSION

figure in 2008.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 450,000 by 2020, compared to the

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF

POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Greece
4500 -
4000 - . N
N ¢ ~—
'g. 3500 -+ -
g
= \\
o 3000 - -~
2 “
= LY
2 2500 -
-]
i
-
2000 -
1500 -+
1000 -
S00
]
2008 2000 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 3046 3007 3031 3403 3795 3004 3885 3820 3789 3702 2506
AROP 2187 2149 2205 2349 2536 2529 2384 2293 2256 2151
[quask) jobless HHs E11 539 619 o978 1158 1466 1357 1309 1330 1198
SEMD 1213 1198 1269 1667 2141 2223 2322 2377 2388 2241 1762
AROPEtoTarget 3702 2596
s ARCPE =l AROP = (quasi-) jobless HHs i S D === AROPE to Target

Note: ) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

8 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017+ 2017*
224 -11pp | -13pp
16.9 -04pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.6 -0.9pp | -1.9pp
95 | -Lopp | 03pp
241 | -09pp
1.2 | 03pp
137 | -20pp | na.
5.1 -19% 2.0%
249 -15pp | -1.6pp
34.0 08pp | -0.7pp
60.8 09pp -
8.5 -0.1pp | 1L0pp
29 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
10.6 0.0pp | 4lpp
6.3 -0.7pp | 0.7pp
105 | -D4pp | -D4pp
587 | Lepp | 13.3pp
181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.92 -11% 8.2%
0.58 0.0% 18.4%
17 -09pp | -13pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
5.4 n.a. n.a.
23.2 -0.8pp n.a.
10.4 -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. L2 2.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017

and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
GREECE 2019

Social policy area Key social challenge Good social outcome

The risk of poverty or social
exclusion and all subcomponents are
significantly worse than the EU

1. Preventing poverty average, in particular for working
and social exclusion age population and children.
through inclusive

labour markets, Housing cost overburden is worse
adequate and than the EU average (for all age
sustainable social groups) but shows significantly
protection and high positive development.

quality services
Material and social deprivation is
significantly worse than the EU
average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty
— tackling child poverty

In-work poverty is worse than the
EU average, significantly worse for
men.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in

working age Labour market activation of social

benefits recipients is insufficient.

The median relative
income of elderly is better
than EU average and there
has been positive
developments.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of the
elderly

Access to affordable primary care is
insufficient. Unmet need for medical
care (in particular due to costs and
distance) and the gap in unmet need
between the bottom and the top
income quintile are significantly

5 Health & LTC worse than the EU average.

The overall volume of antibiotics
prescribed is excessive.

Access to long-term care for
financial and geographical reasons
is insufficient.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Greece EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion - total 36.0 35.7 35.6 34.8 24.4 23.8 235 224
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 22.1 214 21.2 20.2 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
Severe material deprivation rate (4+ items) - total 21.5 22.2 224 21.1 8.9 8.1 75 6.6
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 17.2 16.8 17.2 15.6 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
Housing cost overburden 44.9 455 40.5 39.6 11.6 11.4 111 10.4
Material and social deprivation - total 374 37.7 35.6 35.1 19.3 17.2 15.7 13.7
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 13.2 13.4 14.0 12.8 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4
In-work poverty (18-64) - men 15.4 15.1 15.2 14.9 9.9 10.2 10.1 9.8
Unmet need med care (costs, waiting or distance) 10.9 12.3 13.1 10.0 3.6 3.2 25 1.7
Unmet need med care - cost 9.7 10.9 12.0 8.2 2.4 2.0 1.6 1.0
Unmet need med care - distance 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Gap unmet need med care Q1-Q5 16.0 14.3 34.2 15.6 4.9 4.0 3.9 2.5
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 1,400,000-1,500,000.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Spain
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]
=}
£ 6000
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o
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 | Target
AROPE 10786 | 11336 | 12029 | 12363 | 12628 | 12630 | 13402 | 13175 | 12827 | 12236 9286
AROP 997 9347 | 9551 9550 9656 9425 | 10218 | 10178 | 10269 | 9950
{quast) jobless HHs| 2349 2730 3897 4810 5137 5604 6036 5426 5128 4445
SMD 1625 2066 2264 2100 2708 2862 3246 2964 2659 2364
AROPE to Target 12236 9286
4= AROPE = AROP ~e— (quasi-) jobless HHs i SV D === AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate; AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; VLWI - share of population living in (quasi-)jobless households,
ie. very low work intensity households; SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty rate (AROP), the income
reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and Ireland (12 months preceding
the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI) refers to the income reference
year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

° Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017*  2017*
224 -1.1pp | -1.3pp
16.9 -0.4pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.6 -0.9pp | -19pp
8.5 -10pp | 03pp
24.1 -0.9 pp
11.2 0.3pp
13.7 -2.0pp n.a
5.1 -1.9% 2.0%
24.9 -1.5pp | -L6pp
34.0 02pp | -0.7pp
60.8 0.9pp -
8.5 -0.1pp 1.opp
2.9 -0.5pp | 03pp
10.6 0.0pp -4.1pp
6.3 -0.7pp | 0.7pp
10.5 -0.4pp | -0.4pp
58.7 16pp | 13.3pp
18.1 0.0pp -5.2pp
0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.58 0.0 % 18.4%
1.7 -0.9pp | -13pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.4 n.a. n.a.
292 | -0.8pp n.a
104 -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017

and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

SPAIN 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive labour
markets, adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The at-risk-of poverty rate is higher than
the EU average and the relative median
poverty risk gap is significantly higher
than the EU average.

The share of people living in (quasi-)
jobless households is worse than the EU
average, but shows a significantly
positive development.

The S80/S20 share ratio is worse than the
EU average and the inter-quintile S50/S20
share ratio is significantly worse than the
EU average.

The gap between the risk of
poverty or social exclusion
for persons with and
without disabilities is one
of the lowest in the EU.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty
— tackling child poverty

The at-risk of poverty rate for children is
significantly above the EU average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The share of people at risk of poverty or
social exclusion and the at-risk-of poverty
rate is worse than the EU average, as well
as the relative median poverty risk gap
(18-64).

The long-term unemployment rate is
significantly above the EU average, but
shows a significantly positive
development.

The rate of in-work poverty (18-64) is
higher than the EU average.

National income guarantee schemes
remains fragmented, while regional
minimum income schemes present large
disparities across regions.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of the
elderly

The aggregate replacement
ratio is above the EU
average and shows positive
developments.

5. Health & LTC

The provision of long-term care services
presents geographical disparities.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Spain EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 22.2 221 22.3 21.6 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
Relative median poverty risk gap 31.6 33.8 314 324 24.6 24.8 25.0 24.1
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 17.1 15.4 14.9 12.8 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
S80/S20 6.8 6.9 6.6 6.6 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
Interquintile share ratios S50/S20 4.4 4.4 4.2 4.3 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.7
At-risk-of poverty rate of children (aged 0-17) 30.5 29.6 29.7 28.3 21.1 21.2 21.0 20.2
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (18-64) 31.8 31.2 30.4 28.2 25.4 24.7 24.2 23.0
At-risk-of poverty rate (aged 18-64) - total 22.9 22.8 22.9 21.7 17.1 17.1 17.0 16.5
Relative median poverty risk gap (18-64) 33.0 35.0 33.2 33.1 26.9 27.2 27.9 26.9
Rate of long-term unemployment (as % active population) - total 12.9 11.4 9.5 7.7 5.0 45 4.0 34
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 12.6 13.2 13.1 13.1 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Aggregate replacement ratio (excluding other social benefits) 0.6 0.66 0.66 0.69 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 1,900,000 (baseline year:
2007 figure)

Source: National Reform Programme (2018)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

France
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0 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 11150 | 11200 | 11712 | 11840 | 11760 | 11245 | 11540 | 11048 | 11463 | 10771 0482
AROP 7554 7820 2112 8605 2707 8518 8302 8474 8562 2366
{quast) jobless HHs| 4069 3873 4585 4345 3902 3754 4462 3856 3887 3708
SMD 3253 3372 3530 3211 3256 3063 2985 2829 2775 2593 2994
AROPE to Target 10771 0482

i AROPE =l AROP e (quasi-} jobless HHs i S D = == AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2007 and target data year 2018; i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

10 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are generally based on data extracted
around mid-June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017*

18.5 18.5 19.2 19.3 19.1 18.1 18.5 17.7 18.2 17.1 na. | -Llpp | -l4pp 224 | -11pp | -13pp
125 129 13.3 14.0 141 13.7 13.3 136 136 13.3 na. | -0.3pp | 0Bpp 169 | -04pp | 03pp
10496 10644 10669 10897 11271 11516 11584 11931 12373 12268 n.a. 14% 42% n.a. n.a. n.a.
5.4 5.6 5.8 5.2 5.3 4.9 4.8 4.5 4.4 4.1 47 | -03pp | -l3pp 6.6 -0.9pp | -1.9pp
8.8 8.4 9.9 9.4 8.4 8.1 9.6 8.6 8.4 8.1 na. | -03pp | -0.7pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 0.3pp
14.5 18.2 19.5 17.1 16.2 16.8 16.6 15.7 16.6 16.9 n.a. 0.3 pp - 241 -0.9pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 7.0 8.3 7.9 8.5 8.0 8.0 n.a. 0.0pp n.a. 11.2 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 13.7 12.5 12.7 12.2 n.a. -0.5pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
44 4.4 44 4.6 4.5 45 4.3 4.3 43 44 n.a. 23% 0.0% 5.1 -1.9% 20%
212 21.2 229 23.0 23.2 20.8 216 21.2 226 22.3 na | -03pp | Llpp 249 | -15pp | -L6pp
46.8 46.2 46.6 43.3 40.8 43.9 4.6 43.1 24 4.8 n.a. 24pp | -2.0pp 340 | 0.8pp | -0.7pp
49.8 50.0 541 54.3 575 604 523 624 54.0 60.4 n.a. - 60.8 0.9pp -
6.5 6.6 6.5 1.6 8.0 7.8 8.0 7.5 8.0 74 n.a. -0.6pp | 09pp 9.5 -01pp | LOpp
29 3.3 3.9 4.0 4.1 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.6 4.2 3.8 -0.4pp | 09pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
1.8 124 12.7 12.3 11.8 9.7 8.8 9.2 3.8 89 8.9 0.0pp | -29pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
7.1 9.1 3.3 8.3 2.8 9.0 2.8 9.1 9.1 8.2 78 | -04pp | 0.7pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
10.5 12.7 12.7 12.3 12.5 11.2 11.2 12.0 11.9 115 111 | -0.4pp | 06pp 105 | -D4pp | -0.4pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 46.9 487 49.8 51.3 521 0.8pp n.a. 58.7 l6pp | 13.3pp
14.1 13.4 1.8 115 11.1 10.8 10.1 9.3 10.0 9.5 na. | -05pp | -46pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.95 0.96 0.98 1.01 1.00 1.03 1.02 1.04 1.02 1.05 n.a. 29% 10.5% 0.92 -11% B8.2%
0.65 0.66 0.65 0.64 0.65 0.66 0.69 0.69 0.68 0.68 n.a. 0.0% 46% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
19 19 19 23 22 26 28 1.2 13 1.0 na. | -0.3pp | -09pp 17 | -09pp | -13pp
8.7 9.0 9.0 9.7 9.4 9.8 10.4 9.8 9.5 n.a. n.a. n.a. 9.2% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
10.1 9.5 9.8 9.9 10.4 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.6 n.a. n.a. n.a. 5.0% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 233 238 232 229 239 228 211 19.8 n.a. -L3pp n.a. 25.2 -0.8pp n.a.
a2 4.0 5.1 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1 5.7 5.2 a7 na. | -05pp | 05pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
0.6 17 17 0.1 -0.4 -11 1.2 1.0 1.8 13 n.a. 1.3% 76% n.a. 1.2 59

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008
refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

FRANCE 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing
poverty and social
exclusion through
inclusive labour
markets, adequate
and sustainable
social protection and
high quality services

There is a high discrepancy regarding
the risk of monetary poverty between
people born in France and those born
outside the EU, as well as regarding
the housing overburden rate level and
trend between EU and non-EU born.

Arrears for households below 60% of
the median income are growing and
higher than the EU average.

There are shortages of social housing
in certain regions.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The At-risk-of poverty rate for
working age population is below
the EU average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

Housing deprivation is around the EU
average, but show some negative
development.

The median relative income of
elderly people is higher than the
EU average and show a positive
development.

5. Health & LTC

The share of generics in the
pharmaceutical marketlis
considerably lower than the EU
average.

Life expectancy at 65 is better
than the EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

France EU 28
Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Housing deprivation (65+) 13.7 145 13.9 14.0 17.8 17.0 16.6 14.2
Indicators — Good Social Outcome
At-risk-of poverty rate (aged 18-64) - total 132 134 133 129 | 171 171 170 165
Median relative income of elderly people (65+) 1.02 1.04 1.02 1.05 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.92
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 22.0 21.6 21.8 21.7 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL

EXCLUSION

Source: National Reform Programme (2015)

Reduction of the number of persons at risk of poverty or social exclusion to 1,220,000 by 2020.

