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EESSONA

Demokraatlik riigikorraldus nduab mistahes eluvaldi#ta korraldava poliitika teostamisel
rahva arvamuse kuulamist ja arvestamist. Kéesobamat teenib kdnealust eesmarki
rahvastikuarengu vallas, esitades Eesti Rahvagilkika Sidusuuringu (RPU)
metodoloogiatilevaate ja standardtabelid projektiastulemusena.

Laiemas raamis moodustab Eesti RPU rahvusliku rakalevahelises koostdos
dldnimetusegaPopulation Policy Acceptance Studittevotmises osaleb Eesti kdrvuti
neljateistkimne Euroopa riigiga, kus uUhtlustatudtadeloogia abil luuakse vdrreldav
teabealus rahvastiku hoiakute, eelistuste ja o®tusbhta kaasaja rahvastikuarengu
votmevaldkondades. Osundatud sihiasetus peegeldslamna, et protsesside mdjutamise
vOi nendega kohanemise tulemuslikkus soéltub kdigeu rkdrval sellest, mil ma&aral on
kavandatud meetmed rahvale mdistetavad ja vastawded Uuringu eesmargiks on seostada
inimkeskne ja poliitikakeskne ehk teisisbnu kod&oikna ja otsustustasandi vaatenurk
rahvastikuarengule ja asjaomasele riigipoliitikaleeaduslikus plaanis véaarib réhutamist
asjaomaste hoiakute, arvamuste ja eelistuste ksigitkidevahelises vordlusperspektiivis,
selleks otstarbeks sihiparaselt kogutud andmegibkyal.

Eestis kulges RPU metodoloogiline ja teostusliktevaimistus Pere- ja
Sundimusuuringu Teadusndukogu juhatuse all. Teddksgu vaagis voimalikke
teostusalternatiive kullalt pdhjalikult ning pidadstarbekaks thildada rahvastikupoliitika
alane andmestik riigiuuringute sindmusloolise tgab&isulisest seisukohast méaéaras otsuse
eeskatt rahvastiku elukarjgare puudutava mitmek&esmdormatsiooni kasutusvdimalus,
praktilisest vaatenurgast suunas valikut andmekaggka moeldud vahendite s&astlik
kasutamine. Teadusndukogu moodustas asjaomasemiéyilkelle Glesandeks oli koostada
kisimustik ning labi té6tada uuringu teostusegandawvad kisimused.

Eesti RPU andmeloome statistilised etapid on Mdud eelarvevahendite toel,
vahendite eraldus on toimunud Rahandusministeerinatdusalas Statistikaameti kaudu.
Metodoloogiatbo ja -anallils on olulises osas temstusihtteeméaEesti rahvastikuareng:
sajandildpu p6ore ja uhiskonna taastevoifme.0132703s05) raames, toetust on osutanud
Eesti Teadusfond (grant nr.5982). Eesti RPU t6oaiimmel avaldavad autorid siirast tanu
koigile neile, kes on oma panusega aidanud viiangutoo kéesoleva kogumiku kaudu
esmatulemuste avaldamiseni.



PREFACE

It is generally recognised that in democracies ipupblicies can be successful if they are
accepted and supported by the population. To enguse the needs, preferences and
expectations of the population should be considerkdn planning and implementing the
policy measures and schemes. This volume servesptimeiple in the domain of
demographic development, by presenting the metloggohnd standard tabulations of the
Estonian Population Policy Acceptance Study (PPA).

In a broader framework, the Estonian PPA formmastituent in the international
Population Policy Acceptance Study, initiated btiareal population institutes across Europe.
The international PPA brings together participdndsn 15 countries, covering the old and
new EU member states with the aim to develop ambaised database and undertake a
systematic analysis of attitudes, preferences afbour of individuals regarding family
building and children, reconciliation of paid emypizent and parenthood, old age and
retirement, migration and integration of foreigngor population on one hand, and
expectations regarding public policies on the oti@nd. At the policy level, the program
contributes to improved governance through theodiz between policy actors, citizens;
associations and individuals.

In Estonia, the PPA was guided by the nationalifyaamd Fertility Survey Working
Group, in close cooperation with teams in partnauntries. Survey activities have been
prepared and implmented by Estonian InteruniveRagulation Research Centre.

The data collection and related stages of theegumere supported from th&rogram
of Estonian Population Data Comparabilityunder the Ministry of Finance and Statistical
Office. The analytical work has been carried outhie framework of target funded research
project “Estonian population: recent transformatioand societal sustainability”
(n0.0132703s05), the authors also gratefully ackedge the support from Estonian Science
Foundation (grant No.5982).
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EESTI RPU ULEVAADE

1. Uuringu po6hijooned

Eesti Rahvastikupoliitika Sidusuuring moodustabvtetiku osa Euroopa riikide pikaajalises
koostdds uldnimetused@opulation Policy Acceptance Stu(BPA), mis EL raamistikus on
koordineeritud rahvuslike demograafiainstituutidegustiku kaudu.

PPA programm on suunatud kaasaegse rahvastikuargdgnevaldkondadele,
hdlmates sindimuse, peremoodustuse, rahvastikugans@é ja valisparitolu rahvastiku
probleemistikku. Kdigis osundatud valdkondades aarpviimase aastakiimne jooksul aset
leidnud vastuolulised arengud, millega kaasneb gplime, mitmeplaaniline ning
kokkuvottes tugev uhiskonnamgju. Stindimuse landubsel maaral allapoole taastetaset,
peremudeli teisenemine, eaka rahvastiku kiire kagialpeetavussuhte halvenemine, arvuka
valisparitolu rahvastiku moodustumine ja nendegregerimine on kisimused, mis esitavad
valjakutse Uhiskonna sidususele ning jatkusuutbicke. Ehkki Uhe voi teise konkreetse
probleemi teravusaste voib oludest sdltuvalt vaneéa, ei jata need puudutamata sisuliselt
Uhtegi rahvastikuarengu modernsesse staadiumi y@ldahvast ning nduavad riikidelt
tulevikkuvaatavat reageeringut. Esinduslikul tadew® neid kisimusi vaagitud Euroopa
valitsusvahelistel rahvastikukonverentsidel (Ge®®3 ja 2004; Budapest 1998), lahenduste
otsinguks on neil foorumitel tddetud Uhise teadafisitilise tegevuse vajadust ja PPA
programm on taolise koostdd Uheks valjenduseks.

PPA programmi tduseb valdkonna thisettevotmistgdsuesile selle poolest, et selle
huvikeskmes pole mitte rahvastikuarengu osundatilddissuundumused, vaid inimeste
suhtumine nendesse. Taoline sihiasetus peegeldabarkad arusaama, et protsesside
soodsamale rajale suunamise vdi muutuste tagagggekbhanemise edukus soltub suuresti
sellest, kuidas kavandatud meetmed on rahva pooistetud ning vastu voetud, lthidalt
rahvastikupoliitika retseptsioonist. Programmi e@sgiks on seostada inimkeskne ja
poliitikakeskne, teisisonu kodanikkonna ja otsustssndi vaatenurk rahvastikuarengule ja
asjaomasele riigipoliitikale. Teaduslikus plaaniganb rohutamist eelkdige vastavate
hoiakute, arvamuste ja eelistuste kompleksne k&siilkidevahelises vordlusperspektiivis,
selleks otstarbeks spetsiaalselt loodud uudse asttkmgodhjal. Rakenduslikust seisukohast
seisneb ettevdotmise innovaatilisus mitmekilgse siagleme kindlustamises, mis aitab
edendada dialoogi rahva ja otsustustasandi vaheastikupoliitika sdlmktsimuste Ule ning
suurendada kokkuvottes nii kavandatavate abiné@bestst kui ka nende aktsepteeritust
kodanikkonna poolt.

Kdnealune programm toetub varasemale koostoole &theses ringis mé6dunud
kiimnendi algul, mida koordineeris URO Euroopa Mdjskomisjon, koos Hollandi ja
Itaalia rahvuslike instituutidega. Tookord osalegksa riiki — Austria, Belgia (Flaamimaa),
Hispaania, Holland, Itaalia, Saksamaa, Sveits, AiS¢d Ungari —, kus Uhtlustatud
programmi alusel viidi aastail 1990-1992 |abi ra$hkud kusitlused. PPA esimeses ringis
keskendus uuringuprogrammi tuumosa sundimuse gkpenaga seonduvale, uuringutsukli
tulemused on Uldistavalt kokku vbetud kahekoitslismallttilises monograafias [Moors,
Palomba 1995; 1998].

Ettevalmistused PPA teiseks ringiks algasid EARSo&pa Rahvastikukonverentsil
Haagis (1999), kus moodustati asjakohane toorikdrgnénud kahe aasta valtel valmis
uuringu programm ja tuumkusimustik, mille kaudutagatud rahvuslike kisitluste seostatus.
Teise ringi programm hoiab sidet varasemaga, keiléga vorreldes ulatuslikum, naiteks on
kohustuslike teemade hulka arvatud rahvastikuvanare Eesmargiga tagada tulemuste
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taielikum representatiivsus taisealise rahvastikintes on pikendatud kusitluskogumi
pdlvkondlikku hdlmatust, teises ringis ulatub segipiliselt 20-aastastest kuni 60-70-
aastasteni. Teises ringis on samuti laienenud P&UStkO geograafia. Endistele osalejatele
on lisandunud Eesti, Kupros, Leedu, Poola, Rumeesiaveenia ja Soome, kdrvale jai
Hispaania. Rahvuslikud kusitlused toimusid osalgjades ajavahemikul 2000-2003.
Programmi rahvusvahelise koordinaatori Ulesannet teses ringis tdithud Saksamaa
Rahvastikuinstituut, kes muuhulgas on ka EL V Raagm@ammi teemakohase granti
hoidjaks.

