2. Cexuin cyeniibHux HAyK

TAKUX OLIHOYHHMX CY/DKeHb colliaibHuX cyb’exTiB, B AKUX Bigobpaxae-
THCH X CTABJIEHHS JIO 3aCO0IB i 3MiCTY BUPILLIEHHS CYCNIJIBHUX Mpobiiem
(nnatdopmMa coliabHUX BIAHOCUH: CYO’€KT rpOMAACHKOl AYMKH —
cy6’exT Braam), aki 6e3nocepeaHbO 3a4inaTh 1X IHTEpecH. Buxomsauu 3
LIbOTO BU3HAYEHHS, MEPIIMHA KPOK 0 BUpIWEHHS npobnemMu iaeHTU]I-
Kalii rpOMaicbKOl AYMKH — eMIIpHYHa IHTepNpeTauis UbOTro MOHATT,
KOHCTPYIOBAHHS HOro onepauioHallbHOro BU3HaueHHsa. I'yT B Haroai no-
JICTEPY MOXKE CTATH TaK 3BAHUMN M ATUBUMIPHMM ruaH I'emmana, sakuu
peani3yeThecs LIAXOM MOCTAHOBKHM NMUTaHb-(QIILTPIB, Kl JAIOTh 3MOTY
BIIOKPEMHUTH y BIZIMOBIAX PECMOHAEHTIB caMe TpoMajJchbKy AyMKy. Ha
Hall norasa, GiIbTPH, 9Ki JO3BOJISIOTL BUBHAUYMTHU CTYIIHb iIHHOpPMOBa-
HOCTI PECNOH/IEHTIB, PALiIOHAJTILHICTE APTYMEHTIB 1X TOUKH 30Dy, nepe-
KOHAHOCTI B Tl CIIYIIHOCTI — I HeoOXiaHi, ane He JOCTATHI eMITipHYHI
03HaKM rpoMancbkoi ayMku. Tomy dinsTpu I'ennana Oynau HaMu 10MO-
BHEHI MUTAHHAMM, AKI JO3BOJAIOTH BU3HAYUTH, YK 3aYila€ Ta YM IHLIA
npobneMa IHTEepeCH PEeCroHIeHTA 1 YW € apTUKYJIbOBAHE PECITOHAEHTOM
CY/DKEHHsI BUPAXEHHAM KOJEKTUBHOI TOYKH 30py. OCTAHHE MUTAHHS-
GinbTP MOBUHHE 3’gcyBaTH: YK Oyna KOMYHIKaLisg MK 4JIEeHAMH TinoTe-
THYHOro cyb’eKkTa rpoMaacbkKol AIYMKH, YU € TOYKA 30py PECOOHAEHTA
pe3yJibTaTOM OOroBOpeHHs npobiemMu, AUCKYCil oA0 3acobiB 11 BUPI-
LLICHHS.

4. Insa BupimieHHs npobneMu igeHTUdIKALIl TPOMAJICHKOI IYMKH B
yMOBaX CYCIiJIbCTBA, Ke MepeXxuBac nepio Tpadchopmalii, BeJIMKe 3Ha-
YeHHs Mac BpaxyBaHHs MiJ yac AOCHIIKEHHS COLIOMOMITHYHOIO 1 COLIIO-
KYJIbTYPHOTO KOHTEKCTY (PyHKUIOHYBAaHHSA FPOMA/ICbKOI IyMKH, OpMy-
BaHH# 11 cy6’exTiB i BUpa3HUKiB. B monosiai aHani3y€eTbes BIIMB Ha Gop-
MYBAHHSA | CTYIiHb CTAOUIBHOCTI Cy0’€KTIB rPOMA/IChKOl IyMKH, CTaHy I
NMHAMIKM COLLANBLHOT CTPYKTYPH CYCMiJbCTBA, BIUIMB HA apPTHKYJIALIIO
AYMOK PECMOH/IEHTIB, XapaKTepy COUialbHOTO AUMOP(]PI3MY 1 MEHTAIIb-
HOCTI, MPUTAMAHHHUX CYYACHOMY €Tany pO3BUTKY MOCTTOTANITAPHHUX CY-
CMIJILCTB, 30KpeMa Y KpalHHu.

POVERTY IN UKRAINE (MEASUREMENT OF POVERTY,
POVERTY PROFILES, AND COPING MECHANISMS)
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This report is based on the results of two surveysof incomes,
expenditures, real consumption, employment, and poverty level of
Ukrainian households conducted byzin summer 1995 and in summer 1996.
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Organization of the surveys was supported by the World Bank, and
financed due to the grant of the Japanese Government.The random sample
designed for both surveys is representative for Ukraine as a whole and
for its large geographic regions; it includes all the 24 oblasts (administrative
regions) of Ukraine and the Autonomous Republic of Crimea. The final
1995 datafile included the data of 2024 household questionnaires and
4567 individual questionnaires. The 1996 survey was partly panel and
partly cross-sectional; part of the household addresses were taken from
the sample of the 1995 survey, and the rest from a new additional sample
representative for the households of Ukraine. The final data file included
the data of 2322 household questionnaires and 5403 individual
questionnaires. The report demonstrates that the most evaluation of the
poverty level should be based on the real consumption (consumer
expenditures) rather than on the income level of Ukrainian households.
S0, the structure of poverty is analyzed in terms of the per capita household
consumption and its two threshold values: the underprovisioned level
(cost of the minimum consumption basket of goods and services,
calculated by the Ukrainian Ministry of Labour) and the relative poverty
level (40 per cent of the average per capita household consumption value).
According to the survey data, about 45 per cent of Ukrainian households
(47 per cent of the total population) in June and July 1995 were
underprovisioned, 18 percent of the households can be qualified as poor
in terms of the relative poverty level. The report presents the results
obtained by the same techniques in 1996 and discusses methodological
problems of dynamic poverty measurements. Analysis of poverty profiles
indicates that the main factors affecting the material well-being of
households as classified in terms of the poverty level and underprovisioned
level are the structure of family (particularly, presence or absence of
children) and the age. The main coping mechanisms of the population of
Ukraine involve working on private plots and unregistered activities. The
report discusses the problems associated with evaluation of unregistered
activities and suggests a technique of measurements capable of overcoming

these difficulties.
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