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF

POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Croatia
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 1322 1384 1384 1271 1243 1216 1158 1085
AROP B74 B89 B65 B30 823 837 B10 B21
(quast) jobles HHs 444 515 541 478 474 450 400 367
EMD 609 646 676 624 591 575 518 423 348
AROPEtoTarget 1085 1220
== AROPE ==l AROP =r={quasi-) jobless HHs SN D AROPE to Target

Note: ) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018; ii) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households; SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

11 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017¢ 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017*

n.a. n.a. 311 32.6 32.6 299 29.3 291 279 264 n.a. -15pp n.a. 224 -11pp | -1.3pp
n.a. n.a. 20.6 209 204 19.5 19.4 20.0 19.5 20.0 n.a. 0.5pp n.a. 16.9 -04pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. 4567 4454 4417 44438 4644 4952 5391 5682 n.a. 8.0% n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 14.3 15.2 15.9 14.7 13.9 13.7 12.5 10.3 8.6 -2.2pp | na. 6.6 -0.9pp | -1.9pp
n.a. n.a. 13.9 15.9 16.8 14.8 14.7 144 13.0 12.2 n.a. -0.8 pp n.a. 8.5 -1.0pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. 276 279 31.0 281 279 264 282 26.0 n.a. -2.2pp n.a. 241 -0.9pp

n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 13.2 n.a. 14.7 14.5 15.2 n.a. 0.7pp n.a. 11.2 0.3 pp

n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 22.3 19.2 16.1 14.7 n.a. -L4pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
n.a. n.a. 5.5 5.6 5.4 5.3 5.1 5.2 5.0 5.0 n.a. 0.0% n.a. 5.1 -1.9% 20%
n.a. n.a. 294 311 34.8 29.3 29.0 282 26.6 25.8 n.a. -0.8pp n.a. 249 -15pp | -1.6pp
n.a. n.a. 313 319 333 34.3 35.1 355 28.6 24.8 n.a. -3.8pp n.a. 34.0 08pp | -0.7pp
n.a. n.a. 69.1 62.6 619 4.2 63.3 67.5 66.9 67.7 n.a. 0.8pp n.a. 60.8 0.9pp -
n.a. n.a. 6.2 6.5 6.1 6.2 5.7 5.8 5.5 5.8 n.a. 0.3pp n.a. 9.5 -0.1pp | 1.0pp
5.3 5.1 6.6 84 10.2 11.0 10.1 10.2 6.6 46 34 | -12pp | -19pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
a4 5.2 5.2 5.0 5.1 45 2.8 2.8 2.3 3.1 3.3 0.2pp | -1ipp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
8.7 9.2 116 1.9 12.7 14.9 15.3 14.0 116 9.3 79 | -L9pp | -0.8pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
11.6 134 15.7 16.2 16.6 19.6 19.3 18.1 16.9 15.4 13.6 -L8pp - 10.5 -04pp | -04pp
37.1 39.4 39.1 38.2 37.5 37.8 36.2 39.2 38.1 403 428 | 25pp | 5.7pp 587 | 1.6pp | 13.3pp
n.a. n.a. 375 36.4 331 319 29.7 318 328 327 n.a. -0.1pp n.a. 18.1 0.0pp | -5.2pp
n.a. n.a. 0.78 0.82 0.84 0.88 0.38 0.85 0.84 0.82 n.a. - n.a. 0.92 -L1% 8.2%
n.a. n.a. 0.32 0.36 0.36 0.37 0.40 0.40 0.39 0.41 n.a. 51% n.a. 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
n.a. n.a. 6.3 5.1 3.5 33 3.3 19 17 16 n.a. -0.1pp n.a. 17 -0.9pp | -1.3pp
n.a. n.a. 6.6 T4 7.7 5.5 6.0 4.7 5.2 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 9.6 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 6.5 73 7.9 5.9 5.8 4.5 4.9 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 47.0 49.5 4.3 377 38.1 39.9 38.8 37.9 n.a. -0.9pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
n.a. n.a. 141 8.0 6.8 8.4 7.5 7.2 6.4 5.8 na. | -0.6pp | na 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
2.7 -2.0 -0.7 -0.1 -2.7 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators. No long-term comparison to
2008 for EU-SILC-based indicators, as no EU-SILC data published by Eurostat before 2010, while for LFS-based indicators changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2018.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

CROATIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The share of people living in (quasi-)
jobless households is higher than the EU
average, in particular for working age
population and children.

The impact of social transfers in reducing
poverty is decreasing significantly, while
persistent at-risk-of poverty rate is worse
the EU average.

Housing deprivation is around the EU
average but shows some negative
developments.

There is a high risk of poverty or social
exclusion for persons with disabilities.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The at-risk-of poverty rate of
children living in household at
work (0.55<WI<=1) is
significantly better than the EU
average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

In-work poverty is lower than
the EU average, in particular for
women.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The short working lives and benefits for
specific categories hamper the adequacy of
pensions.

The at-risk-of poverty rate of older people
is significantly worse than the EU average
and shows a negative development.

The aggregate replacement ratio is
significantly worse than the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

The health care system is overburdened
with structural debt.

Life expectancy at birth is worse than the
EU average and life expectancy at 65 is
significantly worse than the EU average.

Amenable and preventable mortality rates
are worse than the EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Croatia EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 14.7 14.4 13.0 12.2 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
Children (aged 0-17) living in (quasi-)jobless households 12.9 12.7 10.8 10.7 9.9 9.4 9.3 8.2
Adults (aged 18-59) not students living in (quasi-)jobless
households 15.3 15.0 13.7 12.6 11.7 111 10.9 10.0
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing poverty 35.1 355 28.6 24.8 34.1 33.7 33.2 34.0
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing poverty 57.1 55.8 56.5 53.7 61.5 61.3 61.1 61.4
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 14.7 14.5 15.2 10.3 10.9 11.0 11.3
Housing Deprivation 15.9 14.9 15.0 14.9 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
At-risk-of poverty rate of older people (aged 65+) - total 231 26.3 26.5 28.6 13.7 14.1 14.6 15.0
Aggregate replacement ratio (excl other social benefits) 0.4 0.4 0.39 0.41 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
Life expectancy at birth (T) 77.9 775 78.2 78.0 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 175 17.1 17.6 17.4 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Amenable mortality 207.3 2164 126.2 1271
Preventable mortality 3202 3269 2139 2163

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
At-risk-of poverty rate of children living in household at work
(0.55<Wl<=1) 3.2 3.6 25 3.6 8.6 8.1 8.4 8.2
In-work poverty (18-64) - women 41 45 4.2 45 9.1 8.7 9.0 9.0
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 2,200,000 by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2015)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Italy
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o 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 15082 14733 14851 16858 17875 17223 17146 | 17469 18137 17407 12882
AROP 11204 10977 11124 11889 11728 11667 11730 | 12130 12481 12235
{quast) jobless HHs| 4562 4045 4623 4524 4558 4881 5326 5158 5584 5081
SMD 4432 4345 4403 6655 8694 7464 7031 6981 7312 6117 5035
AROPE to Target 17407 12882
== AROPE —— AROP === (quasi-] jobless HHs i S D = == AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

12 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017*
224 -11lpp | -L3pp
16.9 -04pp | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.6 -0.9pp | -19pp
95 | -L0pp | 03pp
241 | -09pp
11.2 0.3pp
13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
51 -1.9% 2.0%
249 -15pp | -1.6pp
340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
60.8 | 0.9pp -
9.5 -0.1pp | LOpp
29 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
10.6 00pp | 41lpp
6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
105 | -04pp | -04pp
587 | Lepp | 13.3pp
18.1 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.92 -1.1% 32%
0.58 0.0% 18.4%
1.7 | -09pp | -13pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.4 n.a. n.a.
29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
10.4 -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. 12 3.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008

refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
ITALY 2019

Social policy area Key social challenge Good social outcome

The risk of poverty or social
exclusion, including for children, and
income inequality (S80/S20) are
worse than the EU average.

1. Preventing poverty and
social exclusion through
inclusive labour markets,
adequate and sustainable
social protection and high
quality services

The share of people (aged 0-59)
living in (quasi-)jobless households is
higher than the EU average and
shows a negative development.

The implementation of the new
minimum income scheme faces
challenges, in particular as regards
the provision of employment and
social services.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty —
tackling child poverty

The shares of people at risk of
poverty or social exclusion (18-64)
and of adults (aged 18-59) not
students living in (quasi-)jobless
household are worse than the EU

3. Active inclusion — average
tackling poverty in working
age In-work poverty for men is worse

than the EU average

Access to social protection for self-
employed workers is limited.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and living
conditions of the elderly

The provision of healthcare is
characterised by wide regional

5. Health & LTC disparities and long-term care
services face challenges in terms of
funding, access and quality.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Italy EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion - total 28.3 28.7 30.0 28.9 24.4 23.8 235 224
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 321 335 33.2 321 27.8 27.1 26.4 24.9
S80/S20 5.8 5.8 6.3 5.9 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 12.1 11.7 12.8 11.8 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (18-64) 30.0 304 31.5 30.5 25.4 24.7 24.2 23.0
Adults (aged 18-59) not students living in (quasi-)jobless 13.0 127 13.9 129 117 11 109 100
households
In-work poverty (18-64) - men 11.8 13.1 13.4 13.4 9.9 10.2 10.1 9.8
Housing cost overburden (18-64) 9.1 9.1 10.4 8.9 12.1 11.8 11.6 10.7
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people-at-risk-of-poverty and social exclusion by 27,000 people or
decrease the percentage from 23.3% in 2008 to 19.3% by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION
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AROPE 181 188 202 207 234 240 234 244 234 215 154
AROP 124 126 128 124 127 132 123 137 136 134
(quast) jobless HHs| 28 26 33 33 a5 55 68 75 72 64
sSMD 71 76 32 98 129 139 131 130 115 98 30
AROPE to Target 215 154
= AROPE == AROP e {quasi-) jobless HHs i SV D === AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: ) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018; ii) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, Le. very low work intensity (VLWI) households; SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

13 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017*

235 4.6 246 71 27.8 274 28.9 7.7 25.2 n.a. -25pp | 19pp 224 -11pp | -13pp
15.8 15.6 148 14.7 15.3 144 16.2 16.1 15.7 n.a. -0.4pp | -0.2pp 16.9 -04pp | 0.3pp
11256 10816 114597 11444 10295 9457 9188 5704 9886 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
9.5 1.2 11.7 15.0 16.1 15.3 15.4 13.6 115 105 | -21pp | 24pp 66 | -08pp | -19pp
4.0 4.9 4.9 6.5 7.9 9.7 10.9 10.6 9.4 na. | -L2pp | 49pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 0.3pp
17.2 18.0 19.0 19.0 17.7 18.5 19.8 17.3 15.1 na. | -22pp | -0.2pp 241 | -09pp
10.1 9.2 8.6 8.3 10.0 7.3 7.3 7.6 6.6 n.a. -L0pp | -33pp 11.2 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 27.7 228 21.0 17.5 n.a. -3.5pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
44 45 4.3 4.7 49 54 3.2 49 4.6 n.a. -6.1% 51 -1.9% 2.0%
20.2 1.8 234 275 7.7 2.7 289 296 25.5 na. | -4lpp 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
33.1 33.6 37.0 374 37.0 4L5 36.2 35.6 35.9 n.a. 03pp | 53pp 340 | 0.8pp | -0.7pp
0.6 48.6 46.6 45.4 524 5L7 309 514 47.8 n.a 60.8 0.9pp -
6.8 74 7.3 8.0 9.0 7.8 9.2 8.4 8.0 n.a. 9.5 -0.1pp | 1L0pp
0.6 13 16 3.6 6.1 7.7 6.8 5.8 4.5 2.7 29 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
11.7 127 113 114 5.1 6.8 3.2 76 8.5 7.8 10.6 00pp | 41lpp
3.6 6.7 8.7 10.8 14.9 14.5 124 10.8 9.0 79 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
9.9 117 14.6 16.0 18.7 17.0 153 16.0 16.1 13.2 10.5 -0.4pp | -04pp
35,7 36.3 54.8 0.7 49.6 46.9 48.5 s2.2 55.3 60.9 8.7 lépp | 13.3pp
48.6 42.6 39.8 334 26.1 7.2 20.8 229 246 n.a. 18.1 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.61 0.65 0.67 0.70 0.77 0.75 0.80 0.73 0.80 n.a. 13% 35.6% 0.92 -1.1% 32%
0.37 0.37 0.39 0.39 0.40 0.39 0.43 0.44 0.43 n.a. -2.3% 303% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
3.4 4.1 4.4 3.5 4.4 4.7 15 0.6 15 n.a. 09pp | -L3pp 17 -0.9pp | -L3pp
9.9 9.7 8.0 8.8 9.5 10.4 8.4 11.2 n.a. n.a. n.a. 23.1% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
8.2 7.9 5.9 7.7 8.7 8.8 7.3 10.3 n.a. n.a. n.a. 355% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 42.2 38.2 39.9 36.7 381 355 35.7 36.5 n.a. 0.8 pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
2.4 3.1 3.1 3.3 33 4.0 39 3.1 2.8 na. | -03pp | 1L0pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp

-7 12 -0.6 -4.0 -4.6 -8.1 21 5.8 4.0 n.a. 4.0% - n.a. 12 3.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008
refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

CYPRUS 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty and
social exclusion through
inclusive labour markets,
adequate and sustainable
social protection and high
quality services

The at-risk-of poverty rate and the
share of people (aged 0-59) living
in (quasi-) jobless households are

around the EU average, but show

some negative developments.

The housing deprivation rate is
significantly worse than the EU
average and shows a significantly
negative development.

At-risk of poverty rate for
population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, the relative
median poverty risk gap and the
persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate
are better than the EU average
and show positive
developments.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty —
tackling child poverty

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The impact of social transfers in
reducing working age poverty is
decreasing’.

Access to social protection for
self-employed workers is limited.

The at-risk of poverty rate for
population living in (quasi-
)jobless households (18-59) and
the relative median poverty risk
gap are significantly better than
the EU average.

The GMI has a positive
contribution to reducing poverty
and social exclusion.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of the
elderly

Although the at-risk poverty or
social exclusion among the elderly
show positive developments, the
aggregate replacement ratio and
the risk of poverty among men are
worse than the EU average.

5. Health & LTC

There is a lack of adequate
numbers of specialised personnel
among various specialities,
especially nurses.