Eestis kulges PPA rahvusliku osa ettevalmistusePga Siundimusuuringu
Teadusnfukogu juhatuse all. See teadlaste ja giigiate oskusjoudu koondav kogu
moodustati Eesti Demograafia algatusel PSU ettastdmiseks ja labiviimiseks [Katus,
Puur, Po6ldma 2002]. Teadusnfukogu on kandnud Hamu uuringuterviku eest, alates
uuringu eesmarkide selgitamisest, kontaktidestuab@helise koordinatsioonikeskusega labi
uuringu teostuse teadusanalltsi koordineerimisdujemuste disseminatsioonini valja.
Sisukisimuste kdrval on PSU Teadusndukogul olnugddevus programmi labiviimiseks
eraldatud raha kasutamise lle, partnerina Isikuandokogu, selle andmekorraldusliku
ekspertkogu t66 soikumise jarel aga Rahandusmearistai haldusalas. Kuigi aja jooksul on
koosseis paratamatult pidanud muutuma, on sisUlisa ja oskuspanuse alusel vélja
kujunenud po&hituumik koos tegutsenud tosinkondatagidesoleva raamatu ettevalmistuse
ajal on Teadusndukogu tdhelepanu koondunud Pei®tindimusuuringu teise kisitlusringi
teostusele.

PPA rahvusliku kusitluse ettevalmistamine PSU Teadukogu poolt polnud
muidugi juhuslik, vaid tulenes laiemast ulesandgst) mida Teadusndukogu enesele seadis.
Veneaegselt olukorralt startides, kus kusitlussti&a tdsiseltvoetava andmeallikana sisuliselt
puudus, néagi Isikuandmendukogu poolt heakskiidetigiuuringute silsteem ette seitse
uleriigiliselt representatiivset kusitlust, sihig@gada koos loendus- ja sindmusstatistikaga
esmaselt tarvilik alusinformatsioon rahvastiku- gatsiaalprotsesside kohta [Kate$ al
1993]. Vahetult PSU raames valjatbotatud metododdega korralduskogemusele tuginesid
neist T6Oj0u-uuring [ESA 1997a; 1997b; NoorkdivuP@996], Pdlisusuuring [Katus, Puur,
Sakkeus 2000; Puur 1998] ja Terviseuuring [Leins#lal 1998; 1999]. Koik nimetatud
riigiuuringud rakendasid Uhtset sindmusloolist rdetoogiat ja vorreldavaid
andmedefinitsioone, aga ka Uhtset valimialust, nvigirotseduure ning sarnast vali- ja
andmettode korraldust. NOnda osutus voimalikuks nlada kdigi viie riigiuuringu
andmestik, kokku ca 25 tuhande sundmuslooliserarjéhtseks analtitsitervikuks, mis pole
igapéevane ka eeskujuliku andmekorraldusega rekide

Rahvastikupoliitika uuringu seostamist PSU raakugla toetas ka konealuste
programmide vastastikune koordinatsioon rahvusvsdldiasandil. Nonda oli PPA esimeses
ringis pakutud valja véimalus teostada rahvastikiip@ kusitlus Pere- ja Stindimusuuringu
erimooduli v6i siduslilina, osalenud riikidest wadi taolise tee Belgia ning Saksamaa,
vahemas ulatuses lulitasid PPA elemente oma rakkudPere- ja Stindimusuuringusse veel
mitu riiki [Moors, Palomba 1995; Festy, Prioux 2QOEesti litumisel PPA programmiga
vaagis PSU Teadusndukogu erinevaid teostusaltemiillalt pohjalikult. Otsuse thildada
rahvastikupoliitika uuring stndmuslooliste riigiilngutega maaras sisulisest seisukohast
rahvastiku elukarjaéare puudutava mitmekesise inébsmooni kasutusvdimalus, praktilisest
vaatenurgast suunas valikut andmekogumiseks mogmhuehdite nappus.

Uuringu ettevalmistamiseks moodustas PSU Teadksgdut6orihma, kes koostas
kisimustiku ning to6tas l&abi muud uuringu teostuyssetuvad kisimused. Teadusndukogu
juhendamisel on projekti téofunktsioonide taitjakdnud Eesti Kdrgkoolidevaheline
Demouuringute Keskus. Kogumiku jargnevatest peatiéisk leiab lugeja kokkuvotte Eesti

VI



Rahvastikupoliitika Sidusuuringu metodoloogiasthelasa esitab slstemaatiliselt kogutud
arvmaterjali.
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2. Programm ja kusimustik

Eesti RPU kiusimustiku Ulesehitus on maératud eaggarkoguda teavet inimeste
arvamuste, ootuste ning eelistuste kohta rahvastiktika valdkonnas. Kusimustik koosneb
seitsmest moodulist, neist esimesed viis kajastakahsaegse rahvastikupoliitika
pdhivaldkondi — abielu ja perekond, sindimus jaséh t60 ja pereelu thildamine ja
soorollid, rahvastikuvananemine ja valisparitoluhuastik. Kuues moodul kasitleb
valikuliselt rahvastikupoliitika teostuseeldusi girankeedi I6puosa fikseerib tavapérast
rahvastikuarengulist taustteavet vastaja, sistilesgh tema poolt esindatud rahvastikuriihma
kohta.

Euroopa PPA tuumkisimustikuga vorreldes on ralikwgitisimustiku moodulite arv
vaiksem, moodulid ise aga rohkem integreeritudrjawahel tGhtlustatud. Riikidevaheliselt
kokku lepitud kohustuslike osade kdrval on kusinkkst Itlitatud valikuline randemoodul,
arvestades immigratsiooni ja valisparitolu rahvwastiemaatika suurt olulisust Eesti arengu
seisukohalt.

Kdik rahvastikupoliitika pohivaldkondi kasitlevahkeedimoodulid [&htuvad Uhtsest
skeemist, mis kindlustab nende omavahelise voweklR Iga osa algab kisimustega
demograafiliste olukorra kohta, mille eesmargiksnofiératleda jargnevate kisimuste tarvis
kontekst ning selgitada vastajate informeeritustadt palutakse seisukohta p&himotteliste
ning tihtipeale vastandlike vaidete kohta, mis putadad rahvastikuarengu suundumusi ja
sellega seonduvaid muutusi inimeste elukorraldukedmandaks keskendub iga moodul
rahvastikupoliitikale, hdlmates sihtrihmade mad#stfl meetmete valikut, riigi, Uhiskonna
teiste institutsioonide ja Uksikisiku vastutustiji&a ajalist jarjepidevust jms. Samuti on
igas osas palutud dldhinnangut
riigipoliitika  tbhususele asjaomases Tabel 1

valdkonnas. Kusimustiku tlesehitus
Arvamusteabe maootmise

pdhivahendina on ankeedis rakendatud | Ankeedimoodul Kusimuste ja

valdavalt nominaaltunnuseid, mille alakUsimuste

skaalad on Uhtlustatud nii arv

rahvastikupoliitiliste teemavaldkondade

. . .. A. Abielu ja pere 17 (49
vc_slhel kgl _ka _nende piires. Piisava | g Lapseojl P 21 E97;
diferentsiatsiooni tagamiseks on | C. T&6 ja naise roll 17 (57)
eelistatud nelja- ja viiepositsioonilisi D. Rahvastiku vananemine 22 (73)
mdodteskaalasid. Rahvastikuolukorra | E- Valisparitolu rahvastik 13 (51)
kvantitativsete  hinnangute, samuti | - Koosvaade 709)

gute, G. Taustaosa 21 (75)

rahalisi  toetusskeeme  puudutavate
eelistuste puhul on kasutatud meetrilisi | Kokku 118 (411)
tunnuseid. Kokku sisaldas ankeet 118
kisimust, millest suur hulk jagunes
omakorda alakisimusteks. Viimaseid arvesse votkiag ankeet vastuseid kokku enam kui
neljasajas punktis, milleks labiviidud testi koHaseilus keskeltlabi Gks tund. Valdkonniti
varieerus kisimuste arv 13 ja 22 vahel, teistestandrra mahukamateks osutusid rahvastiku
vananemist ning sundimust ja lapsi puudutavad dséadeémad olid valisparitolu rahvastikku
ning soorolle puudutavad moodulid. Struktureerikigimuste kdrval oli vastajal vdimalik
vallendada oma suhtumist, hinnanguid, kommentaans yabaformaadis kisimustiku
[6pulehekiljel.

Klsitleja abita taitmiseks moeldud ankeedi kujudaotles ulevaatlikust ning
vastamise holbustamist. Temaatilistes pohimoodukteulusid vastamisele kdik kiisimused,




mis tagab rahvastikupoliitiliste seisukohtade vigiaguse koOigi rahvastikuriihmade vahel,
sOltumata konkreetse vastaja rihmakuuluvusest. dRdgmdi abistamiseks oli klisimustiku
esikaane poordele trikitud luhike juhis ankeedimiie kohta, samuti kisitluskoordinaatori
kontakttelefonid, kust tarviduse korral ndu kusida.

Sihtrahvastiku maaratluse tbttu koostati kusinkustiesti keeles, ankeet koos
ingliskeelse tblkega sisaldub kaesoleva kogumilsasli Tuleb muidugi tahele panna, et
rahvusliku kisimustiku koostamine eesmargistab idasl koostooprogrammis mitte
esmajoones lingvistilise identsuse, kuivord kogatavformatsiooni sisulise vorreldavuse.
Monikord tuleb samavaarse teabe saamiseks esitdglenks erineva rahvastikuarengulise
konteksti tdttu vormiliselt erinevalt.

3. valim
3.1. Sihtrahvastik ja valimialus

Eesti RPU valimiprotseduur seadis eesmargiks rakvagshmade laiapdhjalise esindatuse
ning kogutud teabe representatiivsuse. Osundatudassitusest tulenevalt rakendas
Teadusndukogu sihtrahvastiku méaaratlemisel pikKaokdivahemikku. P&lvkonniti h6lmas
sihtrahvastik aastate 1924-1980 sunnikohorte, &pdéste tdiendvalimi abil pikenes
vahemiku noorem osa 1986 aasta pdlvkonnani. Temseisukohalt esitas rakendatud skaala
— 18-aastastest kuni 80-aastasteni — omaette ndudesitlusinstrumentaariumile ning
protseduurile. Tagantjarele on heameel tddedaret ¢elnevates riigiuuringutes omandatud
kogemuse kasutamisele ei toonud kohordivahemikutusilakaasa andmekvaliteedi
halvenemist.