Lack of universal health coverage,
low expenditure on long-term care
and limited access to long-term
care services.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Cyprus EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 14.4 16.2 16.1 15.7 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 9.7 10.9 10.6 9.4 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
Housing Deprivation 27.4 29.4 28.9 30.6 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing
working age poverty (18-64) 43.7 36.7 37.9 39.8 34.7 345 34.1 34.8
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing working age
poverty (18-64) 54.4 50.0 50.3 51.0 50.3 49.7 49.4 49.4
Aggregate replacement ratio (excl other social benefits) 0.39 0.43 0.44 0.43 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
At-risk-of poverty rate of older people (aged 65+) - men 17.6 13.6 15.8 18.3 11.2 11.7 12.0 12.5

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
,:;;rslzlr(]c:)lzsoverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless 517 50.9 514 478 581 59.1 60.0 60.8
Relative median poverty risk gap 18.5 19.8 17.3 15.1 24.6 24.8 25.0 24.1
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 73 7.3 7.6 6.6 10.3 10.9 11.0 11.3
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless 49.9 6.9 475 44.0 55.6 56.0 570 578
households (18-59)
Relative median poverty risk gap (18-64) 19.3 21.8 18.1 15.4 26.9 27.2 27.9 26.9
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (aged 65+) - total 27.2 20.8 22.9 24.6 17.8 17.4 18.2 18.2
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty after social transfers and/or living in households
with very low work intensity by 121,000 by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Latvia

700

G600

500

300

TThousands of people

200

100

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 | Target
e AROP o VLW 575 582 435 454 443 434 456 487 449 450 471 454
= o m= AROP or VLW to target 454

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate, (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

14 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
54



SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017*

342 37.9 8.2 40.1 36.2 351 32.7 309 35 28.2 224 | -03pp | -6.0pp 24 | dpp | -13pp
5.9 26.4 209 19.0 19.2 19.4 2.2 225 1.8 22.1 233 | 03pp | -38pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
4283 4279 3525 3566 3661 3868 4392 4855 5554 5534 6045 3.7% 101% n.a. n.a. n.a.
19.3 221 276 310 5.6 24.0 19.2 16.4 12.8 11.3 395 | -15pp | -80pp 66 | -089pp | -1.9pp
5.4 7.4 12.6 12.6 11.7 10.0 9.6 7.8 7.2 78 7.6 24pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 03pp
28.6 29.0 289 37 286 275 23.6 255 4.0 25.3 278 -3.3pp 4.1 -0.9 pp
12.6 15.6 10.5 9.3 12.6 12.1 10.8 10.1 15.2 14.9 155 -0.3pp | 23pp 11.2 0.3 pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 34.3 28.7 24.8 25.2 20.6 04pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
73 7.4 6.8 6.5 6.5 6.3 6.5 6.5 6.2 6.3 6.8 16% | -13.7% 51 -1.9% 2.0%
324 384 42.2 M1 40.0 384 353 313 4.7 23.9 225 -0.8pp | -B5pp 249 -1.5pp | -1.6pp
14.2 14.8 26.7 29.1 25.3 254 215 17.6 216 219 19.1 O03pp | Z7pp 34.0 08pp | -0.7pp
83.3 83.1 712 66.6 69.8 67.9 73.0 76.9 75.7 77.8 770 | 21pp | -5.5pp 60.8 | 0.9pp -
10.7 11.2 9.7 9.6 8.9 9.1 8.3 9.4 8.5 9.0 8.2 05pp | -L7pp 9.5 -0.1pp | L0pp
19 4.5 8.8 8.8 7.8 5.7 4.6 4.5 4.0 3.3 3.1 -0.2pp | L2pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
15.5 14.3 12.9 1.6 10.6 9.8 8.5 9.9 10.0 8.6 8.3 -0.3pp | -7.2pp 106 | 0.0pp | 41pp
5.8 13.7 14.4 1.6 11.5 9.1 7.9 6.7 6.9 6.8 4.6 -2.2pp | -1.2pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
1.8 17.5 17.8 16.0 14.9 13.0 12.0 10.5 11.2 10.3 7.8 -2.5pp | -4.0pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
59.1 52.5 47.8 50.5 52.8 54.8 56.4 59.4 614 62.3 654 | 3.1pp | 6.3pp 587 | L6pp | 13.3pp
58.8 55.5 36.8 33.0 33.7 36.1 39.3 421 43.1 43.9 430 | 0.3pp |-149pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.53 0.57 0.78 0.86 0.80 0.77 071 0.65 0.63 0.61 0.58 . 151% 0.92 -L1% 8.2%
0.30 0.34 0.47 0.53 0.49 0.47 044 0.42 0.42 043 0.40 24% 433% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
9.9 9.9 151 16.1 12.4 13.8 125 24 8.2 6.2 62 | -20pp | -37pp 17 | -09pp | -13pp
4.8 4.7 4.8 4.7 5.3 4.0 4.0 4.1 44 4.1 n.a. n.a. 9.6 n.a. n.a.
4.9 5.7 5.5 5.0 6.4 4.2 4.6 4.0 45 4.2 n.a. n.a. 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 46.4 46.3 45.3 43.3 43.2 418 425 40.7 43.6 -1L8pp n.a. 25.2 -0.8pp n.a.
8.7 9.3 9.3 125 11.2 1.4 9.6 81 7.0 6.9 67 | -0.ipp | -1.8pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
3.6 -15.0 -3.5 -7.6 3.3 4.6 2.5 6.6 4.6 1.8 n.a. 1.8% -4.8% n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

LATVIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social
outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive labour
markets, adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The rate of people at-risk-of poverty or social
exclusion, the persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate
and the S80/S20 share ratio are worse than the
EU average.

The impact of social transfers (including
pensions) in reducing poverty for the general,
population and elderly is decreasing
significantly®.

Housing deprivation (all groups) and material
and social deprivation (all groups except
children) are worse than the EU average.

The risk of poverty or social exclusion for
persons with disabilities is one of the highest
in the EU and there is a much higher than EU
average gap between the risk of poverty or
social exclusion for persons with and without
disabilities.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty
— tackling child poverty

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The social security system does not cover all
people in employment and the adequacy of
social assistance benefits is low.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of the
elderly

The adequacy of the minimum pension is low.

At-risk-of-poverty rate of older people is
significantly worse than the EU average and
shows a significant negative development.

5. Health & LTC

The unmet need for medical care (cost and
distance) and the gap between the top and
bottom income quintile are worse than the EU
average, but show significantly positive
development. While the subcomponent due to
costs show some positive development,
financial barriers such as high out-of-pocket
expenditure on healthcare limit access to
health care.

Access to long-term care provision is limited.

Life expectancy, healthy life years, potential
years of life lost and amenable and preventable
mortality are significantly worse than the EU
average, but shows some positive
developments.
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Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.

Note !: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).

INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Latvia EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion - total 32.7 30.9 28.5 28.2 24.4 23.8 235 22.4
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 10.8 10.1 15.2 14.9 10.3 10.9 11.0 11.3
S80/S20 6.5 6.5 6.2 6.3 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing poverty 49.2 45.0 45.8 44.6 61.5 61.3 61.1 61.4
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing old age
poverty (65+) 65.5 57.2 52.5 49.9 84.4 84.0 83.4 82.9
Housing Deprivation 37.8 34.3 319 31.4 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
Housing deprivation (0-17) 38.6 34.7 31.0 29.6 22.2 21.6 22.1 17.2
Housing deprivation (18-64) 37.2 335 30.8 311 20.9 20.1 20.2 16.6
Housing deprivation (65+) 39.3 36.5 35.9 33.9 17.8 17.0 16.6 14.2
Material and social deprivation - total 34.3 28.7 24.8 25.2 19.3 17.2 15.7 13.7
Material and social deprivation - (18-64) total 32.2 27.2 23.2 23.8 19.6 175 15.8 13.7
Material and social deprivation - (65+) total 40.5 33.8 29.8 321 15.5 135 12.8 11.9
At-risk-of poverty rate of older people (aged 65+) - total 27.6 34.6 38.1 39.9 13.7 14.1 14.6 15.0
Unmet need med care - cost 10.5 6.8 5.3 4.5 2.4 2.0 1.6 1.0
Unmet need med care - distance 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Gap unmet need med care Q1-Q5 21.7 14.7 14.4 10.5 4.9 4.0 3.9 2.5
Life expectancy at birth (T) 745 74.8 74.9 74.9 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Healthy life years at birth (M) 51.5 51.8 52.3 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 55,3 54,1 54,9 61,8 63,3 64,2
Healthy life years at 65 (M) 4.0 41 44 8.6 9.4 9.8
Healthy life years at 65 (W) 4.6 4.0 4.5 8.6 9.4 10.1
Potential years of life lost (T) 7847 7478 3694 3692
Amenable mortality 3317 3256 1262 127.1
Preventable mortality 4228 4147 2139 216.3
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion to 814,000 by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Lithuania
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Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey (while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

15 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017*

28.3 29.6 34.0 331 325 30.8 273 29.3 30.1 29.6 n.a. -0.5pp | 13pp 224 -11pp | -13pp
20,9 203 205 19.2 18.6 206 19.1 222 219 229 n.a. LOpp | 2.0pp 16.9 -04pp | 03pp
4111 4283 3611 3641 4034 4368 4557 4351 56018 5872 n.a. 79% 17.0% n.a. n.a. n.a.
125 15.6 19.9 19.0 19.8 16.0 13.6 13.9 135 12.4 na. | -Lipp | -01pp 66 | -08pp | -19pp
6.1 7.2 9.5 12.7 114 11.0 8.8 9.2 10.2 9.7 na. | -0.5pp | 3.6pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 0.3pp
25.6 23.8 326 29.0 226 24.8 2.7 26.0 28.0 28.0 n.a. 24.1 -0.9pp
10.9 114 74 7 12.3 10.2 16.0 14.3 13.5 16.1 n.a. 11.2 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 29.5 284 28.9 26.2 n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
6.1 6.4 73 3.8 3.3 6.1 6.1 75 71 73 n.a. 51 -1.9% 2.0%
29.1 0.8 358 M6 319 354 22.9 327 324 L6 na. | -0.8pp | 25pp 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
23.7 29.0 34.5 36.4 34.5 32.0 30.5 224 215 23.2 n.a. L6pp | -0.6pp 340 | 0.8pp | -0.7pp
70.3 718 65.0 B4.9 65.2 66.0 70.9 755 770 78.2 n.a. L2pp - 60.8 0.9pp -
9.5 10.5 12.7 9.6 7.7 9.2 8.4 10.2 8.7 8.8 n.a. Olpp | -0.7pp 9.5 -01pp | LOpp
1.3 3.3 7.4 2.0 6.6 5.1 a8 39 3.0 2.7 20 | -07pp | 0.7pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
7.5 87 7.9 7.4 6.5 6.3 5.9 5.5 4.3 5.4 46 | -0.8pp | -29pp 106 | 0.0pp | 41lpp
4.0 8.7 10.2 9.2 7.8 6.9 6.6 5.5 5.1 4.6 4.1 -0.5pp | 0.1pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
8.8 12.1 13.2 1.8 11.2 111 9.9 9.2 9.4 9.1 8.0 -Llpp | -0.8pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
53.0 51.2 48.3 50.2 51.7 53.4 56.2 60.4 64.6 66.1 685 | 24pp | 155pp 587 | L6pp | 13.3pp
39.9 353 29.8 30.9 357 7 319 36.0 374 40.3 n.a. 0.4pp 18.1 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.70 0.73 0.93 0.90 0.78 0.81 0.77 0.73 0.71 0.63 n.a. -1.4% 0.92 -1.1% 32%
0.43 0.48 0.58 0.52 045 0.48 0.45 0.46 0.45 0.43 n.a. 0.0% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
5.7 3.1 2.6 2.8 23 3.2 3.7 29 3.1 15 na. | -L6pp | -4.2pp 17 -0.9pp | -L3pp
3.9 6.1 6.4 6.2 3.6 5.9 6.1 3.0 5.6 n.a. n.a. n.a. -5.1% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
6.6 6.8 6.7 6.7 6.1 6.3 6.1 5.5 5.6 n.a. n.a. n.a. 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 40.7 414 4.7 42.2 40.9 44.8 44.4 45.1 n.a. 0.7pp 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
5.0 5.6 10.6 1.1 2.9 3.2 7.1 3.1 7.3 7.2 na. | -0.6pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
T4 -117 -0.4 11 0.3 4.7 17 3.5 4.6 17 n.a. 17% n.a. 12 3.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008
refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

LITHUANIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing
poverty and social
exclusion through
inclusive labour
markets, adequate
and sustainable
social protection and
high quality services

The at-risk-of poverty rate and the
S80/S20 are significantly worse than the
EU average and show significantly
negative developments.

The impact of social transfers in
reducing poverty for the general,
population, the working age population
and the elderly is decreasing
significantly®.

The relative median poverty risk gap is
around the EU average and shows
significantly negative development.

The at-risk-of-poverty or social
exclusion for people with disabilities is
one of the highest in the EU.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The risk of poverty or social exclusion,
the at-risk of poverty rate and the severe
material deprivation rate for children are
higher than the EU average and show a
negative development.

The share of children (aged 0-17) living
in (quasi-)jobless households is around

the EU average, but shows significantly
negative development.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The at-risk of poverty rate for population
living in (quasi-)jobless households (18-
59) is significantly worse than the EU
average and is growing.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The risk of poverty or social exclusion
and the at-risk of poverty rate are
significantly above the EU average and
show a significantly negative
development. Material and social
deprivation is significantly above the EU
average.

5. Health & LTC

Access to long-term care services is
limited.

Life expectancy, healthy life years,
potential years of life lost, amendable
and preventable mortality are all
significantly worse than the EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only

those included in the tables in this Country Profile.

Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as

changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Lithuania EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 19.1 222 21.9 229 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
$80/S20 6.1 75 7.1 7.3 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing poverty 30.5 224 215 23.2 341 33.7 33.2 34.0
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing poverty 56.1 48.1 47.9 45.9 61.5 61.3 61.1 61.4
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing
working age poverty (18-64) 33.8 25.6 24.8 27.7 34.7 345 34.1 34.8
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing working age
poverty (18-64) 46.0 375 374 39.2 50.3 49.7 49.4 49.4
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing old age
poverty (65+) 76.5 70.7 67.3 59.2 84.4 84.0 834 82.9
Relative median poverty risk gap 22.7 26.0 28.0 28.0 24.6 24.8 25.0 241
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 28.9 32.7 324 31.6 27.8 27.1 26.4 249
At-risk-of poverty rate of children (aged 0-17) 235 28.9 25.6 25.7 21.1 21.2 21.0 20.2
Children living in a household suffering from severe material
deprivation(4+) 13.7 13.8 115 13.0 10.4 9.6 8.5 7.1
Children (aged 0-17) living in (quasi-)jobless households 6.9 85 9.8 9.9 9.9 9.4 9.3 8.2
At-risk-of poverty rate (aged 18-64) - total 17.6 19.5 19.1 18.8 17.1 17.1 17.0 16.5
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (aged 65+) - total 31.9 36.0 37.4 40.3 17.8 17.4 18.2 18.2
At-risk-of poverty rate of older people (aged 65+) - total 20.1 25.0 21.7 334 13.7 14.1 14.6 15.0
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing old age
poverty (65+) 76.5 70.7 67.3 59.2 84.4 84.0 83.4 82.9
Material and social deprivation - (65+) total 36.7 36.9 34.9 37.7 15.5 135 12.8 11.9
Life expectancy at birth (T) 74.7 74.6 74.9 75.8 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 17.4 17.1 17.3 17.4 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Healthy life years at birth (M) 57.6 54.1 56.2 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 61.7 58.8 59.4 61.8 63.3 64.2
Healthy life years at 65 (M) 6.1 5.0 5.6 8.6 9.4 9.8
Healthy life years at 65 (W) 6.1 55 5.6 8.6 9.4 10.1
Potential years of life lost (T) 7832 7719 3694 3692
Amenable mortality 310.8 325.9 126.2 1271
Preventable mortality 438.7 4459 2139 216.3
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 6,000 by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2015)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 72 85 83 24 o5 26 26 95 114 126 66
AROP 62 71 71 68 78 B0 B3 79 a5 110
(Quask) jobless HHs| 18 24 22 24 26 27 25 23 31 33
SMD 3 5 3 6 7 9 7 10 9 7
AROPE to Target 126 (513
—i— AROPE = AROP =—ir— (quasi-) jobless HHs i SN D === AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate, (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year; iv)
Major break in series in 2016 for EU-SILC based indicators.