Kuasitlusuuringu puhul maarab valimiprotseduuri kéede valimialus, mis oma
praktilises tahenduses kujutab endast sihtrahwastikimekirja koos asjaomaste
isikutunnustega. Valimialuse puhul on ndutav, emekiri sisaldaks voimalikult koiki
kogurahvastiku hulka kuuluvaid isikuid ega kaasakBesse mittepuutuvaid. Tavaparaselt
tagab selle ndude valimialuse seostus mingi kindlmmomendiga. Valimialuse
kasutusvaartuse seisukohalt on samuti oluline sdlisalduvate isikute kohta teadaolev
informatsioon ehk tehnilises kdnepruugis tunnusteggukn. Mida ulatuslikum on see
informatsioon, seda tapsemat valjavotukriteeriumbaalbs rakendada ning seda
mitmekuilgsemalt on vdimalik hinnata valimi represgiivsust. Kaasajal on valimialuse
puhul muidugi hinnatav ka selle elektrooniline Kasudimalus. Valimi moodustamine
seisneb kodnealusest nimekirjast kusitletavate lmdsy tldjuhul juhuvaliku pdhimotet
rakendades, ning taandub kdllalt rutiinsele tebel& protseduurile.

Eesti RPU valimialuseks on aastal 1997 labiviiéiedti Terviseuuringu vastajaskond.
Rahvusvahelises plaanis on taoline lahenemine ldawrenende riikide praktikaga PPA
esimeses ringis, kes viisid vastava kisitluse lathildatult rahvusliku Pere- ja
Sundimusuuringuga [Moors, Palomba 1995]. Eestidusuualimialusena Terviseuuring —
koos Eesti Pere- ja SUundmusuuringu, T66jou-uurmgg Pdlisusuuringuga — 1990 aastate
teisel poolel labiviidud uuringusarja, mille kaugandi Eestis taasiseseisvumise jarel alus
kusitlusstatistikale kui riigi andmekorralduse miggale lulile sindmus- ja loendusstatistika
korval [Katus et al 2000]. Oluline on rbhutada, et nimetatud uuringud rakendanud
pdhijoontes sarnast sundmusloolist metodoloogidihiliste rahvastikustindmusteesp
isikutunnuste rahvusvaheliselt vorreldavaid defioibne, muidugi kohaldatuna Eesti
konteksti, Uhtlustatud valimiprotseduuri ja kiss#torraldust. Vahemusrahvuste arengule
keskendunud Pd&lisusuuring arusaadaval pohjused a&jatud, on kbik osundatud uuringud



olnud Eesti kogurahvastiku suhtes representatiiveedmargistades olulisemate sotsiaal-
demograafiliste rihmade esindatuse. Kdigi osundatalinite moodustamise aluseks ol
viimase rahvaloenduse individuaalandmestik kui &Oithielikuma ning mitmekesise
taustinformatsiooniga varustatud nimestik [Puur4]99

Terviseuuringu eesmargiks kdnealuses slUsteemialudieabe kogumine rahvastiku
terviseseisundi kohta, sellele tausta loomisekg sgpstamiseks laiema andmekorraldusliku
tervikuga hdlmas programm ka rahvastiku teiste pet@melukarjaaride (vanematekodu,
kooselud, lapsed, haridus ja t66, elukohavahetusigntymusi. Uksikasjalikku teavet uuringu
teostuse ja andmesisu kohta vOib leida metodol&égidusest ning standardtabelite
kogumikust [Leinsaluet al 1998; 1999]. RPU seisukohalt tdhendab Tervisegurin
rakendamine valimialusena mitmeplaanilise sindnalisl® teave (kokku enam kui kaks
tuhat tunnust) olemasolu koigi valimisse kuuluvigikute, nii vastanute kui mittevastanute
kohta. Kdaesolevas Ulevaates on valimialusest pé#riinusinformatsiooni kasutatud
kaoanaluisil ning tulemuste representatiivsuse dmmsel, teaduslikust vaatenurgast vaarib
aga rbhutamist eeskéatt vbimalus kaasata valimisidatuv sindmuslooline informatsioon
RPU kaudu kogutud rahvastikupoliitiise arvamuseatanaliitsi. Samuti pakkus
valimialusest lahtuv mitmekesine taustinformatsioange kisitlusel paratamatute
andmeliinkade taitmisel.

Valimi moodustamisel rakendati kaht tapsustavéaedériumi. Esiteks jaid vastavalt
RPU sihtrahvastiku méaéaratlusele koérvale kodige vatenvalimialuses esindatud koige
eakamad pdlvkonnad (1916-1923 sunnikohordid), né&@ige vanemad olid joudnud
andmekogumise ajaks 87. sinnipaevani. Teatavaatv&d selles eas vastamismaara tublisti
alandama tervisemured, mis v0ivad nduda ankeedimit@l teise isiku kaasabi.
Terviseuuringus oli niisugustel juhtudel vastuseansi@e eriliselt eesmargistatud, et
rahvastiku vananemisega kaasnevat tervisekadu ikuttaéielikult kajastada. Raskematel
juhtudel vois kiusimustikule vastata kusitletavanaslemoni tema elukaiku hasti tundev isik
(enamasti pereliige). Arvamusteabele keskenduva RRbul polnud taolise lahenduse
kasutamine paraku otstarbekohane.

Teiseks tapsustuseks oli tahelepanu keskendandisrghvastikule, kooskblas PPA
programmi Uhtlussoovitustele. Sihtrahvastiku pertisel ning valimi moodustamisel on
polisust maéaratletud geodemograafilisel pdhimottdBbi  mitme  jarjestikuse
rahvastikupdlvkonna — pdlisena on kasitletud ratikias, kelle juured on Eestis. Oluline on
seejuures markida, et rahvastiku pdlisusjaotus @tureatu rahvusest ning nénda hdlmas
valim lisaks eestlastele venelasi, soomlasi jiekednematest vahemalt Uks on Eesti péritolu.
Polisustunnuse rakendamistarvidus oli Uhtlasi pgdlja, mis maaras valimialuse valiku
riigiuuringute hulgast, kuivord asjaomase rahvastiknuse slsteemse kasutuselevotuni
teistes allikates pole Eesti andmekorraldus veelndd [Katus, Puur, Sakkeus 2002].

Terviseuuringu ning RPU valitddde vahele jadv nedastane periood tingis tarviduse
vajaduse valimialus enne kusitlusvalimi moodustamlitualiseerida. Konealuse protseduuri
kaigus, milleks kasutati surma- ja aadressregid@avet, korvaldati valimialusest
ajavahemikul surnud ning Eestist lahkunud ning damikud, kelle aadressi ei dnnestunud
elukoharegistreerimise korraldamatuse ning regestaitapsuse tottu aktualiseerida. Valimisse
polnud samuti vdimalik hdélmata isikuid, kes Terwsangule jargnenud aja jooksul olid
Eestisse elama asunud. Sisserdndevoo suhtelisiedtsedmahu t6ttu moodustas asjaomane
rahvastikuosa avaldatud andmetel (randestatisaganemise tottu I6petas Statistikaamet
aastast 2000 asjakohase arvustiku publitseerinaite)ihe protsendi kogurahvastikust ega
saa seetdttu tulemuste esinduslikkust sisulisejutada.
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3.2. Valimiprotseduur

Valimiprotseduur seadis eesmargiks ligikaudu 15€Rui intervjueerimise, mis véimaldab
Uldistuste tegemise meeste ja naiste, pdlvkondaatg teiste peamiste rahvastikurihmade
I6ikes. Suuruselt vastab valim kullalt hasti EuradpPA Uhtlussoovitustele, sihtrahvastiku
pdlvkondliku hdlmatuse poolest on Eesti kbnealtetdardit pigem Uletanud.

Eesmargistatud arvu vastuste saamiseks on kiisitingute praktikas voimalikud
kaks peamist lahenemisviisi. Neist esimese rakersnpiitakse valitoodele eelnevalt
prognoosida véljalangevus ehk valimikadu, valimi ureis moodustub vastavalt
eesmargistatud kusitletute ning prognoositud miisgletute arvu summast. Kuivord
prognoosid taituvad harva vaga tapselt, kujunekliledcUsitletute arv eesmargistatust alati
rohkem voOi vahem erinevaks. Teise lahenemisviigiupddhtub valim kisitletute kindlalt
fikseeritud arvust, mille saavutamiseks véljalaragewespondendid asendatakse. Valimi
suurus kujuneb sel puhul eesmargistatud kusitletgasasendatute arvust. Esimese mooduse
eeliseks on asendusvajaduse puudumine ning lingsatseduur, puuduseks aga on vGimatus
kaoprotsessi selektiivsust kompenseerida. Tei$rlljan kaoprotsess rangema kontrolli all,
kuid kusitlus muutub aja- ja tddmahukamaks; télelikepresentatiivsuse tagatist asendamine
muidugi ei paku, kuivord tihtipeale kipuvad seleldusmoonutused esinema latentses
vormis. RPU teostusel langes valik esimese mookiaseks.

Teiseks poOhimotteks oli valimi proportsionaalsughtrahvastiku regionaalse,
demograafilise ning sotsiaalse koostise suhtes.p8bandte tuleb kaasa valimialusest, kus
hoiduti rahvastikurihmade (le- ja alaesindatuséshsa erandi moodustasid eakad
sunnipdlvkonnad alates 1931, mille esindatust eliviseuuringus suurendatud [Leinsaiu
al 1998]. Selline lahendus teenis kasitlusalusteigesiindmuste suurendamise eesmarki,
kuivord kroonilised haigused avalduvad tuupilisales hilises vanuses. RPU labiviimise
ajaks oli suremusprotsess nimetatud Uleesindatisdisslt nivelleerinud, kindlustades
proportsionaalsuse kogu vanusskaala ulatuses. [Bgsnimottes vdib RPU valimit
iseloomustada kui tbenaosuslikku Uheastmelist vsikmit, mille valimiiksuseks on
indiviid. Geograafilise kompaktsuse tottu puudub stise tarvidus mitmeastmelise
klasterprotseduuri jarele, mida suuremate riikiddy tuleb paramatuseks pidada. Vaarib
mainimist, et valim hdlmas ka institutsionaliseaditrahvastikku (hooldekodude asukad,
kinnipeetavad, ajateenijad jt).

Arvulise kokkuvotte RPU Tabel 2

valimiprotseduurist esitab juuresolev Kusitlusvalim

tabel. Eespool mainitud kriteeriume

rakendades jai parast aktualiseerimist Arv___ Osakaal, %

V6~l|lmlnlmekIEja 1971 isikut. valim 1971 100.0

Loppkokkuvottes laekus sellelt Kisitletud 1360 69.0

potentsiaalsete respondentide hulgalt MitLetUSilgetudd fliéi 33-2
. o s . sn Keeldunu .

1360  ankeet], kusitletute  ja sh muud mittekdsitletud 430 21.8

mitteklsitletute osundatud vahekord

annab vastamiskordajaks 69.0 protsenti
(1360 :1971).

Kirjalikus voi suulises vormis esitatud keeldureisibttu jaid puudu kokku 181
inimese vastused, millele vastab keeldumiskordaja @otsenti. Kullalt mitmekesised
formuleeringud keeldumise pohjendamiseks vaib tkudfl jaotada kahte suuremasse rihma.
Esimese rihma moodustavad isikiihiskond teljel alg¥@hjused, mis thel vai teisel viisil
takistasid respondendil ankeedile vastamist. Telopsihul sageli esiletoodavaks pohjuseks
oli elus kibestumine, olgu duUldises voi isiklikumgdaanis, ning soov Uhiskonnast
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distantseeruda. Samasse rihma voib lisada ka alkemdtamist segavad tbsisemat sorti
tervisehadad, eesti keele mittevaldamine ning saosutveendumused, mida uUksikjuhtudel
esines. Teise ning suurema A&radtlemiste rihma nstedchd mitmesugused no

vabanduspdhjused, millest thupilisim oli ootuspéltagja- ja/voi huvipuuduse ettekdandeks
toomine — pole ju tdnapdeva elutempo juures Ulesmga kellelgi. Samuti v6ib antud

kategooriasse liigitada viited kehvale enesetun@etedddaminevad haigused.

Ulejaanud valimikadu — kokku 430 isikut ehk 21.8otgenti valimist — on
koondatud eraldi rihma. Riigiuuringute kogemusealgrtedes on pdhjust arvata, et sellesse
hulka kuuluvad uhelt poolt varjatud keeldujad, &g polnud voimalik kontakti saada ning
kes ei pidanud ka ise vajalikuks oma loobumisesttkise korraldajatele teada anda [EKDK
1995; 1999; Noorkdiv, Puur 1996; Leinsatal 1998]. Teisalt kajastab kdnealune rihm ka
arvestataval maaral aadressiteabe ebatépsusteaitugl tmaaral surma- ja emigratsioonijuhte,
mida valimialuse aktualiseerimise ega andmekogukiésgis polnud korda lainud tuvastada.
Riikidevahelises vordluses on randeregistreerimigivast korraldusest ehk o6igemini
korraldamatusest tulenev valimikao vaga korge, kuimase ajani keeldumist tletav maar
Eesti kahetsusvaarseks omaparaks. Sellest Ulesaaipub ara sellest, kui kiiresti jduavad
andmekorraldusega hdlmatud ametkonnad tanasenii t@odvast “virstiriigistumisest”
sisulise koostooni.

Rahvastikuarengut ja -poliitikat puudutavate otgu®dasise muutumise suuna
kaardistamistarve lisas uuringuprotseduuri vajadusmuda teavet ka valimialuses
esindatutest nooremate poélvkondade kohta. Nimetafbdha hdlmamiseks on kasutatud
klassipOhist tdiendvalimit, mis hdlmas gumnaasiumsinemate klasside opilasi ning
ulidpilasi. Taiendvalim sisaldab kokku 321 isikustugseid, peamiselt stnnipdlvkondadest
1985-1986, rakendatud andmekogumisprotseduuri tptle otstarbekas valjalangemise
moistet taiendvalimile kohaldada. Pdhi- ja taiedimwiakooskasutamisel, sealhulgas RPU
andmestiku standardttoétlusel, on tarvilik rakend&dalustisteemi (tunnusveigh)), mis
tagab nooremate earihmade proportsionaalse essedatu

Kokkuvottes tuleb RPU valimi puhul tddeda kullaliurt valjalangemisméaéara, mis
jadb siiski veidi madalamaks kui teistes teemawaidialt ldhedastes ning sarnast
andmekogumisviisi rakendanud kusitlusuuringus [NRri994, 1999; Hansson 2004].
Valimialusest lahtuv mitmekesine vorreldav teavekiisitletute kui mittekisitletute kohta
voimaldab valjalangemise selektiivsuse suundagawust jalgida, sama eesmarki teenib ka
arvamusteabe diferentsiatsiooni stistemaatilinegkibgumiku arvtabelites.

3.3. Valimi esinduslikkus

Kusitlusuuringu tunnusjooneks on asjaolu, et jareédl tGhiskonna kohta tehakse valimi
pdhjal, mis moodustab vaga vaikese osa rahvastikugémuste padevuse seisukohalt on
seetdttu alati tarvis jalgida, et valim oleks esisik st katkeks endas samasuguseid
demograafilise, regionaalse ja sotsiaalse koosgtigsportsioone kui sihtrahvastik. Seejuures
pole muidugi ndutav kahe rahvastikukogumi koostigeelik identsus, kriteeriumiks on
sustemaatiliste, juhuslikkuse piirest valjuvatsesie puudumine.

Valimi esinduslikkuse hindamiseks on kasutatudlisémate rahvastikutunnuste
I6ikes arvutatud kaokordajat ning valimi, kusitketya mittekUsitletute struktuuri vordlust
(tabel 3). Tabelis teenib seda eesmaérki halbekaydajs peegeldab iga rahvastikurihma
suhterisust sihtrahvastiku vastavast rihmast. Haldaja nullvaartus téhistab kahe
struktuuri Uksldhest vastavust, miinusmargiline &ktivdaja naitab vastava rihma
alaesindatust, plussmargiline kordaja aga Uleegist&usitletute hulgas. Vaarib réhutamist,
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Tabel 3
Valimi esinduslikkus

Rahvastiku- Valim Kdsitletud Mitte- Valim Kdsitletud Mitte- Halbe- Kao- Keeldumis
rihm kusitletud kisitletud kordaja kordaja  kordaja
(n) (n) (n) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Sugu

Mees 869 568 301 441 41.8 49.3 -2.3 34.6 8J5

Naine 1102 792 310 55.9 58.2 50.7 2.3 28.1 9J7
Vanus

15-29 258 177 81 13.1 13.0 13.3 -0.1 314 54

30-39 336 224 112 17.0 16.5 18.3 -0.5 333 74

40-49 371 259 112 18.8 19.0 18.3 0.2 30.1 75

50-59 297 213 84 15.1 15.7 13.7 0.6 28.3 8.8

60+ 709 487 222 36.0 35.8 36.3 -0.2 31.3 124
Elukohatiitp

Linn 1262 846 416 64.0 62.2 68.1 -1.8 33.0 9.p

Maa 709 514 195 36.0 37.8 31.9 1.8 27.5 9.p
Haridus

Alg/pohi 608 383 225 30.8 28.2 36.8 -2.6 37.0 123

Kesk 1044 736 308 53.0 54.1 50.4 1.1 29.5 80

Kdrg 319 241 78 16.2 17.7 12.8 15 24.5 6.9
Laste arv

0 496 322 174 25.2 23.7 28.5 -1.5 35.1 10.p

1 414 264 150 21.0 194 245 -1.6 36.2 10.0

2 705 514 191 35.8 37.8 31.3 2.0 27.1 7.5

3+ 356 260 96 18.1 19.1 15.7 1.0 27.0 9.0
Kokku 1971 1360 611 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 31.0 92

et nimetatud anallisi eelduseks oli vBimalus vadsstnii kisitletud kui mittekisitletud
valimialusest lahtuva vorreldava taustinformatsigarpdhiliste rahvastikutunnuste |8ikes.
Sarnaselt kusitluspraktikas tuupiliselt ettetulevalukorrale ilmnes ka Eesti RPU
puhul vastamisnéitajate margatav sooerisus. Sybaidiises lUletas meeste kaokordaja naiste
vastavat naitarvu enam kui viiendiku vorra. Huvitavsamas tddeda, et otseste keeldumiste
osas on pisut agaramaks arautlejaks olnud hoopendsugu. limselt ei peegelda see tdsiasi
siiski naiste suuremat vastumeelsust kusitlusesemsse vastu, vaid pigem korrektsust
uuringu korraldajate oma teguviisist informeerirhisigleeste sagedasema valjalangemise
tottu on kusitletute sooproportsioon méne protgemakti jagu naiste kasuks nihkunud.
Vanusrihmitiresp pdlvkonniti on kaokordaja suhteliselt Ghtlane, alreelgepiirilise
tendentsita. Osundatud Uhtluse raames vaarib fErmelekeeldumiste sageduse jarjekindel
tbus vanemate earihmade suunas, kbige eakamasridanas ulletab see naiteks 15-29
aastaste naitarvu enam kui kahekordselt. Vanensée&keeldumise pdhjuseks olid thdpiliselt
tervisega seotud mured ning raskused ankeedi &EtnKuivord nooremate vastajate hulgas
tasakaalustas keeldumist maaratlemata pdhjusegdav@jlemine, osutus kaomaar vanuseti
Uhtlaseks ning kokkuvéttes on erinevad rahvastikigpiinad proportsionaalselt esindatud.
Linna- ja maarahvastiku vordlus néitab sagedasedlgtiangevust linnarahvastikus,
peegeldades muuhulgas mentaliteedi ja sotsiaalskkdena erinevust. Suhtarvuliselt on
linnarahva kaokordaja maaelanike omast viiendikirav@@rgem, kuigi otseste keeldumiste
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sagedus on kahel rahvastikurihmal parasjagu Uhesud(iisitletute struktuuris kergitab
linlaste ménevdrra kdrgem kaokordaja maarahvasigakaalu paari-kolme protsendipunkti
vorra tegelikust Ulespoole. Asustussusteemi hieatabandite [6ikes teostatud
Uksikasjalikuma analiilsi kohaselt seisab selle tajkbige teistest piirkondadest kdrgem
kaomaéar pealinnas, mida on taheldanud eranditulik Kdisitlusuuringud. Tallinna
elanikkonna teatavale alaesindatusele vaatamatabviigsitletute koostis kokkuvattes kullalt
tapselt tldkogumi struktuurile. Tuleb muidugi t&helnna, et vaiksemate maakondade puhul
on respondentide arv suhteliselt piiratud ningeselitingitud juhukdikumiste t6ttu pole
piirkondlike erisuste esiletoomine otstarbekas.