16 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*
224 -11lpp | -13pp
163 | -0.4pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
66 | -08pp | -19pp
9.5 -1.0pp | 03pp
241 -0.9pp
11.2 0.3pp
13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
5.1 -1.9% 20%
249 | -15pp | -L6pp
40 | o8pp | 07pp
60.8 09pp -
8.5 -0.1pp | 1L0pp
2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
10.6 0.0pp | 4lpp
6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
587 | lLe6pp | 133pp
181 00pp | -52pp
0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.58 0.0% | 184%
1.7 -0.9pp | -L3pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.4 n.a. n.a.
92 | -08pp | na.
104 -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators. Major break in series in

2016 for EU-SILC based indicators, so no figures are shown for changes compared to 2008. For LFS-based indicators comparison for the period 2008-2018 are shown.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

LUXEMBOURG 2019
Social policy area Key social challenge Good social outcome
1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive Housing deprivation is worse than the
labour markets, EU average, in particular for working
adequate and age population and children.

sustainable social
protection and high
guality services

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The share of children living in
(quasi-)jobless households is
significantly better than the EU
average.

In-work poverty is worse than the EU

average.
3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in People from migrant backgrounds
working age have poorer labour market and social
outcomes as compared to LU/EU
nationals.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

5. Health & LTC

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Luxembourg EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Housing Deprivation 18.9 19.4 26.1 22.7 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
Housing deprivation (0-17) 215 20.9 29.3 25.0 22.2 21.6 221 17.2
Housing deprivation (18-64) 19.1 20.0 26.2 229 20.9 20.1 20.2 16.6
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 111 11.6 12.0 13.7 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Children (aged 0-17) living in (quasi-)jobless households 4.2 2.6 34 3.8 9.9 9.4 9.3 8.2
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 450,000 by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2018)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Hungary
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o 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 2754 2524 2548 3093 3272 3398 3097 2735 2541 2465 1887
AROP 1226 1229 1211 1382 1403 1481 1458 1448 1398 1293 1227
(quask) jobles HHs 943 B70 o909 G964 1006 1011 o942 687 588 458 398
MDD 1771 2009 2129 2284 2573 2709 2338 1878 1567 1400 974
AROPE to Target 1887 2344
== AROPE == AROP === quasi-) jobless HHs i S\ D AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year iv)
Break in series: EU-SILC data for 2011 to 2015 have been reweighted on the basis of Census 2011 results.

7 Figures in this profile are based on data extracted from the Eurostat website around mid-June 2019 unless
otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017*

8.2 29.6 299 315 335 34.3 31.8 8.2 26.3 25.6 19.6 | -0.7pp | -2.6pp 24 | dpp | -13pp
124 12.4 12.3 14.1 143 15.0 15.0 149 14.5 13.4 128 | -11pp | L0pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
3958 4097 4025 4281 4563 4366 4535 4751 4960 4984 5164 4.6% 8.3% n.a. n.a. n.a.
179 20.3 2.6 3.4 26.3 7.3 24.0 19.4 16.2 14.5 01 | -1.7pp | -34pp 66 | -089pp | -1.9pp
12.0 11.3 119 12.8 135 136 128 9.4 8.2 6.6 57 | -L6pp | -54pp 95 | -L0pp | 03pp
17.3 16.3 16.5 18.2 20.9 21.0 223 21.8 18.8 16.7 4.1 -21pp | -0.6pp 24.1 -0.9pp

7.7 8.6 5.7 8.3 7.6 7.3 8.6 7.2 7.9 5.8 57 | -21pp | -19pp 1.2 | 03pp

n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 41.0 371 319 25.1 20.1 -6.8 pp 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.

3.6 3.5 34 3.9 4.0 43 4.3 4.3 43 4.3 4.4 0.0% 51 -1.9% 2.0%

334 37.2 38.7 40.4 41.9 439 418 36.1 33.6 316 23.8 -2.0pp 249 -15pp | -1.6pp

592 | 571 56.7 514 | 476 ama 436 | 420 1.8 464 | 288 | 26pp 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp

ooe ooep -

48.5 48.8 52.8 55.7 59.5 39.5 B3.2 56.6 33.6 43.1 59.8 -10.5 pp

5.8 6.2 5.4 6.2 5.7 7.0 6.7 9.3 9.7 10.2 85 | 05pp 95 | -0.1pp | 1.0pp
3.6 4.2 5.5 5.2 5.0 43 3.7 3.1 24 7 14 | -03pp | 22pp 25 | -0.5pp | 03pp
1.7 115 10.8 114 1.8 1.9 114 116 124 125 125 | 0.0pp | 08pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
a9 6.5 6.6 6.3 7.2 7.3 6.0 5.4 1.2 3.5 3.3 | -0.2pp | -16pp 63 | -0.7pp | 0.7pp
115 13.6 12,6 13.2 14.8 15.5 13.6 116 11.0 110 10.7 | -0.3pp | -0.8pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
30.9 319 33.6 35.3 36.1 379 4.7 153 23,8 517 544 | 2.7pp | 23.5pp 587 | 16pp | 13.3pp
17.5 17.5 16.8 19.0 220 202 19.0 17.1 151 16.8 133 -0.7pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
1.00 .02 1.01 0.99 0.96 1.03 1.05 .01 1.01 0.98 0.97 -2.0% 092 | -11% | 82%
0.61 0.62 0.60 0.60 0.58 0.62 0.62 0.65 0.67 0.64 0.59 49% 058 | 00% | 184%
3.4 21 17 27 29 26 25 26 13 1.0 08 | -0.3pp | -24pp 17 | -09pp | -1.3pp
5.6 5.7 5.4 6.0 6.4 6.2 6.0 5.9 6.7 6.7 n.a. na. | 19.6% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
6.4 5.7 5.9 6.0 6.4 6.1 6.1 5.9 6.4 6.7 n.a. n.a. 47% 5.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 34.6 38.2 a13 a1.1 37.3 45 322 317 274 | -05pp | na 292 | -08pp | na
116 8.9 113 13.0 14.7 14.3 12.8 85 3.8 10.7 9.6 -0.9pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
=23 43 1.8 3.8 3.6 2.0 3.6 2.0 5.8 3.9 n.a. 3.9% | 115% n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. Break in series for EU-SILC variables due to revised time series for 2011-2016 due to population reweighting.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

HUNGARY 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

Severe material deprivation and
material and social deprivation are
worse than the EU average, but
show significantly positive
developments.

Housing deprivation is
significantly worse than the EU
average, including for children.

The supply of affordable rental
housing is low and shrinking.

There is a high poverty rate among
Roma.

At risk of poverty rate is below
the EU average and show
positive developments.

The relative median poverty
risk gap and the persistent at
risk of poverty rate are below
the EU average or show
significantly positive
development.

The share of people (aged 0-
59) living in (quasi-)jobless
households is below EU
average and shows
significantly positive
development.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The at-risk-of poverty or social
exclusion and the severe material
deprivation rates among children
are higher than the EU average but
show a significantly positive
development.

The impact of social transfers
in reducing child poverty is
increasing significantly®.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

In-work poverty is around the EU
average but shows a significantly
negative development.

The adequacy and coverage of
social assistance and
unemployment benefits are low.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The at-risk-of poverty rate of older
people (aged 65+) is around the EU
average but shows some negative
developments.

The severe material deprivation
rate of older people (aged 65+)
is around the EU average, but
shows significantly positive
development.

5. Health & LTC

Life expectancy, potential years of
life lost and amenable and
preventable mortality are all
significantly worse than the EU
average, and healthy life years are
worse than the EU average.

There is a low effectiveness of and
insufficient equity of access to
healthcare.
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Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).




INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Hungary EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Severe material deprivation rate (4+ items) - total 24.0 19.4 16.2 145 8.9 8.1 75 6.6
Material and social deprivation - total 41.0 37.1 31.9 25.1 19.3 17.2 15.7 13.7
Housing Deprivation 30.8 28.2 30.3 27.6 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
Housing deprivation (0-17) 35.7 323 35.7 328 22.2 21.6 221 17.2
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 41.8 36.1 33.6 31.6 27.8 27.1 26.4 24.9
Chll(_]ren. living in a household suffering from severe material 319 249 211 192 104 96 85 71
deprivation(4+)
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 6.7 9.3 9.7 10.2 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4
At-risk-of poverty rate of older people (aged 65+) - total 45 4.6 6.8 9.1 13.7 14.1 14.6 15.0
Life expectancy at birth (T) 76.0 75.7 76.2 76.0 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 16.9 16.6 17.0 16.7 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Potential years of life lost (T) 5957 5958 3694 3692
Amenable mortality 266.1  267.7 126.2 1271
Preventable mortality 4143 4180 2139 2163
Healthy life years at birth (M) 58.9 58.2 59.5 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 60.8 60.1 60.2 61.8 63.3 64.2
Healthy life years at 65 (M) 6.0 5.9 6.7 8.6 9.4 9.8
Healthy life years at 65 (W) 6.1 5.9 6.4 8.6 9.4 10.1

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 15.0 14.9 145 13.4 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
Relative median poverty risk gap 22.3 21.8 18.8 16.7 24.6 24.8 25.0 241
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 8.6 7.2 7.9 5.8 10.3 10.9 11.0 113
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 12.8 9.4 8.2 6.6 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
Adults (aged 18-59) not students living in (quasi-)jobless
households 12.1 8.9 7.9 6.3 11.7 111 10.9 10.0
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing child poverty 49.3 52.8 58.2 67.6 42.8 42.4 42.3 43.9
Severe material deprivation of older people (aged 65+) - total 16.5 14.2 10.2 9.4 6.3 5.6 5.8 5.3
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Lift around 6,560 people out of the risk of poverty and social exclusion by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2018)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Malta
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 81 82 86 90 o4 102 101 99 a0 87 744
AROP 61 60 63 63 62 B5 &7 72 73 76
(guast) jobles HHs 28 29 29 28 28 29 32 30 25 24
SMD 17 20 26 27 37 42 43 37 20 15 14
AROPEto Target 27 4.4

e AROPE il \ROP e (quasi-) jobless HHs i S O = = = AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

18 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017*

20.3 n.2 221 3.1 4.6 239 23.0 20.3 19.3 na. | -lLopp | -0.8pp 24 | dpp | -13pp
149 155 15.6 15.1 15.8 15.8 16.6 16.5 16.7 na. | 02pp | 14pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
8146 8023 8417 8760 9149 9412 10052 10358 10722 n.a. 5.7% 13% n.a. n.a. n.a.
5.0 6.5 6.6 9.2 10.2 10.3 25 a4 3.3 3.0 | -1ipp | -1opp 66 | -09pp | -1.9pp
9.2 9.2 8.9 9.0 9.1 9.9 9.2 7.3 71 n.a. -0.2pp | -15pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 03pp
16.2 17.3 17.7 16.1 18.9 17.9 17.5 15.9 17.5 n.a. - -2.8pp 241 -0.9 pp
7.7 9.1 114 9.7 8.5 10.6 12.7 11.3 10.7 n.a. -0.6pp | 3.0pp 11.2 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 23.0 15.6 10.7 8.3 n.a. -24pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
4.0 4.3 4.0 3.9 41 4.0 41 4.2 4.2 n.a. 0.0% -2.3% 51 -1.9% 2.0%
265 26.7 27.8 31.0 33.0 318 284 4.0 23.0 n.a. -1.0pp | -2.0pp 4.9 -15pp | -1.6pp
34.9 34.0 32.3 371 32.5 333 30.3 30.7 30.1 n.a. -0.5pp | -31pp 34.0 08pp | -0.7pp
551 82.9 B804 62.7 85.0 84.3 68.7 87.8 70.6 n.a. 2.8pp - 80.8 0.9 pp -
5.4 5.8 6.1 5.2 5.8 5.5 5.5 5.8 5.8 n.a. 0.0pp | 0.7pp 9.5 -0.1pp | LOpp
29 3.1 3.0 3.0 2.8 27 2.4 1.9 L6 L1 -0.5pp | -1.5pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
25.7 23.8 22.7 21.7 20.8 20.9 20.2 19.2 17.7 175 | -0.2pp | -9.7pp 106 | 0.0pp | 41pp
7.5 6.7 6.9 7.2 6.8 6.2 6.0 5.5 5.6 5.1 -0.5pp | -L.0pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
9.9 9.5 10.2 10.8 9.9 10.3 10.5 8.8 8.6 7.3 -Lipp | -L0pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
29.1 319 33.2 34.7 37.1 39.5 423 45.8 47.2 49,7 | 2.5pp | 19.6pp 587 | L6pp | 13.3pp
222 .7 210 223 209 23.5 243 26.0 26.2 n.a. 0.2pp | 0.2pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.77 0.81 0.79 0.80 0.80 0.77 0.75 0.72 0.71 n.a. -L4% -2.7% 0.92 -L1% 8.2%
045 0.44 0.48 0.46 0.56 0.56 0.54 0.54 0.56 n.a. 3.7% 36.6 % 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
14 1.6 11 1.2 0.9 11 0.8 1.0 0.2 na. | -0.8pp | -05pp 1.7 | -09pp | -13pp
114 12.0 11.8 125 12.8 13.3 134 12.8 13.5 n.a. n.a. 28.6% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
11.7 11.7 11.0 12.3 12.7 13.7 14.0 129 14.2 n.a. n.a. 224% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 25.0 28.7 328 327 34.6 34.0 326 29.2 n.a. -3.4pp n.a. 25.2 -0.8pp n.a.
2.8 3.7 3.0 2.6 25 16 11 1.4 14 na. | 0opp | -19pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

MALTA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty and
social exclusion through
inclusive labour markets,
adequate and sustainable
social protection and high
quality services

The number of people at-risk-of
poverty (60% of median income) are
around the EU average but have
declined recently.

Challenges on the integration of
migrants are increasing.

People with disabilities face a greater
risk of poverty or social exclusion than
the EU average.

The severe material
deprivation rate is around
the EU average, but show
a significant positive
development.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty —
tackling child poverty

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in working
age

The number of people aged 18-59 at-
risk-of-poverty living in (quasi-) jobless
households is worse than the EU
average.

There are fewer people
aged 18-64 at risk of
poverty or social
exclusion than on average
in the EU and the relative
median poverty risk gap
for people aged 18-64 is
significantly below the EU
average.

Women aged 18-64 are
much less likely to
experience in-work
poverty than EU women
on average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and living
conditions of the elderly

The at-risk-of-poverty rate for older
people is worse than the EU average
and show a significant negative
development.

The impact of social transfers on
reducing old age poverty is decreasing’.

The severe material
deprivation rate for elderly
is around the EU average,
but show a significant
positive development.