Hariduseti ilmnes vahem koolitatud kisitletavaageddasem ning kokkuvottes kullalt
markimisvaarne véljalangevus — kaokordaja pohjabdeduna ulatus erisus Uhelt poolt alg-
voi pohiharidusega ja teisalt kdrgharidusega redpotide vahel pooleteise korrani. Uldise
kaokordaja ning keeldumiskordaja vordlus lubab emsemkdnealusest diferentsiatsioonist
kirjutada keeldumiste arvele, sagedasema vastamikexdpumise taustaks alg- voi
pdhiharidusega rihmas oli nii vaiksem huvi k&satkat teema vastu kui suuremad raskused
kusimustiku taitmisel, mille puhul mangis kaasa éd@nse haridusrihma keskmisest hoopis
eakam vanuskoostis. Nimetatud kumuleerumise tottu walimi ning Kkusitletavate
koostisndaitajates hariduseti ka mdnevorra suuresurkui llejadnud rahvastikutunnuste
I6ikes.

Rahvastiku lapsesuse puhul leidis kinnitust madataomaar lastega vastajate seas,
mis lisaks suuremale huvile kisitlusteema vastuyg@édab arvatavasti ka nende suuremat
paiksust ning seevdrra paremat kattesaadavust.tlétige struktuuris kajastub lastetute,
vallaliste ning leibkonna mottes Uksielavate sagena valjalangemine nende rihmade
osakaalu paariprotsendilise alanemisena, mille | aitnesis samavdrra pereinimeste ning
suuremates leibkondades elava rahvastiku esindatus.

Valimialuses sisalduv informatsioon pakkus samdtmaluse selgitada, mil mé&éaral
mojutas kusitlustulemust suhtumuslik tegur ning viud pasiv voi muutlik see on.
Suhtumise m66dupuuks on iga intervjuu 16pul kigitlgoolt Terviseuuringus antud hinnang
respondendi poolt Ulesnaidatud huvi ning intervilldise sujuvuse kohta. Selle mdéddupuu
kohaselt oli valdavaks huvitatud suhtumine, kuidnaa kaldus kolmandik kisitletavaist
tkskoiksusele ning viit protsenti on kusitlejadlasenustanud kui taiesti huvitut. Intervjuu
sujuvust hinnati keskparaseks veidi vdhem kui diknl juhtudest, raskustega voi suurte
raskustega kulgenud kusitluste osakaal piirdusprisendiga.

Kaomaara vordlus néitas respondendi dispositsiooinlisust kusitlustulemuse
formeerumisel ning tdi Uhtlasi esile selle ajal@sivuse. Valjalangemise erisus uhelt poolt
(varasemas) vaga suurt ning teisalt vaga vaikest tkes naidanud respondentide vahel
ktundis pea kahe korrani (vastavalt 19 ja 39 pniisekeeldumiskordaja oli teises riihmas
koguni neljakordselt kdrgem kui esimeses. Prakiiliiisama suureks osutus kaonditajate
erisus ka intervjuu kulgemisele antud kusitlejahimgu |Gikes. Teisisonu diferentseeris
kusitletava suhtumine kusitlustulemust tugevaminii kilkski tavaparaselt analtusil
rakendatavatest rahvastikutunnustest.

Kvaliteedikontrolli raames teostatud multivarismatnmudelarvutus naitas, et
kiusitlustulemuse erisus soo, elukohatttbi, haridlegsesuse ning kusitlusse suhtumise
I6ikes sailib statistiliselt olulisena ka tunnustastasmoju arvesse votmisel. Kokkuvottes
puhul (nt lesed ja lahutatud), mille omaette ansilizine pole nagunii asjakohane. Nonda
voib kogutud andmestikku lugeda oluliste rahvagdtiknuste suhtes esinduslikuks ning
kusitlustulemused ei vaja standardanaltisil kaalaoié korrigeerimist. P8hjalikum teave
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kiusitletute sotsiaal-demograafilise koostise kolma leida standardtabelite komplekti
I6puosast (tabelid TO1-T21).
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4. Kusitluskorraldus

Eesti RPU andmekogumisviisi valik langes postiadké@asuks, mis viidi labi 2003 aastal.
Andmekvaliteedi seisukohalt oleks muudel vordsételimustel olnud muidugi eelistatav
intervjuumeetodi kasutamine, kuid projekti eelgpaeaku taolist vbimalust ette ei nainud.

Protseduuri kohaselt saadeti koigile valiminimgkirkuulunud respondentidele
kisimustik ning kiri, mis selgitas uuringu eesmarkeng tausta. Muuhulgas leidis
kontaktkirjas selgitamist Eesti RPU koht asjakohaswusvahelise uurimisprogrammi osana,
samuti demokraatlikele maadele iseloomulik poéhimaiwestada oluliste riigipoliitika
valdkondade kujundamisel rahva seisukohtade jastastega. Tavakohaselt rdhutas
poordumine respondendi rolli teatud kindla rahastihma esindajana ning antud vastuste
konfidentsiaalsust. Kirjas sisaldusid ka kusitluskbnaatori kontaktandmed, et kUsitletaval
oleks vOimalus soovi korral lisateavet saada. S&adamalust kasutas tegelikkuses suhteliselt
vaike osa kusitletavatest, enamikul juhtudel teswmdks olukordadest, kus kusimustikku
polnud modnel pdhjusel voimalik taita.

Kusitletava abistamiseks oli ankeedi sisekaanelditud Ithijuhis kisimustiku
taitmise kohta, mis selgitas vastuste markimisseviAndmekvaliteedi seisukohalt toonitas
juhis vastuste taielikkuse olulisust ehk vajadusadsa vastused kdigi ankeedi osade ja
Uksikkisimuste kohta — postikiusitlust arvestadesankeedi koostamisel valditud filtreid
ehk kusimuste vahelejatmist olenevalt antud vasstaisTaidetud ankeedi tagasisaatmiseks oli
kusimustikule lisatud eriimbrik, mille saatekului e#hsutud kusitluse korraldaja poolt.
Kirjade ning ankeetide valjasaatmine toimus graafohaselt maakondade kaupa, 2003
aasta veebruarist juulini.

PostikUsitluse raames nagi protseduur vdimaluserako ette personaalse
(telefoni)kontakti kisitletavaga. Telefoninumbritankimiseks kasutas kusitluskoordinaator
telefoniraamatuid ning internetis leiduvat inforsiabni. Otsingu tulemusena Onnestus
kusitletava nime ja aadressi alusel leida numb@db 6protsendi valiminimekirjas olnud
kisitletavate jaoks. Kui number leidus, helistasrkanaator paar péeva péarast kirja saatmist
kusitletavale, esitledes uuringut, vastates kiUsiedeisning selgitades uuringus osalemise
vajalikkust.

Muidugi ei lainud Uhenduse saamine telefoniomagakenitte sajaprotsendiliselt
korda, sest osal juhtudest olid numbrid muutunetefonid valja lilitatud jms. Reaalne
telefonikontakt 6nnestus saada pisut vahem kui &olendikul juhtudest (59.6 protsenti);
suhtarvu lugejasse on siinkohal arvestatud ka nesgpondendid, kes ise telefonitsi
kontakteerusid. Kusitluskdigu analtdsil on samutistatud n6 otsekontakte, kus
telefonikontakt Onnestus saada Kkusitletavaga ksikli ning kaudseid kontakte, kus
kusitletava araolekul saadi jutule mone (tdiskasdarperelikmega. Ka viimasel juhul oli
koordinaatori Ulesandeks tagada selgituste andkaisdu vastuse laekumine. Suhtarvuliselt
saadi otsekontakt veidi enam kui poolega valimikimas olnud kusitletavatest (53.4
protsenti), kaudne kontakt aga veidi vahem kui kénaikul juhtudest (8.8). Kuivord mdnel
juhul raékis koordinaator nii kisitletava enda gareliikmetega, Uletab osundatud numbrite
summa monevaorra telefonikontaktiga kusitletavatigdnu

Tabel 4 esitab telefonikontakteerumist puudutavadarvud vastajarihmade |Gikes.
Andmestiku puhul vaarivad tahelepanu kontakteerkiondaja variatsiooni erisused
kaokordaja omast.

XVII



Tabel 4
Kontakteerumisprotseduur

Rahvastikuriihm Telefon Eelkontakt sh otsekontakt kadne kontakt
(%) (%) (%) (%)
Sugu
Mees 63.2 59.4 51.9 11.0
Naine 61.9 59.7 545 7.1
Vanus
15-29 58.9 554 48.8 10.5
30-39 61.3 59.8 52.1 9.5
40-49 66.6 62.8 56.3 9.2
50-59 63.0 58.9 53.2 9.4
60+ 61.9 59.5 54.2 7.5
Elukohatiitip
Linn 62.8 61.7 55.7 8.8
Maa 61.8 55.7 49.2 8.9
Haridus
Alg/pohi 54.9 51.0 44.6 9.0
Kesk 64.8 61.8 55.4 9.3
Korg 69.0 68.7 63.6 6.9
Laste arv
0 56.0 54.6 48.4 9.5
1 60.4 55.6 50.7 5.8
2 66.1 62.3 55.6 10.2
3+ 66.6 65.7 59.0 8.7
Kokku 62.5 59.6 534 8.8

Selgesti tduseb see esile meeste ja naiste végjlkas kontakteerumiskordaja vahe
piirdub modne kimnendiku protsendipunktiga, mis amrgsjargu vorra vaiksem Kkui
kaokordaja sooerisus. Kuigi kodust rohkem valjapawienteeritud elustiili tottu tuli meestel
kaudseid kontakte mdnevorra enam ette kui naigiiehb see tdsiasjale, et soolbikes erinev
vastamismaar peegeldab olulisel maaral sugupodlevat huvi ja vastamisvalmidust kui
muid tegureid. Veelgi joulisemalt tuleb lahknevisles linna- ja maarahvastiku vordluses.
Kui linnarahvastikuga on telefonikontakti saamindnud keskeltlabi lihtsam, eriti
otsekontaktide osas, siis kaokordaja on diferetsisiani suund vastupidine. Isikliku
po6rdumise Uhesugust mdjujdudu eeldades oleks pidlmainimeste vastamismaar olema
4-5 protsendipunkti vOrra kdrgem kui maarahval.etégguses on erisus samavdrra linna
kahjuks. Teisisonu pole linnaelanike parem telefega varustatus nende vaiksemat
kisitlushuvi kompenseerinud. Samas hariduse ningte laarvu puhul langevad
kontakteerumis- ning vastamiskordaja erisus ninsittkui maaralt tisna tapselt kokku.

KuUsitlustulemuse seisukohalt on personaalse ktegakmise tdhendust tagantjarele
raske alahinnata. Vahetu suhtlemine andis thelkt péomaluse kdhklevaid respondente —
olgu aja- vOi huvipuuduse, ankeedi taitmise keesekuns tottu — argumenteeritult veenda
vOi lihtsalt julgustada. Naiteks sai vanematel #é@mvatel soovitatud tarvidusel kasutada
kisimustiku taitmisel laste abi. Teisalt vOis subéls ka selguda, et aadressi ebatapsuse tottu
voi monel muul pobhjusel pole ankeet kusitletavamisé joudnud. Arvuliselt annab
telefonikontakteerumise mojust ettekujutuse vastemara vOrdlus. NOnda ulatus
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vastamiskordaja onnestunud kontakteerumise koBal protsendini, kontakti puudumisel
aga piirdus vastav naitarv vaid 54.7 protsendigaen@i toob kusitlusprotsessi analtils esile
personaalse suhtlemise eelise perelikmete pobknv@datud kontakti ees (vastamismaar 70.7
protsenti), mis andis samas oluliselt parema tussmbui kontakti puudumine. Vaarib
rohutamist, et kontakteerumise edukusest l&ahtutamasmaara erisus Uletab koigi eespool
kasitletud rahvastikutunnuste 16ikes taheldatudatsiooni.

Telefonikontakteerumise kaastulemuseks oli kisi&@e arvu modningane
suurenemine, kuivord teatud juhtudel saadi Uhendasminimekirjas oleva isiku
nimekaimuga. Kui asjaomane isik avaldas valmisdlglavdi soovi kisitluses osaleda,
saadeti vélja ankeet, kisimustiku laekumisel ltilitga lisandunud isik kusitletuteesp
valiminimekirja. Harvem lisandus kusitletuid ka kd®, et vastamisest loobunud respondendi
asemel taitis kisimustiku tema pereliige. Kui ankesutus nduetekohaselt taidetuks, on
kirjeldatud viisil kogunenud nimekaimude ja petahiete (kokku 83 inimest) vastused
kogutud andmestikku lisatud.

Kui kindlaksmaaratud aja jooksul ankeeti ei laakdinoli koordinaatori tlesandeks
votta dhendust kisitletava elukohajargse linna-vadlavalitsusega. Valdade ja vaikelinnade
puhul, kus ametnikud kohalikku rahvast reeglinaldttilhasti tunnevad, d6nnestus seelabi
hankida kullalt vaartuslikku lisainformatsiooni, snosal juhtudel aitas jduda kusitletavani,
teistel aga tdi selgust vastuse puudumise voimsdikgoOhjustesse. Samuti nagi protseduur
ette meeldetuletuskirja ning kordusankeedi saatwvastéamisest hoiduvatele kisitletavatele,
aga otsekontakteerumisega vorreldes vOib kdnegtwetseduuri kasuteguri tagantjarele
killalt madalaks hinnata.

5. Kodeerimine, sisestus ja andmekontroll

RPU andmestiku kodeerimise ja sisestuse eest k&odis iseseisev iUksus (AnSis RKM),
mis on kdnealust Ulesannet taitnud kdigis alate8018astate keskpaigast labi viidud
sundmusloolistes riigiuuringutes. Arusaadavalt kadpas taoline tegijaskonna jarjepidevus
oluliselt uuringutevahelise andmeduhilduvuse hoidmisodeeritavateks tunnusteks olid
kusitletava ning abikaasa/elukaaslase sunnikohtetaga rahvus, millele lisandub
mitmekesine valimialusest parinev taustinformatsioo

Kodeerimisel tuli silmas pidada andmestiku kaheslist Ghilduvustarvidust: thelt
poolt Eesti loendus-, sindmus- ja kisitlussta@ggigk ning teisalt Euroopa PPA
Uhtlusnduetega. Sunnikoht kodeeriti omavalitsusedlvalla) tapsusega, kuna kodeerimine
puudutas stindmuse toimumisaja kaudu vahemikku nmifiisajandi teisest veerandist 1980
aastate keskpaigani, tuli erinevatest ajastutesingséd kohamé&aratlused teisendada
kodeerimise kaigus Uhtsele alusele. Sarnaseltemasle riigiuuringutele oli selleks ka RPU
puhul rakendatud perioodi |6petava rahvaloendusé@aeaaljaotust. Rahvuse kodeerimisel
kasutati samuti loendusliigitust, kuigi andmestdmaette kasitluse tarbeks voib seda pidada
Ulearu detailseks.

Protseduuri kohaselt olid andmestiku kodeerimirsgsestus ja andmestiku
esmakontroll Ghildatud. Teadusndukogu juhendameé&tvalmistatud sisestusprogramm
sisaldas kontrollseoseid, mis tdi ankeedis leiduwastuoksused ja vaegteabe koheselt esile.
Enamasti puudutasid need kisitletava rahvastikuisgid, puuduste kdrvaldamisel tugines
Teadusndukogu paljus valimialuses sisalduvale mé&tsioonile, eriti vaegteabe osas.
Arvamusteabe puhul polnud rangetel loogilistel sgopdhineva kontrolli rakendamine
otstarbekas, sestap ei ndinud protseduuri ette uskontakteerumist kisitletava vastuste
tapsustamise eesmargil.
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Parast kogu materjali kodeerimist ja sisestusitail andmestik ststemaatilisele
kontrolltootlusele, mille kaigus testiti selle k&b$a sajakonna seose suhtes. Erinevalt
tavaparasest moodustas PSU kontrollto6tlus ompétsajalise uuringuetapi, osalt seetdttu,
et elektroonilist andmestikku kasitleti koopianahk parandusi tohtis sisse viia ainult peale
originaali asjakohast korrigeerimist. Seet6ttu kiiaéi iga ilmnenud vastuolu korral
failikirjeid kusitlusarhiivis oleva ankeediga ningdjuhul 6nnestus andmeviga kusitletava
elukéaiku analtusides korvaldada. Valdava enamikwarmtud vigade allikaks osutus
kusitleja suutmatus elukaigu terviklikkust jalgiddhelt poolt oli taoliste kusitlejavigade
esinemissagedus markimisvaarselt kdrge ning vad gdtsenti ankeete ei vajanud kordagi
sedalaadi korrigeerimist. Teiselt poolt vaadatumnedys parandatud vigade arv ankeedis
reeglina tihe-kahega (keskmisena 1.3 ankeedi kdfaeerimisvigu ilmnes 5.0 protsendil ja
sisestusvigu 13.9 protsendil ankeetides, mis varas&ogemuse pdhjal naitab nende
tooetappide paris head kordaminekut. Andmepuhasgtiiges kontrolliti samuti kdiki lahtise
vastusvariandiga kusimusi, mida ankeedis oli kogkolsada. Selle t66 kaigus paigutati osa
kisitleja pooltmuuvariandina margitud vastuseid olemasolevate vadanalla, piisavalt
suure esinemissagedusegauvariantidele omistati omaette kood. Arvuliseltttedsundatud
tapsustusi veidi enam kui viiendikus ankeetidesq2totsenti). Tuleb muidugi tahele panna,
et andmetapsustused voisid endaga kaasa tuua batipsusi, seetbttu veaparanduste
andmefaili sisseviimise jarel kontrolliti andmesiikveelkord kdigi loogiliste seostega ning
vajadusel parandustsuklit korrati.

6. Andmekvaliteet

Kusitlusandmestiku hindamisel tuleb lisaks kusttlgite valimist valjalangemisele p&oérata
tahelepanu ka vastamisele Uksikkisimuste kaupasdféeas Ulevaates on andmekvaliteedi
osundatud aspekti kasitletud kahel Uksteist tareaidaisil.

Esiteks on anallidsitud vastuste puudumist, midestaltult nimetatakse vaegteabeks.
Klsimusjargset vaegteavet voib ette tulla mitmel p&hjusel, dldises plaanis voib selle
raames eristada keeldumisest, vastuse mitteteasinw8eseisukoha méaaratlemise raskusest
tingitud kadu. Soltumata pdhjusest ei tohi kisiratgget vaegteavet alahinnata, sest ka iga
Uksikkisimuse suhtes eraldi vottes madal kaoma@ubkitunnuste kombineerimisel
kumuleeruma ning analtusijargus kasutatavat tedkeehtippeliselt vAhendama.

Teiseks on tdhelepanu po6oératud vastuste diferntisgele, mis on oluline eeskétt
arvamusteabe kogumisel. Teatud lihtsustusega $eisrableem Uhelt poolt pooldavat voi
eitavat seisukohta kajastavate ning teisalt pasitsi puudumist valjendavate vastuste
vahekorras.

6.1. Vaegteave

Vaegteave ulatuse hindamiseks on vorreldud pudduvaastuste hulka
Uksikkisimusteesptunnuste kaupa ning summeeritult ankeedimoodjadit®gu andmestiku
ulatuses. Vordlusega haaratud 337 tunnusest jgitealee maar allapoole 0.5 protsendi taset
viiendikul (20.8 protsenti). Kbige sagedamini pakrpuuduvate vastuste suhtarv 0.5 ja 1.0
protsenti vahemikus, selline olukord iseloomust&s kaht viiendikku (38.9 protsenti)
tunnustest. Poole ja poolteise protsendi vahelasaegteabe naitarvuga kisimusi oli samuti
veidi rohkem kui viiendik (22 protsenti). Seitsmeofsendi kisimuste puhul langes
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puuduvate vastuste suhtarv pooleteise ja kahegmibtvahepeale ehk teisisdnu on Uheksal
kimnendikul ankeeditunnustest vaegteabe méaéar vlibhekaks protsenti.