5. Health & LTC

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Malta EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 15.8 16.6 16.5 16.7 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless
households (18-59) 58.3 62.7 62.8 64.7 55.6 56.0 57.0 57.8
At-risk-of poverty rate of older people (aged 65+) - total 17.0 21.3 23.9 24.9 13.7 14.1 14.6 15.0
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing old age
poverty (65+) 79.6 74.6 72.1 70.5 84.4 84.0 834 82.9

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Severe material deprivation rate (4+ items) - total 10.3 8.5 4.4 3.3 8.9 8.1 7.5 6.6
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (18-64) 21.8 21.1 17.7 16.4 254 24.7 24.2 23.0
Relative median poverty risk gap (18-64) 18.4 17.6 16.6 18.0 26.9 27.2 27.9 26.9
In-work poverty (18-64) - women 3.3 35 3.0 33 9.1 8.7 9.0 9.0
Severe material deprivation of older people (aged 65+) - total 8.1 5 3.6 2.2 6.3 5.6 5.8 5.3
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people (aged 0-64) living in households with very low work intensity ((quasi-)
jobless households) by 100,000 by 2020 (starting point 2008).

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Netherlands

1,700

1,650

1,600

1,550

thousands of people

1,500

1,450

1.400 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | Target

=g People in (quask) jobles households (0-64

veors oid) % 1,000 1,613 | 1641 | 1,595 | 1678 | 1,635 | 1,624 | 1,680 | 1,653 | 1,562 | 1,516 1,513

Source: Netherlands' National Reform Programme 2018

Note: Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2078.

19 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2007 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*
224 | -11pp | -L3pp
169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.6 | -0.9pp | -1L9pp
9.5 | -L0pp | 0.3pp
241 | -09pp
1.2 | 03pp
137 | -20pp | na.
5.1 -19% 2.0%
249 | -15pp | -L6pp
340 | 0spp | -0.7pp
60.8 | 09pp -
9.5 | -0.1pp | LOpp
29 | -05pp | 0.3pp
106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
63 | -0.7pp | -0.7pp
105 | -0.4pp | -04pp
587 | 1Lepp | 13.3pp
181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.92 -11% 8.2%
0.58 0.0% 18.4%
17 | -09pp | -13pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.4 n.a. n.a.
292 | -08pp | na
104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
n.a. 1.2 59

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017

and 2008-2018 respectively. Improvement to the definition of income in 2016 has some impact on comparison of income-based indicators over time.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

NETHERLANDS 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

Non-EU born people face a higher risk
of poverty or social exclusion than the
NL-born and the share of non-EU born
people at-risk-of-poverty or social
exclusion has increased.

The persistent at-risk-of-poverty
rate is significantly better than
the EU average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

There are gaps in social protection for
self-employed.

The rate of in work poverty is
better than the EU average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

5. Health & LTC

Healthy life years at birth for woman
are worse than the EU average, mostly
related to high smoking rates in
previous generations

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Netherlands EU 28
Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Healthy life years at birth (W) 59.0 57.2 57.8 61.8 63.3 64.2
Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 7.7 7.3 7.2 5.6 10.3 10.9 11.0 11.3
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 5.3 51 5.6 6.1 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL

EXCLUSION

(compared to 2008).

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 235,000 by 2020

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF

POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Austria
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 1699 1577 1566 1593 1542 1572 1609 1551 1542 1563 1512
AROP 13252 1201 1214 1207 1201 1208 1185 1178 1208 1245 1238
[quast) jobles HHs 472 452 487 546 480 486 585 526 528 545 480
sSMD 485 376 353 333 335 355 336 302 257 323 243
AROPE to Target 1512 14p4
s AROPE —B— AROP i |quasi jobless HHs i SMD = == AROPE to Target

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

20 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*

20.6 19.1 18.9 19.2 18.5 18.8 19.2 18.3 18.0 18.1 175 | 0.1pp | -25pp 24 | -11pp | -13pp
15.2 14.5 14.7 14.5 14.4 14.4 14.1 13.9 14.1 144 143 | 03pp | -0.8pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
11359 11683 11710 12255 12361 12542 12997 13189 13842 14006 13913 3.5% 8.0% n.a. n.a. n.a.

5.9 4.6 43 4.0 4.0 4.2 4.0 3.6 3.0 3.7 2.8 0.7pp | -22pp 6.6 | -0.9pp | -1.9pp

7.4 7.1 7.8 8.6 7.7 7.8 9.1 8.2 8.1 8.3 7.3 0.2pp | 09pp 95 | -1.0pp | 0.3pp
19.9 19.2 218 19.1 20.1 213 20.1 20.5 19.8 224 T - 24.1 -0.9pp

5.6 6.2 6.5 9.8 8.7 8.9 8.5 8.8 8.1 3.1 10.2 L0pp n.a. 11.2 0.3pp

n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 5.0 6.8 7.0 6.7 5.6 -0.3pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.

4.2 4.2 4.3 4.1 4.2 41 4.1 4.0 41 4.3 4.0 51 -1.3% 2.0%

249 | -15pp | -16pp

413 427 43.5 46.5 4.2 444 44.5 45.7 46.4 42,2 433 34.0 08pp | -0.7pp

o8 o3ep -

49.6 509 36.0 50.2 53.2 302 541 49.1 519 61.0 60.0

85 8.2 75 7.6 8.2 7.9 7.2 7.8 8.3 7.7 280 | -06pp | -08pp 95 | -01pp | Lopp
Lo 12 12 12 12 12 15 17 19 Le 14 | -04pp | 04pp 29 | 05pp | 03pp
10.2 2.8 8.3 25 7.8 75 7.0 7.3 6.9 74 73 | -01pp | -29pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
5.1 6.4 55 5.3 5.6 5.7 6.0 6.1 65 55 53 | -02pp | 0.2pp 63 | -07pp | -07pp
7.4 8.2 74 7.3 6.8 73 1.7 75 7.7 6.5 68 | 03pp | -08pp 105 | -04pp | -04pp
8.8 39.4 a2 39.9 416 238 5.1 6.3 292 513 540 | 27pp | 152pp 587 | L6pp | 133pp
21.2 186 174 174 16.2 16.2 15.7 14.0 137 13.4 145 | -03pp | -7.8pp 181 | 00pp | -5.2pp
0.88 0.89 0.90 0.92 0.93 0.95 0.95 0.98 0.97 0.97 095 | 00% | 102% 092 | -11% | 82%
0.1 0.56 0.57 0.59 0.58 0.59 0.50 0.62 0.62 0.64 062 | 32% | 49% 058 | 0.0% | 184%
0.7 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 01 | 00pp | -05pp 17 | -09pp | -13pp
74 8.3 85 2.3 29 2.9 24 7.3 8.2 75 na. n.a. 27% 9.6 na. na.
75 8.2 7.9 2.3 9.5 2.8 7.7 7.7 74 75 na. n.a. 0% 9.4 na. na.
na. na. 249 26.8 250 240 24.2 232 21 210 217 | -1ipp | na 292 | -08pp | na.
25 2.0 75 7.8 7.0 7.2 6.6 6.4 7.2 71 68 | -0.1pp | -14pp 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
10 0.2 0.8 05 15 18 0.7 0.2 24 05 na. 05% | 16% n.a. 12 59

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. Break in series in 2011 for the persistent poverty indicator ("n.a." shown for change over period 2008-2017).

79



KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

AUSTRIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

Housing deprivation is around the
EU average but shows a
significantly negative development,
in particular for the working age
population. But recent data
indicates a positive development

The social and labour market
integration of recognised refugees
and people with subsidiary
protection remains a challenge.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

Children from disadvantaged
background face high and
increasing inequalities of
opportunity.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The relative median poverty risk
gap for people aged 18-64 is around
the EU average, but shows a
significantly negative development.

The level of in-work poverty among
foreign-born workers is much
higher than for the native-born.

Some non-standard workers are not
covered by all social insurance
schemes.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

5. Health & LTC

People, and in particular women,
live fewer healthy life years than on
average in the EU.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Austria EU 28
Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Housing Deprivation 14.8 15.7 15.1 16.2 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
Relative median poverty risk gap (18-64) 211 21.8 20.6 259 26.9 27.2 27.9 26.9
Healthy life years at birth (M) 57.6 57.9 57.0 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 57.8 58.1 57.1 61.8 63.3 64.2
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by at least 1,500,000 in
relation to the year 2008

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Poland
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 11481 10454 10409 10186 10128 a748 8337 B761 B221 7273 4851
AROP 6353 6435 6588 6623 6478 6520 5424 6595 6481 5609
[quast) jobless HHs 2444 2102 2211 2073 2063 2124 2160 2002 1844 1606
SMD 6680 5625 5331 4885 5108 4486 53918 5032 2507 2203
AROPEtoTarget 7273 9951
== AROPE == AROP == (quasi-) jobless HHs LMD AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018. Note that
in the case of PL the target s already achieved, i) AROPE - at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate; AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate;
(quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-)jobless households, Le. very low work intensity (VLWI) households; SMD - severe
material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year
except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and lIreland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless
households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI) refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material
deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

21 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*

30.5 27.8 7.8 7.2 26.7 258 m7 234 219 19.5 na. | -24pp |-11.0pp 224 | -adpp | -13pp
16.9 17.1 176 17.7 17.1 17.3 17.0 176 17.3 15.0 na. | -23pp | -19pp 169 | -04pp | 03pp
4039 | 4417 | 4547 | 4993 | 5181 | 5495 | 5736 | 5970 | 6519 | 6635 na. 5.6% | 37.7% n.a. na. na.
17.7 15.0 142 13.0 135 119 10.4 8.1 6.7 5.9 na. | -0.8pp |-11.8pp 66 | -09pp | -19pp
8.0 6.9 73 6.9 6.9 7.2 73 6.9 6.4 5.7 na. | -0.7pp | -23pp 95 | -10pp | 03pp
20.6 227 222 214 222 226 23.2 22.3 7.4 3.6 na | -0.8pp - 241 | -09pp
10.4 10.2 105 10.1 107 9.0 10.7 101 9.7 9.1 na. | -0.6pp | -L3pp 112 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 20.6 16.0 12.0 114 n.a. -0.6 pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
5.1 5.0 5.0 5.0 43 19 13 43 18 a6 na. | -42% | -9.8% 51 | -19% | 20%
329 310 30.8 29.8 29.3 293 28.2 26.6 72 17.9 na. | -63pp |-15.0pp 249 | -15pp | -1.6pp
327 275 279 2.6 25.3 7.8 26.4 231 n5 375 na. | 13.0pp | 48pp 140 | 08pp | -0.7pp
49.2 54.6 56.6 56.9 59.2 59.4 55.9 610 64.4 62.8 na. | -L6pp - 60.8 | 0.9pp -
115 1.0 15 1.2 104 108 10.7 1.3 109 9.9 na. | -Lopp | -L6pp 95 | -0dpp | Lopp
24 25 3.0 3.6 a1 14 3.8 3.0 22 15 1.0 | -05pp | -14pp 29 | -05pp | 0.3pp
5.0 5.3 54 5.6 5.7 5.6 5.4 5.3 5.2 5.0 48 | -0.2pp | -02pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
5.7 7.0 8.2 2.6 2.9 9.1 2.1 6.8 6.1 5.2 41 | -Lipp | -16pp 63 | -07pp | -0.7pp
9.0 101 108 115 1.8 122 12,0 1.0 105 9.5 87 | -08pp | -03pp 105 | -04pp | -04pp
316 323 4.1 36.9 8.7 0.6 425 a3 6.2 483 489 | 0.6pp | 17.3pp 587 | 16pp | 13.3pp
26.9 5.8 24 2.7 234 19.7 18.2 17.0 16.1 174 na. -3.5pp 181 | 00pp | -5.2pp
0.97 0.92 0.93 0.94 0.95 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.93 na. 41% 092 | -11% | 8.2%
056 0.56 0.57 055 0.58 0.60 0.63 0.62 0.62 0.62 na. 0.0% | 10.7% 058 | 0.0% | 18.4%
6.0 7.6 8.3 7.9 9.0 2.8 7.3 7.3 6.6 3.3 na. | -3.3pp | -27pp 17 | -08pp | -13pp
7.0 6.9 6.7 7.6 74 7.2 7.5 7.6 8.2 8.3 na. na | 18.6% 9.6 na. na.
1.7 7.7 75 2.3 7.8 7.8 2.1 8.4 2.9 8.6 na. na | 11.7% 9.4 na. na.
na. na. 5.8 35.2 341 309 304 292 291 7.8 na. | -L3pp | na 292 | -08pp | na
9.7 8.2 9.1 10.2 105 10.3 9.6 8.7 7.7 6.7 na. | -Lopp | -3.0pp 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
44 59 21 0.4 11 14 239 3.7 5.9 3.0 na. 3.0% | 295% n.a. 12 539

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

POLAND 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive labour
markets, adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty —
tackling child poverty

The share of children (0-17) at
risk of poverty or social
exclusion is better the EU
average.

The share of children (aged 0-
17) living in (quasi) jobless
households is better than the
EU average.

The impact of social transfers
on reducing child poverty is
increasing significantly®.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The at-risk of poverty rate for people
living in (quasi-)jobless households
(18-59) is around the EU average,
but has been significantly increasing.

The social security system does not
cover all people in employment.

The share of adults (aged 18-
59) living in (quasi) jobless
households is better than the
EU average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of the
elderly

Short working careers and early
labour market withdrawals, in
particular for women, create risks
for the adequacy of future pensions.

5. Health & LTC

Life expectancy is worse than the EU
average.

The level of unmet need for medical
care due to long distances is worse
than the EU average. The hospital
system has a lot of capacity but is
unevenly distributed

The provision of primary care, while
improving, remains underdeveloped
and challenges persist for patients
with chronic conditions.

There are persistent shortages in
healthcare workers, both doctors and
nurses.

The long-term care system is not
integrated and formal care provision
is very low.
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Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.

Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).

INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Poland EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless
households (18-59) 52.5 57.7 61.4 62.3 55.6 56.0 57.0 57.8
Life expectancy at birth (T) 77.8 775 78.0 77.8 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 18.4 18.2 18.5 18.3 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Unmet need med care - distance 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 28.2 26.6 24.2 17.9 27.8 27.1 26.4 24.9
Children (aged 0-17) living in (quasi-)jobless households 5.1 5.0 49 4.1 9.9 9.4 9.3 8.2
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing child
poverty 24.2 20.6 24.6 52.9 39.4 38.9 38.8 40.4
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing child poverty 40.4 37.3 40.7 62.7 42.8 42.4 42.3 43.9
Adults (aged 18-59) not students living in (quasi-)jobless
households 8.0 7.6 6.9 6.2 11.7 111 10.9 10.0
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 200,000 by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Portugal
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 | Target
AROPE 2757 2648 2693 2601 2667 2879 2863 2765 2595 2399 2557
AROP 1967 1898 1803 1919 1887 1966 2030 2019 1960 1887
(quasH) jobles HHs| 517 567 700 B66 791 950 934 826 587 598
SMD 1029 965 958 281 310 1148 1108 597 B65 708 £15
AROPE to Target 2399 2557
== AROPE == AROP == (quasi-) jobless HHs =G D AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

22 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017 2016to 2008 to
2017* 2017*

26.0 24.9 25.3 244 5.3 275 275 26.6 25.1 23.3 na. | -L8pp | -27pp 24 | -11pp | -13pp
18.5 17.9 17.9 18.0 17.9 18.7 19.5 19.5 19.0 18.3 na. | -0.7pp | -0.2pp 169 | -D4pp | 0.3pp
5702 5655 5837 5773 5877 5892 6075 6150 6483 6475 n.a. 26% 0.1% n.a. n.a. n.a.
9.7 9.1 9.0 8.3 8.6 10.9 10.6 9.6 8.4 6.9 60 | -15pp | -28pp 6.6 | -0.9pp | -1.9pp
6.3 7.0 2.6 8.3 10.1 12.2 12.2 10.9 9.1 2.0 na. | -Llpp | 17pp 95 | -L0pp | 03pp
23.2 236 22.7 23.2 241 274 30.3 29.0 26.7 27.0 n.a. 0.3 pp - 241 -0.9pp
13.1 9.8 13.2 13.6 114 1.7 12.0 13.6 115 14.2 n.a. 27pp | Llpp 1.2 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 26.6 221 18.9 16.8 n.a. -21pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
6.1 6.0 5.6 5.7 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.0 5.9 5.7 n.a. -34% | -6.6% 51 -1.9% 2.0%
29.5 8.7 8.7 28.6 27.8 3.7 34 29.6 7.0 24.2 na. | -28pp | -5.3pp 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
25.7 26.3 32.2 29.1 29.2 26.7 27.0 26.1 24.0 225 na. | -L5pp | -3.2pp 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
53.2 568.5 579 54.6 545 594 59.5 57.5 55.6 58.3 n.a. - 80.8 0.9 pp -
113 10.3 9.6 10.2 9.9 104 10.7 10.9 10.8 10.7 na. | -0.lpp | -0.6pp 95 | -0.1pp | 1.0pp
3.6 4.2 5.7 6.2 7.7 9.3 8.4 7.2 6.2 4.5 31 -l4pp | -05pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 03pp
3.9 0.9 28.3 23.0 205 18.9 174 13.7 14.0 126 1.8 | -0.8pp |-23.1pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
6.8 7.9 8.2 115 14.1 13.3 11.9 10.7 9.3 81 69 | -L2pp | 0.1pp 63 | -0.7pp | -0.7pp
10.2 11.2 114 12.6 13.9 141 123 11.3 10.6 9.3 84 | -09pp | -18pp 105 | -D4pp | -D4pp
50.7 49.7 295 47.8 46.5 26.9 47.8 49.9 52.1 56.2 59.2 | 3.0pp | 85pp 587 | 1.6pp | 13.3pp
217 26.0 26.1 245 222 20.3 211 217 218 207 n.a. -l1pp | -7.0pp 18.1 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.83 0.85 0.82 0.87 0.92 0.94 0.954 0.92 0.91 0.92 n.a. L1% 10.3% 0.92 -L1% 8.2%
0.51 0.50 0.53 0.56 0.58 0.59 0.63 0.62 0.64 0.67 n.a. AT7% 31.4% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
L1 3.3 2.0 14 3.3 3.0 3.5 3.0 2.4 2.3 na. | -0.lpp | 12pp 1.7 | -09pp | -13pp
6.7 6.8 71 7.8 9.9 9.6 6.9 7.0 7.7 7.9 n.a. n.a. 17.9% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
5.6 5.5 5.8 6.3 9.0 9.3 5.6 5.4 6.4 6.7 n.a. n.a. 19.6% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 35.2 32.8 314 316 32.5 32.2 319 29.3 n.a. -2.6pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
7.6 6.1 4.2 7.2 8.3 83 9.2 9.1 7.5 6.7 na. | -0.8pp | -0.9pp 104 | -07pp | -0.1pp
1.2 L5 1.0 -5.2 -5.3 -1.0 -0.5 2.5 2.2 2.0 n.a. 2.0% -3.2% n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively.

87



KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

PORTUGAL 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The impact of social transfers (other
than pensions) on reducing poverty is
decreasing®.

The level of housing deprivation is
significantly higher than the EU
average.

Some regions suffer from a much
higher risk of poverty and social
exclusion.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The at-risk-of poverty rate of children
living in low work intensity
households is significantly higher than
the EU average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The adequacy of the minimum income
scheme remain very low.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

5. Health & LTC

Healthy life years at 65 is lower than
the EU average and show a significant
negative development.

There is insufficient and uneven
regional distribution of the provision
of long-term care services.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only

those included in the tables in this Country Profile.

Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income

distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Portugal EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing poverty 27.0 26.1 24.0 225 34.1 33.7 33.2 34.0
Housing Deprivation 38.1 326 35.2 331 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
At-risk-of poverty rate of children living in household at work
(0.2<WI<=0.55) 45.9 49.1 50.1 51.7 322 345 338 34.0
Healthy life years at birth (M) 58.3 58.2 59.9 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 55.4 55.0 57.4 61.8 63.3 64.2
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 580,000 compared to
2008.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Romania
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 9115 8795 8425 8265 8673 8392 8043 7435 7694 7040 6360 8535
AROP 4860 4514 4379 4497 4604 4500 5012 5056 5006 4646 4503
[quask) jobless HHs| 1384 1280 1212 1144 1223 1168 1099 1192 1230 1022 1070
SMD 6757 6569 6186 5067 6247 5959 5167 4520 4707 3880 3281
AROPE to Target 6360 8535
== AROPE == AROP ==dr=|quasi-) jobless HHs = SN D AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018; ii) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

23 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated. Note: There is a general break in series in 2010 for LFS-based indicators.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*

M2 43.0 415 40.9 43.2 419 40.3 37.4 8.8 5.7 325 | -3.1pp | -BSpp 24 | -1dpp | -l3pp
23.6 221 216 22.3 229 23.0 25.1 25.4 25.3 23.6 235 | -L7pp | 0.0pp 163 | -0.4pp | 0.3pp
1837 2066 2122 2186 2226 2332 2408 2614 2835 3182 3745 144% | 38.8% n.a. n.a. n.a.
327 321 0.5 295 311 9.8 259 27 3.3 19.7 168 | -4lpp |-13.0pp 66 | -08pp | -19pp
85 81 7.7 7.3 7.9 7.6 7.2 7.9 8.2 6.9 74 | -13pp | -16pp 95 | -10pp | 03pp
32.3 314 313 314 311 33.6 34.6 382 36.2 34.5 35.2 -1.7pp - 241 -0.9pp

n.a. n.a. 18.0 17.5 18.7 17.1 19.5 19.3 20.2 19.1 19.9 -Llpp n.a. 11.2 0.3pp

n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 54.2 49.6 48.7 46.8 41.6 -2.9pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
7.0 6.5 6.1 6.2 6.6 6.8 7.2 8.3 7.2 8.5 Théd 9.7% -11% 5.1 -1.9% 20%
50.9 50.6 48.1 49.2 52.5 514 50.7 46.8 49.2 4.7 381 | -75pp | -9.2pp 249 | -15pp | -L6pp
234 23.0 223 236 205 184 12.8 133 14.2 16.6 16.1 24pp 340 08pp | -0.7pp
48.7 444 39.9 46.7 434 438.7 55.6 60.2 65.2 59.0 734 -6.2pp 60.8 09pp -
16.9 17.2 17.6 189 189 18.1 19.7 18.6 18.6 17.1 150 | -1.5pp | 0.2pp 95 | -0pp | 10pp
2.4 2.2 2.4 2.9 3.0 3.2 2.8 3.0 1.0 2.0 18 | -0.2pp | -0.6pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
15.9 16.6 19.3 18.1 17.8 17.3 18.1 19.1 18.5 18.1 164 | -L7pp | -29pp 106 | 0.0pp | 41pp
5.7 6.4 6.9 7.3 6.9 7.1 7.1 6.8 5.8 5.5 4.8 -0.7pp | -21pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
1.6 13.9 16.6 17.5 16.8 17.0 17.0 18.1 174 15.2 145 | -0.7pp | -21pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
43.1 426 40.7 399 416 418 43.1 411 428 445 463 | Lapp | 56pp 587 | lLe6pp | 133pp
49.4 433 40.1 36.2 354 5.8 35.0 333 34.0 33.2 328 | -0.8pp |-162pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.85 0.93 0.97 1.01 1.03 1.04 1.04 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.90 0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.50 0.56 0.64 0.67 0.67 0.68 0.65 0.63 0.66 0.61 0.51 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
111 8.9 11.1 12.2 11.5 10.9 9.8 9.4 6.5 4.7 4.9 1.7 -0.9pp | -L3pp
7.9 7.2 5.9 5.4 5.9 5.8 5.9 6.3 6.2 5.9 n.a. 9.6 n.a. n.a.
2.0 71 5.1 4.7 51 5.2 5.7 57 5.6 51 n.a. 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. n.a. 47.2 441 46.6 449 431 394 3954 39.0 37.6 -0.4pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
19.1 15.4 15.8 10.5 18.4 16.9 16.2 159 144 123 103 | -21pp | -6.2pp 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
15.0 -6.6 12 -2.1 -1.8 4.3 11 6.2 9.1 10.1 n.a. 10.1% | 229% n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators. For EU-SILC based indicators, changes since
2008 refer to 2008-2017. Breaks in series in 2010 for LFS-based indicators, so changes 2010-2018 are shown for the longer term change.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
ROMANIA 2019

Good social

Social policy area Key social challenge
policy y g outcome

Poverty and income inequality remain
high, while material and social
deprivation is significantly worse than
the EU average. Regional and
urban/rural disparities are deepening,
with particular groups of vulnerable
people (children in rural areas,
elderly, the Roma and people with
disabilities) being more exposed to
poverty.

1. Preventing poverty and
social exclusion through
inclusive labour markets,
adequate and sustainable
social protection and high
quality services

Housing deprivation is significantly
worse than the EU average.
The risk of poverty or social

2. Breaking the exclusion, the at-risk of poverty rate
intergenerational the severe material deprivation rate
transmission of poverty — | for children are significantly worse
tackling child poverty than the EU average, but show a

significantly positive development.
The coverage and quality of social
services remains insufficient, while
the minimum inclusion income is not
yet in place

3. Active inclusion —

tackling poverty in The social security system does not

working age cover all people in employment.
Access to social protection is limited,
in particular for workers without a
standard employment contract.
Pension ages for men and women

4. Elderly continue to be different.

poverty/adequate income

and living conditions of The impact of social transfers in

the elderly reducing old age poverty is

decreasing’.

Life expectancy (at birth and at 65) is
significantly worse than the EU
average

Healthy life years for women at 65,
preventable mortality and unmet
medical needs due to distance are
significantly worse than the EU
average.

5. Health & LTC

There is limited access to healthcare,
including through the shift to
outpatient care, and to long-term
care.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).

INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Romania EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion - total 40.3 374 38.8 35.7 24.4 23.8 235 224
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 25.1 254 25.3 23.6 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
Severe material deprivation rate (4+ items) - total 25.9 22.7 23.8 19.7 8.9 8.1 75 6.6
$80/S20 7.2 8.3 7.2 6.5 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
Material and social deprivation - total 54.2 49.6 49.7 46.8 19.3 17.2 15.7 13.7
Children at-risk-of poverty or social exclusion (aged 0-17) 50.7 46.8 49.2 41.7 27.8 27.1 26.4 24.9
At-risk-of poverty rate of children (aged 0-17) 39.3 38.1 37.2 322 211 21.2 21.0 20.2
Chll(-jren. living in a household suffering from severe material 310 28.9 302 215 104 96 85 71
deprivation(4+)
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing old age 821 776 776 76.2 a4 84.0 834 82,9
poverty (65+)
Life expectancy at birth (T) 75.0 74.9 75.3 75.3 80.9 80.6 81.0 80.9
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 16.6 16.4 16.7 16.7 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9
Healthy life years at 65 (W) 5.7 5.7 5.6 5.1 8.6 9.4 10.1 10.2
Preventable mortality 363.0 362.7 2139 216.3
Unmet need med care - distance 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 40,000 by 2020, with
regard to 2010, when this number was 366,000

Source: National Reform Programme (2016)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Slovenia
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 | Target
AROPE 361 339 366 386 392 410 410 385 371 345
ARDP 241 223 254 73 71 291 290 287 280 268
{quast) jobless HHs| 105 88 111 121 118 125 136 114 114 96
SMD 130 121 118 122 133 134 133 116 108 02 74
AROPE to Target 345 326
= AROPE —l— AROP e (quasi-) jobless HHs i 5MD = == AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate; AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households; SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

24 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*

17.1 183 19.3 196 204 204 192 184 17.1 na. | -L3pp | -Lapp 224 | -1ipp | -Lipp
113 12.7 136 135 145 145 143 139 13.3 na. | -0.6pp | 1.0pp 169 | -0.4pp | 03pp
8599 | 8009 | 8354 | 863 | 8527 | 8597 | 9061 | 9150 | 9130 n.a. 33% | 0% na. n.a. n.a.
6.1 5.9 6.1 6.6 6.7 656 5.8 54 a5 37 | -08pp | 21pp 66 | -09pp | -19pp
5.6 7.0 76 7.5 8.0 8.7 74 74 6.2 na. | -L2pp | -0.5pp 95 | -L0pp | 03pp
20.2 20.2 199 19.1 204 22.0 203 20.2 19.6 na. | -06pp | 03pp 241 | -09pp
7.0 6.9 75 6.1 75 9.5 a1 85 8.2 na. | -03pp | 05pp 12 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 14.9 12.0 10.0 10.5 n.a. 0.5pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
3.2 3.4 3.5 3.4 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.6 3.4 na. | -5.6% | 0.0% 51| -19% | 20%
15.1 152 173 16.4 175 17.7 16.6 149 15.1 na. | 0.2pp | -0.2pp 249 | -15pp | -16pp
3.6 475 43.8 164 2.7 22 223 2.8 445 na. | L8pp | -19pp 340 | 08pp | -0.7pp
49.1 56.1 58.1 54.8 56.8 6L4 62.7 63.5 64.6 na. | Lipp 60.8 | 0.9pp -
18 5.3 6.0 65 7.1 6.4 6.7 6.1 6.6 n.a. 95 | -01pp | LOpp
18 3.2 3.6 43 5.2 5.3 a7 43 3.1 22 | -09pp | 03pp 29 | -05pp | 03pp
5.3 5.0 42 44 3.9 24 5.0 49 43 42 | -01pp | -09pp 106 | 0.0pp | 4lpp
5.6 5.9 5.9 7.1 7.3 6.3 5.8 5.1 24 34 | -Lopp | -Lipp 63 | -07pp | 0.7pp
7.5 7.1 7.1 9.3 9.2 9.4 9.5 8.0 6.5 66 | Olpp | 01pp 105 | -0.4pp | -04pp
356 35.0 312 329 335 35.4 36.6 385 427 470 | 43pp | 142pp 587 | 16pp | 133pp
33 2.8 24.2 2.8 23.0 20.1 0.2 199 183 na. | -L6pp | 6.1pp 181 | 0.0pp | -52pp
0.86 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.87 091 0.90 0.89 0.83 na. | -L1% | 48% 092 | -11% | 82%
045 045 0.47 0.47 0.46 045 0.46 0.47 046 na. | -21% | 45% 058 | 00% | 184%
0.2 01 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.2 04 35 n.a. 17 | -09pp | -13pp
9.3 6.6 6.2 7.3 72 78 8.2 84 72 n.a. 9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.9 72 6.9 6.9 7.6 26 7.6 8.2 72 n.a. 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 28.0 26.2 284 28.7 285 5.2 2.6 235 na. | -Lipp [ na 292 | -08pp | na
3.9 43 a7 5.2 6.0 6.4 6.1 5.7 5.2 na. | -05pp | 08pp 104 | -0.7pp | -01pp
0.4 0.5 0.1 41 1.8 14 2.0 4.3 28 na. | 28% | 41% na. 12 59

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively. Break in time series in Healthy Life Years indicator (change of question in 2010) which affects the comparison of change since 2008.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

SLOVENIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty and
social exclusion through
inclusive labour markets,
adequate and sustainable
social protection and high
quality services

More people are experiencing
housing deprivation than on
average in the EU but their number
is reducing.

The share of people are at-risk-of
poverty is better than the EU and
show positive developments.

The share of women aged (0-59)
living in (quasi-)jobless households
is better than the EU average and
show positive developments.

The S80/S20 share ratio and the
inter-quintile S80/S50 share ratio
are significantly better than the EU
average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of poverty —
tackling child poverty

Children’s relative median poverty
risk gap is better than the EU
average and show a significantly
positive development.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The rates of people in working age
at risk of poverty or social
exclusion and adults not students
living in (quasi-) jobless are better
than the EU average and show
positive developments.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of the
elderly

The level of the aggregate
replacement ratio for the elderly is
worse than the EU average.

The long-term adequacy and
sustainability of the pension system
are at risk.

5. Health & LTC

Unmet medical needs due to long
waiting time is worse than the EU
average.

The long-term stability of health
care funding is low.

Outside the institutional area, there
is no integrated provision of long-
term care services.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only

those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Slovenia EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
Housing Deprivation 31.9 29.3 26.1 24.3 20.6 19.8 19.9 16.3
Aggregate replacement ratio (excl other social benefits) 0.45 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58
Unmet need med care - waiting 0.1 0.1 0.3 3.3 1.1 1.0 0.8 0.7

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 145 14.3 13.9 13.3 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - women 9.8 8.3 8.2 6.8 11.7 11.2 11.0 9.9
$80/S20 3.7 3.6 3.6 34 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
Interquintile share ratios S80/S50 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.3 13 1.3 1.3
Relative median poverty risk gap (0-17) 23.7 20.8 18.9 16.3 25.9 26.0 26.1 24.3
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion (18-64) 21.3 19.7 19.1 17.3 25.4 24.7 24.2 23.0
Adults (aged 18-59) not students living in (quasi-)jobless
households 10.1 8.6 8.7 7.2 11.7 111 10.9 10.0
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the number of people at risk of poverty or social exclusion by 170,000

Source: National Reform Programme

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Slovakia
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0 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 1111 1061 1118 1112 1109 1070 960 963 950 856 841
AROP 5BR 594 651 700 716 694 659 643 G6B 650
[quask) jobles HHs 225 243 348 331 312 328 284 285 267 219
EMD 636 601 621 571 565 554 514 471 432 369
AROPE to Target 856 941
== AROPE == AROP —te—(quasi-) jobless HHs =5 D AROPE to Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

25 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change

2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017*

19.6 20.6 20.6 20.5 19.8 18.4 18.4 18.1 16.3 na. | -L8pp | -43pp 24 | dpp | -13pp
11.0 12.0 13.0 13.2 12.8 12.6 12.3 12.7 124 na. | -03pp | 15pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
4694 5016 5385 5879 5743 5883 6132 6280 6344 n.a. 3.8% 30.8% n.a. n.a. n.a.
11.1 1.4 10.6 10.5 10.2 9.9 3.0 3.2 7.0 na. | -L2pp | -48pp 66 | -09pp | -1.9pp
5.6 7.9 7 7.2 7.6 71 71 6.5 5.4 n.a. -lilpp | 0.2pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 03pp
23.2 25.7 228 205 241 29.0 289 26.1 26.0 n.a. -0.1pp 241 -0.9 pp
5.4 6.0 78 8.6 71 9.8 7.4 7.7 n.a. n.a. n.a. 11.2 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 18.5 16.7 15.3 13.3 n.a. -2.0pp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
3.6 3.8 3.8 3.7 3.6 3.9 3.5 3.6 3.5 n.a. -28% | 29% 51 -1.9% 2.0%
23.7 25.3 26.0 26,6 25.5 23.6 249 244 225 n.a. -19pp | -18pp 249 -1.5pp | -1.6pp
35.7 394 33.3 34.0 36.3 35.7 35.3 31.0 29.1 n.a. -l8pp 34.0 08pp | -0.7pp
59.0 6L5 B85.6 69.4 73.6 79.3 724 754 79.9 n.a. 80.8 0.9 pp -
5.2 5.7 6.3 6.2 5.8 5.7 6.1 6.5 6.4 na. | -0.1pp | 0.6pp 9.5 -0.1pp | LOpp
6.5 9.2 9.2 9.4 10.0 9.3 7.6 5.8 5.1 4.0 -Llpp | -26pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
49 4.7 5.1 5.3 6.4 6.7 6.9 7.4 9.3 8.6 -0.7pp - 106 | 0.0pp | 41pp
8.6 104 10.1 10.4 104 9.2 8.4 7.2 6.3 4.8 -L5pp | -14pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
12.5 14.1 13.8 13.8 13.7 12.8 13.7 123 121 102 | -L9pp | -0.9pp 105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
39.5 40.5 413 43.1 44,0 1.8 47.0 49.0 53.0 54.2 12pp | 15.0pp 587 | L6pp | 13.3pp
19.7 16.7 14.5 16.3 13.6 13.4 12.8 123 121 na. | -0.2pp | -9.8pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.81 0.83 0.86 0.81 0.90 091 0.91 0.91 0.89 n.a. . 12.7% 0.92 -L1% 8.2%
0.55 0.61 0.62 0.56 0.61 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.62 n.a. 0.0% 14.8% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
17 1.7 22 22 19 21 21 23 24 na. | 0lpp | 11pp 1.7 | -09pp | -13pp
3.5 33 3.5 3.5 4.2 4.3 4.1 45 3.8 n.a. n.a 26.7% 9.6 n.a n.a
29 2.8 29 3.1 3.7 3.6 3.8 4.2 4.1 n.a. n.a. 51.9% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 241 23.7 236 227 20.5 210 159.3 184 n.a. -0.9pp n.a. 25.2 -0.8pp n.a.
9.4 7.6 8.4 84 8.3 9.0 3.1 7.7 84 n.a. 104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
14 0.5 -1.9 -0.6 0.1 2.6 4.0 2.8 2.8 n.a. 2.8% 121% n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017
and 2008-2018 respectively.

99



KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

SLOVAKIA 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The at-risk of poverty rate for
population living in (quasi-)jobless
households is significantly worse than
the EU average.

The impact of social transfers (other
than pensions) on reducing poverty for
the general population, for children and
the working age population is
decreasing significantly™.

Insufficient social housing, inefficient
governance structures and the low
attractiveness of social work hamper
the social inclusion of disadvantaged
groups, including Roma people.

The share of people (aged 0-
59) living in (quasi-)jobless
households is significantly
better than the EU average.

The inter-quintile share ratio
S80/S50 is significantly better
than the EU average.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The relative median poverty risk gap
for children is worse than the EU
average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The at-risk of poverty rate for
working age population is
significantly better than the EU
average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

The housing cost overburden for the
elderly is around the EU average, but
shows significantly negative
development.

The relative median poverty
risk gap for the elderly is
significantly better than the EU
average.

5. Health & LTC

The levels of amenable and preventable
mortality are significantly worse than
the EU average.

Healthy life years (at birth and at 65)
and life expectancy at 65 are
significantly worse than the EU
average.

Despite some progress, there is still
room to improve the cost-effectiveness
of the healthcare system. While demand
for long-term care is growing, service
provision remains limited.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Slovakia EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless
households 79.3 72.4 75.4 79.9 58.1 59.1 60.0 60.8
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing poverty 35.7 35.3 31.0 29.1 341 33.7 33.2 34.0
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing child
poverty 36.2 37.6 28.8 27.6 394 38.9 38.8 40.4
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing
working age poverty (18-64) 35.6 345 31.8 30.3 34.7 345 34.1 34.8
Relative median poverty risk gap (0-17) 32.0 29.9 31.6 30.3 259 26.0 26.1 24.3
Housing cost overburden (65+) 8.0 8.1 8.1 12.8 10.6 10.4 10.5 10.1
Amenable mortality 2429 250.0 126.2 1271
Preventable mortality 349.8 362.2 2139 2163
Healthy life years at birth (M) 55.5 54.8 56.4 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 54.6 55.1 57.0 61.8 63.3 64.2
Healthy life years at 65 (M) 4.3 4.1 45 8.6 9.4 9.8
Healthy life years at 65 (W) 3.6 3.8 4.2 8.6 9.4 10.1
Life expectancy at 65 (T) 17.4 17.2 175 17.4 20.0 19.7 20.0 19.9

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 7.1 7.1 6.5 5.4 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
$80/S20 3.9 35 36 35 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
At-risk-of poverty rate (aged 18-64) - total 12.3 11.6 12.0 115 17.1 17.1 17.0 16.5
Relative median poverty risk gap (65+) 10.5 10.4 10.3 9.6 16.7 16.5 16.8 16.7
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce to 770,000 by 2020 the number of persons living at risk of poverty or social exclusion.

Source: National Reform Programme (2018)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

Finland
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ARDPE 910 BEG 890 04g 916 854 927 004 B9G 840 894
AROP 709 725 692 725 704 632 528 568 630 621 652
{quas) joblessHHs| 296 328 364 388 361 351 388 416 430 412 410
SMD 181 148 150 170 156 132 151 118 120 113 154
AROPEtoTarget 204 770
e AROPE =l AROP e (quasi-) jobless HHs e S D = = = AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: i) Progress on the target is monitored on the basis of the EU SILC data with a base year 2008 and target data year 2018, i) AROPE -
at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate;, AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate; (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population living in (quasi-
)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; iii) For the at-risk-of poverty
rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey year) and
Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate (VLWI)
refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current year.

26 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016to 2008 to
2017 2017
16.9 16.9 179 17.2 16.0 17.3 16.8 16.6 15.7 165 | -09pp | -1.7pp 24 | “dpp | -13pp
13.8 131 13.7 13.2 11.8 128 124 116 1.5 120 | -01pp | -21pp 169 | -04pp | 0.3pp
10421 10327 10760 11146 11507 11550 11658 11993 11882 12031 1.0% 21% n.a. n.a. n.a.
2.8 2.3 3.2 2.9 25 2.8 2.2 2.2 21 28 | -01pp | -14pp 66 | -09pp | -1.9pp
8.4 9.3 10.0 9.3 9.0 10.0 10.8 114 10.7 108 | -0.7pp | 3.2pp 9.5 -1.0pp | 0.3pp
15.1 13.8 135 15.0 15.0 139 13.2 13.9 13.7 142 | -02pp | -20pp 41 | -09pp
6.5 7.7 7.5 7.4 7.0 7.0 8.3 6.0 6.0 5.2 0.0pp | -0.8pp 1.2 | 03pp
n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 44 3.5 4.2 5.3 5.3 Llpp n.a. 13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
3.7 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.5 3.6 -28% -79% 51 -19% 20%
14.0 14.2 16.1 149 13.0 15.6 149 14.7 15.1 160 | 04pp | 0.0pp 249 | -15pp | -l6pp
47.3 515 50.0 50.9 55.3 53.6 53.7 57.0 56.9 537 | -0.1pp | 6.7pp 340 | 0.8pp | -0.7pp
63.8 60.0 57.7 59.5 50.7 52.9 52.8 51.5 55.2 54.8 - -Lipp 60.8 0.9pp -
3.7 3.7 3.9 3.8 1.8 3.7 3.5 31 2.7 31 | -04pp | -24pp 95 | -01pp | LOpp
14 2.0 L7 1.6 17 19 23 2.3 21 1.6 -0.5pp | 0.4pp 2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
9.9 10.3 9.8 83 9.3 9.5 3.2 7.9 8.2 8.3 0lpp | -1.5pp 106 | 0.0pp | -41pp
10.9 10.6 10.1 9.8 10.3 10.7 11.7 10.5 10.7 9.0 | -L7pp | 0.2pp 6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
9.9 9.0 8.4 8.6 9.3 10.2 10.6 9.9 9.4 85 | -09pp | 0.7pp 105 | -04pp | -04pp
55.5 56.2 57.0 58.2 58.5 59.1 60.0 61.4 62.5 654 | 29pp | 89pp 587 | Lepp | 13.3pp
221 19.5 19.8 19.5 16.8 17.0 145 13.6 13.2 140 | -04pp |-10.7pp 181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.73 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.79 0.81 0.83 0.34 0.82 12% 16.7% 0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.48 0.50 0.50 0.43 0.45 0.51 0.52 0.53 0.53 0.54 0.0% 8.2% 0.58 0.0% 18.4%
3.7 3.9 4.4 4.6 4.3 3.3 43 4.1 3.6 47 | -05pp - 1.7 -0.9pp | -1L3pp
8.2 8.7 24 84 n.a. 2.8 9.3 9.4 8.9 n.a. n.a. 113% 9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.0 8.7 8.6 9.0 n.a. 9.3 9.0 8.9 9.4 n.a. n.a. 4.4% 9.4 n.a. n.a.
n.a. 23.7 25.6 24.8 22.2 25.0 24.0 23.5 20.6 2.5 -2.9pp n.a. 29.2 -0.8pp n.a.
4.4 4.2 44 4.5 4.9 5.1 4.9 44 4.3 4.3 -0.1pp | -04pp 104 -0.7pp | -0.1pp
0.8 2.5 11 0.1 0.4 -0.7 1.2 15 13 n.a. 13% 8.5% n.a. 1.2 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017

and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES

FINLAND 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The share of people (aged 0-59)
living in (quasi-)jobless households
is around the EU average, but shows
significant negative developments
and the share of men living in
(quasi-)jobless households is below
the EU average.