Ulejaanud kimnendikul piirdus puuduvate vastustetasv reeglina 2-4 protsendiga
ning 5 protsendilise vdi kdrgema vaegteabe madkéagemusi voib juba kahe kde sérmedel
Ules lugeda. Kui jatta kdrvale kiusimus usukuulugtisenille usu suhtes tkskdiksed vastajad
sageli vahele jatsid, esineb kbige rohkem vaegtedeidkonna sissetuleku suurust
puudutavas kusimuses (T08). Tarvilik informatsioguudub kokku 8.8 protsendil
kisitletavatest, enamasti peegeldab see soovim&fisiusele vastata, harvemini vois
kusitletaval olla raskust leibkonnaliikmete tavas#r sissetuleku kokkuarvamisel.
Uksikkisimuste 16ikes paistab sageli keskmisestresuat raskust olevat tekitanud
riigipoliitika soovitava plaanimishorisondi maaeatiine. Uksikkiisimuste keskmiseks
vaegteabe maaraks on 0.96 protsenti, mida arvaahedee orienteeritust ning rakendatud
kusitlusmeetodit silmas pidades vdib kokkuvottesaimadalaks hinnata.

Ankeedimoodulite vordlemisel on mdistlik arvess#ta nende erinevat mahtu ning
esitada vaegteabe méaar suhtvaljenduses Uhe vastasuduse kohta. Taolise lahenemise
korral vdib ankeediosade vahel tédheldada ligi kahdset erisust. Kdige sagedamini on
kisimuste vastamata jatmist ette tulnud kahes asimjeabielu ja perekonda ning lapsi
kasitlevas ankeediosas, kus keskmine vaegteabe utgiéib 1.1 protsendini. Kimnendiku
vorra madalam (1.0 protsenti) on vastav suhtard tiiig naise rolli ja rahvastikuvananemist
puudutavas osas. Valisparitolu rahvastiku ja rafkgsoliitika teostuseelduste puhul langeb
vaegteabe maar 0.7-0.8 protsendi tasemele. Ooasgion kdige vahem vastuseid puudu
jdénud taustaosas, mis fikseeris pohiteavet sallgastikurihma kohta, keda kusitletav ja
tema abikaasa/elukaaslane esindasid (0.6 protséfitgimustiku hilisemate osade suunas
sujuvalt alanev mittevastamine on iseenesest taaele vaariv, kuivord tavaparaselt voiks
eeldada vastamistiudimuse kumuleerumise tbttu tdistpgradienti. Teatud maaral voiks
tegelikku pilti seletada ankeediosade pikkusega kagu mustrit sellele muidugi taandada
ei saa. lgatahes kinnitab anallitis ankeedi otstarligésehitust — kisimustik algab kérgema
kaomaéarageespraskematest teemadest.

Uksiktunnuste ja moodulite 6ikes eksisteeriva gtaabe koérval pdoras
andmekvaliteedi analtiis tahelepanu ka markimattustaskordusele ning kumulatiivsele
andmestikus. Kumulatiivsuse vaatenurgast voib \esdag levimuses esineda kaks erinevat
situatsiooni. Kui taitmispuudustel on tugev kaldsivkoonduda, siis ei lleta vaegteabega
ankeetide Uldarv markimisvaarselt utksiktunnustegsudheldatud maksimumi, samal ajal
esineb taitmispuudustega kirjetes hulgaliselt mkiondseid vigu. Vigade hajumisel Uletab
vahemalt Ghe puudega kirjete arv oluliselt Uksikuste juures taheldava vaegteabe maara,
taitmispuuduste kuhjumist Uhes ja samas Kkirjes btulette aga suhteliselt harva.
Andmekvaliteedi seisukohalt viitab vigade tugev kdomine teatud slUstemaatilisi
taitmispuudusi p6hjustanud olukordadele, hajuminga aosutab pigem juhutegurile.
Andmestiku kasutusvaartuse seisukohalt voib viinsasiatsiooni pidada keskeltlabi vahem
probleemseks, kuid koondumusest-hajumusest enamamédédmekvaliteeti siiski vaegteabe
dldine esinemissagedus.

Vaegteabega kisimuste kordsus annab tunnistusihmadlendentsi olemasolust RPU
andmestikus — taiesti veatute kirjete suhtelisstikaal on 29.7 protsenti, rohkem kui kahel
kolmandikul ankeetidest on mingi kusimus vastugégnud. Maksimaalse koondumise
korral oleks vaegteabega kirjete arvuks voinud aaddveidi tle 15 protsendi, maksimaalne
hajuvus oleks tdhendanud aga veatute ankeetidikk&@igouudumist. Vaegteabe kordsus
naitab seejuures langustendentsi markimata vastustenemise arvu suunas: parasjagu the
markimata vastusega oli viiendik ankeete, kaksugigiuudus 14 protsendil, kolm kUsimust
oli taitmata 8 protsendil jne. Teisalt suurema dgaarvu puhul jaotusprotsendi langus
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aeglustub ja naiteks 7.3 protsenti ankeetidest oiab kiimne ning Uks protsent Ule
mitmekimne vaegteabega kisimuse. Sageli oli selidjupeks kusitletava teatav
tahelepanematus ankeedi lehekllgede p6dramiséd, tliémusena vois korraga vahele jaada
suur hulk kisimusi. Teatud maaral soodustas nisuglukorda tavaparasemast 6hema
paberi kasutamine kusimustiku trikkimisel, ankeédialu ja postikulude kokkuhoiu
eesmargil. Kuivord taolised eksitused on juhuslikkaadi, pole nimetatud Kkirjeid
andmestikust korvale jaetud. Teistmoodi on toimitedl juhtudel (kokku tosinkond), kus
olukord viitab tahtlikule vaegtaitmisele, naiteks wastuste markimine poole pealt katkenud.

Tabel 5 esitab puuduvate vastuste suhtarvu kesksdtvastikutunnuste Idikes.
Meeste ja naiste voOrdluses on erisus Usna tagdBkjokuid tahelepanu vaarib siiski
kimnendiku vOrra kdrgem vaegteabe suhtearv naigtgat. Nonda lahkneb osundatud
tulemus tavapéarasest kuvandist, mille kohaselt edaisn korrektsemad kisimustikele
vastajad, samuti valimikao analtusil taheldatudligil Seletust tuleb tdendaoliselt otsida
kusitluses osalenud meeste ja naiste erinevastskanstisest I6ikes, mida muuhulgas
kinnitab kéesoleva kvaliteedianalliiisi raames thodteaegteabe mudelarvutus.

Tabel 5
Vaegteabe maar
Abielu ja Lapsed To60 ja Rahvastiku Valis- Koos- Tausta- Kokku
pere naise roll vanane- paritolu vaade osa
mine rahvastik
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Sugu
Mees 1.09 1.04 0.93 0.91 0.73 1.10 0.58 0.90
Naine 1.13 1.16 1.08 1.07 0.72 0.58 0.66 0.99
Vanus
15-29 111 1.31 1.23 1.37 0.87 1.12 1.84 1.27
30-39 0.92 0.66 0.77 0.77 0.81 0.40 0.25 0.9
40-49 0.53 0.64 0.67 0.77 0.46 0.72 0.25 0.58
50-59 1.64 1.10 0.63 0.84 0.46 0.42 0.31 0.84
60+ 1.28 1.37 1.27 0.93 0.79 0.82 0.20 1.02
Elukohatiitp
Linn 1.29 1.27 1.11 1.08 0.74 0.78 0.78 1.0y
Maa 0.77 0.80 0.85 0.86 0.68 0.80 0.37 0.74
Haridus
Alg/p6hi 1.17 1.59 1.50 1.40 1.11 1.18 1.37  391.
Kesk 1.00 0.81 0.84 0.88 0.59 0.66 0.31 0.76
Kérg 1.30 0.98 0.58 0.59 0.34 0.39 0.24 0.6p
Laste arv
0 1.24 1.55 1.49 1.42 1.00 1.19 1.81 141
1-2 1.10 0.93 0.84 0.86 0.62 0.72 0.25 0.79
3+ 0.92 0.84 0.69 0.68 0.51 0.26 0.27 0.6p
Kokku 111 1.11 1.02 1.00 0.72 0.79 0.62 0.96

Vanusriahmiti on vaegteabe erisused suuremad. Kiogesktsemalt on vastuseid andnud
kolmekimnendates-neljakimnendates eluaastatedekérsitd, vanemate eariihmade suunas
likudes vaegteabe maar jarkjargult kasvab, Uletgolirast 60 eluaastat kogumi keskmise.
Eakatest omakorda kehvemini on vastanud nooreddgb paratamatult isiklikku kogemust
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uurimisalustes eluvaldkondades ning seet6ttu kalués ankeedile vastamisel. Vaegteabe
naitarv 15-29 aastaste seas vordluses neljakingaette kahe korra kérgem, kuid samas ei
valju see andmekvaliteedi seisukohalt vastuvOetavapiiridest. Osundatud u-kujuline
vanussoltuvus kehtib eranditult kdigi ankeedimoddiduhtes.

Haridustaseme kasvuga kaasnevad ootusparasdikuiad vastused, kusjuures
peamine lahkmejoon kulgeb Uhelt poolt kesk- ja ké@rgud ning teisalt lihema kooliteega
rahvastiku vahelt. Kuigi kiisimustiku koostamiselmltdeks valtida keerukust ning teha see
“vastatavaks” isiku taustast sOltumata, kogesid- gy pdhiharidusega respondendid
nahtavasti monevdrra suuremat raskust, mis kajastatamata kiisimuste arvus. Vaegteabe
puhul leiab samuti kinnitust maarahvastiku veidijallsum suhtumine kusitlusse,
maainimestega vorreldes esineb linlastel vastusekimdtajaamist ligi poole vorra
sagedamini. Vaegteabe maara diferentseerib kaldussitaste arv — lastetutel tuleb vastuse
markimatajatmist ette lle kahe korra rohkem kumldi enamat last omavatel kusitletutel.
Vaegteabe reaalse lapsesuserisuse korval raagid artul muidugi kaasa ka vanus, sest
lastetud on eelkdige noored.