The share of people living in
material and social deprivation is
lower than the EU average, but has
increased recently.

The impact of social transfers on
reducing poverty is increasing®.

The inter-quintile share ratio
S50/S20 is significantly better than
the EU average.

The share of people at risk of
poverty and the relative median
poverty risk gaps are significantly
lower than the EU average.

The persistent at-risk-of-poverty
rate is lower than the EU average
and has been decreasing.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

Children of low-skilled parents and
migrants face higher risks of poverty
and social exclusion.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

The level of in work-poverty is
significantly lower than the EU
average.

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

5. Health & LTC

The level of unmet needs for medical
care due to long waiting times is
significantly worse than the EU
average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.
Note 1: The assessment of the impact of social transfers on poverty reduction is only included when the change
over the latest three years (2014-2017) shows an increase or a decrease. The assessment is purely descriptive as
changes can (among other causes) be driven by underlying developments in the labour market and income
distribution, as well as by changes in benefit systems themselves (benefit levels and targeting).
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Finland EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - total 10.0 10.8 11.4 10.7 11.3 10.7 10.5 9.5
People (aged 0-59) living in (quasi-)jobless households - men 11.0 11.9 12.4 11.7 10.9 10.2 10.0 9.1
Material and social deprivation - total 44 35 4.2 5.3 19.3 17.2 15.7 13.7
Unmet need med care - waiting 3.1 4.2 4.0 3.6 1.1 1.0 0.8 0.7

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
Impact of social transfers (other than pensions) in reducing poverty 53.6 53.7 57.0 56.9 34.1 33.7 33.2 34.0
Impact of social transfers (incl pensions) in reducing poverty 70.4 71.4 735 73.7 61.5 61.3 61.1 61.4
S80/S20 3.6 3.6 3.6 35 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.1
At-risk-of poverty rate (60% of median income) - total 12.8 12.4 11.6 115 17.2 17.3 17.3 16.9
Relative median poverty risk gap 13.9 13.2 13.9 13.7 24.6 24.8 25.0 24.1
Persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate 7.0 8.3 6.0 6.0 10.3 10.9 11.0 11.3
In-work poverty (18-64) - total 3.7 3.5 3.1 2.7 9.5 9.5 9.6 9.4
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

Reduce the share of women and men aged 20-64 who are outside the labour force (excluding
full-time students), the long-term unemployed or those on long-term sick leave to well under
14% by 2020.

Source: National Reform Programme (2019)

PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION
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AROPE 1528 1641 1648 1730 1679 1748 1752 1813 1799 1765
AROP 1233 1327 1372 1442 1444 1528 1505 1588 1598 1578
(quast) jobles HHs 471 579 578 847 559 653 632 616 610 544
SMD 161 186 177 162 170 181 96 112 B0 113
AROPEto Target 1765
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Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: ) AROPE - at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate; AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate, (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population
living in (quasi-)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; ii) For the at-
risk-of poverty rate (AROP), the income reference year is the calendar year prior to the survey year except for the United Kingdom (survey
year) and Ireland (12 months preceding the survey). Similarly, the share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low work intensity rate
(VLWI) refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the reference is the current
year.

27 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019, unless otherwise stated.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016t0 2008 to
2017* 2017*
224 -11lpp | -L3pp
163 | -0.4pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
66 | -08pp | -19pp
9.5 -1.0pp | 03pp
241 -0.9pp
11.2 0.3pp
13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
5.1 -1.9% 20%
249 | -15pp | -L6pp
40 | o8pp | 07pp
60.8 09pp -
8.5 -0.1pp | 1L0pp
2.9 -0.5pp | 0.3pp
10.6 0.0pp | 4lpp
6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
105 | -04pp | -0.4pp
587 | Le6pp | 133pp
181 00pp | -52pp
0.92 -1.1% 8.2%
0.58 0.0% | 184%
1.7 -0.9pp | -L3pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.4 n.a. n.a.
92 | -08pp | na.
104 -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008 refer to 2008-2017

and 2008-2018 respectively.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
SWEDEN 2019

Social policy area Key social challenge Good social outcome

The at-risk poverty rate for population
living in (quasi-)jobless households is
significantly worse than the EU
average and shows a significant
negative development.

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

The risk of poverty and social
exclusion of non-EU born is above
EU average, and shows negative
development?,

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

3. Active inclusion — The level of in-work poverty for
tackling poverty in women is below the EU average
working age and has been decreasing.

The median relative income of the

4. Elderly poverty/ elderly is worse than on average in the

adequate income and

living conditions of EU.
the elderly
Healthy life years at birth and at
65 is significantly better than the
5. Health & LTC EU average.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based
on a full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only
those included in the tables in this Country Profile.

28 While poverty is low, it varies across groups. Educational and social backgrounds have a marked impact on
the risk of poverty. People with a migrant background have a higher risk than other groups, as they have
weaker education and labour market outcomes. In 2107 the share of non-EU born at risk of poverty or social
exclusion was at 42.0%, an increase from 2016 (40.8%), and above the EU average at 38.3%. It is also
significantly above the rate of Swedish born, at 12.4%.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOS ASSESSMENT

Sweden EU 28

Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 2014 2015 2016 2017
At-risk of poverty rate for population living in (quasi-)jobless
households 66.0 68.3 71.2 77.1 58.1 59.1 60.0 60.8
Median relative income of elderly people (65+) 0.82 0.79 0.77 0.78 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.92

Indicators — Good Social Outcome
In-work poverty (18-64) - women 6,8 7.0 6.5 5.5 9.1 8.7 9.0 9.0
Healthy life years at birth (M) 73.6 74.0 73.0 61.4 62.6 63.5
Healthy life years at birth (W) 73.6 73.8 73.3 61.8 63.3 64.2
Healthy life years at 65 (M) 15.2 15.7 15.1 8.6 9.4 9.8
Healthy life years at 65 (W) 16.7 16.8 16.6 8.6 9.4 10.1
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NATIONAL 2020 TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF POVERTY AND SOCIAL
EXCLUSION

The UK Government is committed to making a lasting difference to long-term outcomes for poor
and disadvantaged children and families. It believes that this goes beyond a focus on income to
tackle root causes of child poverty, recognising the importance of employment and education to
children’s outcomes. The income-based targets set out in the Child poverty Act 2010 have been
replaced by statutory measures, introduced through the Welfare Reform and Work Act 2016, that
look at parental worklessness and children’s educational attainment — the areas that can make the
biggest difference to children’s outcomes.

The UK Government is undertaking ambitious reforms to the welfare system so that it supports
people to find and to remain in work. This is based on evidence that work offers people the best
opportunity to get out of poverty and to become self-reliant. Children in workless households are
five times more likely to be in poverty than those in households where all adults were working.
New analysis undertaken by the UK Government shows that children living in workless households
are significantly more disadvantaged, and achieve poorer outcomes than other children including
those living in lower-income working families. Significant progress has been made — there are
almost 600,000 fewer children living in workless households compared with 2010.

In April 2017, the UK Government published Improving Lives: Helping Workless Families which set
out clear evidence and analysis on the root causes of disadvantage and the impact they can have
on children’s lives. It also set out seven additional non-statutory indicators and underlying
measures to track progress in tackling these disadvantages and to drive continued action on
improving outcomes for disadvantaged children and families, now and in the future. The UK
Government will also continue to publish annual data on low-income families, in line with its
statutory commitment to do so.

In relation to numerical targets for the UK, showing how it will contribute to the overall EU2020 poverty
reduction target, the UK Government believes that its new statutory and non-statutory measures will
give the best information about progress in tackling the underlying causes of poverty and
disadvantage.

The UK Government is responsible for policies in this area in England and when policy areas are
reserved to Parliament in the devolution settlements, for example the welfare system, which is devolved
in Northern Ireland and in Scotland a number of welfare powers are currently being devolved. The UK
Government will however continue to use its UK-wide powers to support economic growth and full
employment. The Devolved Administrations are responsible for their own policy direction in all other
areas, and have the powers, if they choose to use them, to take action to address child poverty
through action in areas like health, education, housing and childcare

Source: Information from the Member State

29 Figures in this profile for data obtained from the Eurostat website are based on data extracted around mid-
June 2019 unless otherwise stated.
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PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2020 NATIONAL TARGET FOR THE REDUCTION OF
POVERTY AND SOCIAL EXCLUSION

United Kingdom
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Target
AROPE 14065 13389 14211 14044 15099 15586 15271 14557 143559 14325
AROP 11335 10526 10519 10018 10028 10000 10665 10648 10268 11075
(guask) jobles HHs| 4805 5841 6201 5452 6242 6334 5837 577 5536 4845
SMD 2739 2034 2972 3137 4878 5219 4677 3504 3353 2701 2845
AROPEto Target 14325
—t— AROPE —8— AROP e (quasi-) jobless HHs i 5K D) = == AROPEto Target

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Note: ) AROPE - at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion rate; AROP - at-risk-of-poverty rate, (quasi-)jobless HHs - share of population
living in (quasi-)jobless households, ie. very low work intensity (VLWI) households;, SMD - severe material deprivation rate; ii) For the at-
risk-of poverty rate (AROP), the income reference year is the year of the survey. The share of (quasi-) jobless households or the very low
work intensity rate (VLWI) refers to the reference year prior to the survey while for the severe material deprivation rate (SMD), the
reference is the current year; iii) Changes in the survey vehicle and institution in 2012 might have dffected the results on trends
since 2008 and interpretation of data on the longer term trend must therefore be particularly cautious.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN SOCIAL TRENDS

change change
2017* 2016t0 2008 to
2017*  2017*
169 | -0.4pp | 0.3pp
n.a. n.a. n.a.
6.6 -09pp | -1.9pp
9.5 -1.0pp | 03pp
241 -0.9pp
11.2 0.3 pp
13.7 -2.0pp n.a.
51 -1.9% 20%
249 -15pp | -1.6pp
34.0 08pp | -0.7pp
60.8 0.9 pp -
9.5 -0.1pp | 1.0pp
2.9 -05pp | 03pp
10.6 00pp | 41pp
6.3 -0.7pp | -0.7pp
105 | -D4pp | -0.4pp
58.7 | 16pp | 13.3pp
181 | 0.0pp | -5.2pp
0.92 -L1% 8.2%
0.58 0.0% 18.4%
17 -0.9pp | -L3pp
9.6 n.a. n.a.
9.4 n.a. n.a.
2292 | -08pp | na.
104 | -0.7pp | -0.1pp
n.a. 12 5.9

Note: For the poverty threshold values, levels are shown in PPS but changes are shown as changes in national currency terms and accounting for inflation. * For general consistency with the
main SPPM dashboard annual changes are shown for the period 2016-2017 for EU-SILC based indicators (where available) and 2017-2018 for LFS-based indicators, while changes since 2008
refer where possible to 2008-2017 and 2008-2018 respectively. There was a change in the EU-SILC survey vehicle in the UK between 2011 and 2012, which may impact on the comparability of

figures. For the housing cost overburden rate, break in 2014.
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KEY SOCIAL CHALLENGES AND GOOD SOCIAL OUTCOMES
UNITED KINGDOM 2019

Social policy area

Key social challenge

Good social outcome

1. Preventing poverty
and social exclusion
through inclusive
labour markets,
adequate and
sustainable social
protection and high
quality services

Homelessness is rising due to
shortage of housing supply and low
levels of construction by local
councils that have driven up rents and
limited access to affordable and social
housing.

2. Breaking the
intergenerational
transmission of
poverty — tackling
child poverty

The share of children living in (quasi)
jobless households is worse than the
EU average.

3. Active inclusion —
tackling poverty in
working age

Self-employed in the UK are not
formally covered in some social
security branches (unemployment
benefits and accidents and
occupational injuries).

4. Elderly poverty/
adequate income and
living conditions of
the elderly

5. Health & LTC

Unmet need for medical care due to
long waiting times is worse than the
EU average. While unmet need for
medical care due to cost is 0.1 in UK,
well below the EU average of 1.0.

Note: The assessment of the key social challenges and good social outcomes within EU Member States is based on a
full analysis of all the indicators in the social policy area of the Joint Assessment Framework tool, not only those

included in the tables in this Country Profile.
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INDICATORS UNDERPINNING THE 2019 KSCs/GSOsS ASSESSMENT

United Kingdom EU 28
Indicators — Key Social Challenge 2014 2015 2016 2015 2016
Children (aged 0-17) living in (quasi-)jobless households 15.1 14.8 13.0 9.3
Unmet need med care - waiting 2.0 25 0.9 0.8
Unmet need med care - cost 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.6
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Getting in touch with the EU
ONLINE

Information in all the official languages of the European Union is available on the Europa website:
europa.eu

IN PERSON

All over Europe there are hundreds of local EU information centres.
You can find the address of the centre nearest to you at:
europa.eu/contact

ON THE PHONE OR BY EMAIL

Europe Direct is a service that answers your questions about the European Union. You can contact this ser-
vice by freephone:

00800678910 11 (certain mobile telephone operators do not allow access to 00 800 numbers or may
charge for these calls), or

by payphone from outside the EU: +32 22999696, or by email via europa.eu/contact

READ ABOUT EUROPE

Publications about the EU are only a click away on the EU Bookshop website:
bookshop.europa.eu



Driven by favourable economic environment and the positive impact of EU and Member State policies over
the past years, a continued and now more wide-spread improvement of the social situation is observed
across Europe. And yet, while recent social developments are mostly positive, the analysis of the Social
Protection Committee indicates that it remains unlikely that the Europe 2020 poverty and social exclusion
target will be achieved. Policy reforms based on an active inclusion approach and in line with the principles of
the European Pillar of Social Rights continue to be necessary to confront some of the negative social trends
indicated in the report and achieve the shared objective of sustainable and inclusive growth in Europe.

SPC website
http://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?catld=758&langld=en

You can download our publications or subscribe for free at
http://ec.europa.eu/social/publications

If you would like to receive regular updates about the Directorate-General for Employment,
Social Affairs and Inclusion sign up to receive the free Social Europe e-newsletter at
http://ec.europa.eu/social/e-newsletter

n https://lwww.facebook.com/socialeurope

B https://twitter.com/EU_Social

Publications Office
of the European Union