6.2. Arvamusteabe skaalajaotus

Arvamusteabe kogumisel ei tdhenda kisimustele stestlemasolu alati automaatselt head
andmekvaliteeti, oluline on ka nende sisu. Arvanigskuste puhul, mille eesmargiks
hinnata suhtumist rahvastikuarengu teatud suundigsses kaitumismallidesse ja
poliitikameetmetesse, on kaesolevas Ulevaates iet@hedlepanu tuleb pdodratud vastuste
diferentseeritusele. Suhtumise mé6tmiseks on kaglit'ominaaltunnuseid, mille skaalad on
Uhtlustatud teemavaldkondade vahel ja nende piinésoskblas PPA programmi
Uhtlussoovitustega on eelistatud viieastmelisi kisad, mille aarmised positsioonid
valjendavad vastavalt tugevat poolehoidu vOi vastus ning nendega kilgnevad
positsioonid vastavalt m6ddukamat suhtumist. Skieedkmine positsioon — “pole ndus ega
vastu”, “ei seda ega teist” — peegeldab poolehaiuwvgstuseisu puudumist, mida voib
kasitada nii neutraalse hoiakuna kui seisukoha puoigeEna (“ei oska Oelda”). Kuigi
koondindeksite moodustamisel pole asi iseenesestblgemiks, tasub osundatud
ambivalentsuse tottu vastuste keskmisse skaalammsit koondumisele siiski tdhelepanu
pdorata.

Arvamusteabe diferentseerituse hindamiseks on Uéséld vastuste jaotust
skaalapositsioonide vahel Uksikklsimuste kaupa,nsenitult ankeedimoodulite 16ikes ja
kogu andmestiku ulatuses. Parema vorreldavuse tsameks on moddikute arvutusel
korvale jaetud teadmata vastused, millest andizaale eelnev osa. Ankeedis sisalduva 237
vileastmelise skaalaga tunnuse keskmisena ulatusaa¢set v6i mé&aratlemata suhtumist
valjendavate vastuste osakaal 22.8 protsendini.diéeks olgu o6eldud, et tugevat
poolehoidu vdi vastuseisu peegeldavate vastustéarsuloli keskmiselt 33.2 protsenti,
mododdukalt jaatavate vOi eitavate vastuste arvelgda vastavalt 44 protsenti kasitlusaluste
kiisimuste vastustest. Uksikkiisimuste [8ikes peitagga osundatud keskmiste taga
margatavalt suurem heterogeensus kui vaegteabé tahleldada vais.

Arvamusi kdige tugevamini diferentseerivad tunmjsekus neutraalse Voi
madaratlemata suhtumisega vastuste esindatus ggoale kiimnendiku piiri, moodustasid
15.2 protsenti analltsialuste tunnuste koguhulg&tgedamini asetses neutraalsust
valjendavate vastuste suhtarv 10 ja 20 protserfuemaus, niisugune olukord iseloomustas
ligi iht kolmandikku (32.0 protsenti) analtiisigarhatud tunnustest. Samas jargus, ehkki
pisut suurem oli neutraalsete v6i maaratlematausést20-29-protsendilise esindatusega
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kisimuste suhtarv (33.3 protsenti). Tuleb téahelenpaet alates nimetatud rihmast hakkab
keskmine positsioon kontsentreerima vastuseid podade vOi vastuseisu véljendava
suhtumise arvelt. Veelgi tugevamat kontsentratsi&dnealuses suunas — keskpositsiooni
arvele langes vastustest 30 protsenti vdi rohkem wéis tdheldada poolesaja
arvamuskisimuse juures, mis moodustavad pisut vaHem viiendiku vastavate
ankeedikisimuste arvust. Nelja kisimuse puhul (BOZD9G, C09S ja D04L) koondus
keskpositsiooni tle poole antud vastustest.

Erinevalt vaegteabest on ankeedimoodulite valelisgisused arvamusteabe
diferentseerituses tagasihoidlikud. Eespool viiddtaskmisest veidi madalam on neutraalset
vOi mé&aratlemata suhtumist véljendavate vastusikaas siindimust ja lapsi (20.5 protsenti)
ning abielu ja perekonda (22.2 protsenti) kasitlesasades. Ulejaanud moodulites (t66 ja
naise roll, rahvastikuvananemine ja valisparitokhvastik) ulatus vastav suhtarv 24
protsendini. Huvitav on tddeda, et kirjeldatud neustaheb lahku vaegteabe anallusil
taheldatust, kus méarkimata vastuste arv osutusnkieskt kdrgemaks just kahes esimeses
ankeedi-moodulis. Kuivord tugevat poole-hoidu vdugt véljendavaid seisukohti jagus
keskmisest enam samuti stindimust ja lapsi puudateéavkisimustes, siis vOib tddeda
arvamuste teistest mone-vorra selgemat valjendamlists valdkonnas.

Tabel 6 toob ara tugeva,

mddduka ning  neutraalse  v&i Tabel 6 _ |
Arvamusteabe diferentseeritus

maéaratlemata vastusega

arv?‘mUSkUSimUSte ) suhtgrvu Tugev M6ddu- Neutraal- Kokku
olulisemate rahvastikutunnuste Idikes. kas ne

Tulemust (ldistades vdib tddeda, et (%) (%) (%) (%)
asjaomased erisused on| Sugu

rahvastikurihmade vahel véaikesed Mees 32.4 44.1 235  100.0
ning kinnitavad arvamusteabe uhtlusf Naine 33.7 44.0 223  100.0
kogutud andmestiku ulatuses. Kui|vanus

osutada tdheldatud vaiksematele 15.29 28.7 46.5 24.8 100.0
erisustele, siis sooldikes on pisut enanm  3g.39 31.4 45.2 234 1000
keskmisse skaalapositsiooni| 40.49 31.8 45.1 231 100.0
koondunud meeste vastused| cg.59 37.4 421 205  100.0
Ankeedimoodulite  vordlu-ses, mis| g5, 374 413 213 1000

koondtabellss_e ei mahtunud, ilmnes Elukohatilip
meeste  seisukohtade sageda-sem

madratlematus enam soorolle |4 bl';z 3;1'3 1‘;? 2:2% 11%%%
rahvastikuvananemist kasitlevais Haridus ' ' ' '
moo-dulites; sooerisuse uldsuunas L

halbib ainsana suhtumine valisparitoly| A'9Poh | 331 424 245 100.0
rahvastikku, kus mehed omasid nais{ ®%K 838 440 222 1000
tega vorreldes tugevamini  dife-| K09 316 4rl 213 1000
rentseeritud arvamust. Vanuserisuse -2ste arv

puhul on taheldatav neutraalsete v&| © 292 459 249 1000
maaratlemata vastuste suureneming 1-2 34.5 43.1 224 1000
nooremate eariihmade suunas, vang- 3* 36.4 43.3 20.3  100.0
maealiste hulgas kasvab vastavalf Kokku 33.2 44.0 22.8  100.0

tugevat poolehoidu vOi vastuseisu

valjendavate seisukohtade esindatus.

Kirjeldatud suundumuste aluseks on ilmselt elukaggenkumuleerumine, kuigi samamoodi
voib tegemist olla ka pdlvkonnaerisuse kajastuseyda labildikeline andmestik vanussaltu-
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vusest kvantitatiivselt valja selektee-rida ei vaida. Kasitlusaluste tee-made |0ikes on
vanuserisus tugevam soorollidesse, rahvastikuvamase ja valisparitolu rahvastikku
puudutavates kusimustes.

Hariduse |6ikes on neutraalseid vdi mé&aratlematstuseid on pikema kooliteega
rahvastikurihmades ootuspéaraselt vahem, sarnaseifteabele kulgeb tugevam erisusjoon
keskharitud ning pohi- v6i madalama haridusega astiku vahelt. Laste arv diferentseerib
neutraalset véi maaratlemata arvamusteavet samsdl nagu vaegteavet — lastetutel tuleb
diferentseerimata vastuseid ette sagedamini kusi lamavatel ning laste arvu kasvades
suureneb ka arvamusvastuste diferentseeritus. 1jamaaarahvastiku I16ikes neutraalsete voi
maaratlemata arvamusvastuste suhtarv praktilisetiree.

7. Andmeesitus

Kaesoleva kogumiku tabelosa esitab sistemaatilisgihgu raames kogutud andmestikus
sisalduvate tunnuste jaotuse. Kogumiku andmeesitgimeb standardtunnuste komplektil,
mida on rakendatud Uhtviisi kdigi tunnuste puhulid{ iga Uksiktunnuse jaoks oleks soovi
korral vBinud leida mf&nad hocsobivama tunnuskoosluse, kaalus vorreldavus kaagenmali
ulatuses ning tervikpildi taotlus metodoloogiliséles muud kaalutlused. Labiva kasutuse
tottu oli standardtunnuste valik kudllalt range ningiirdus kokkuvottes viie
rahvastikutunnusega — sugu, vanus, elukohatttgusaning laste arv.

Standardtunnuste hulgas on teistest enam rOhutaudu ja vanust Kkui
demograafilises kasitluses fundamentaalseid isikuigeid. Koos rahvastiku pdlisusega on
nimetatud tunnuste Uhisjoonteks eeskétt nendeeiikss sinnimomendil ning pusivus kogu
inimese elukaigu jooksul.

Sugu esineb tabelites meeste ja naiste slUstemaatiliséndluse kujul, millele
lisandub kogurahvastiku arvude esitus mélema sa&kdbttes.

Vanuson tabelites operatsionaliseeritud viie agregeentihma (15-29, 30-39, 40-49,
50-59 ja 60+) kaudu, mis koosvOetuna katavad kdgsedlise rahvastiku vanusskaala.
Sihtrahvastiku maératlust arvestades vastavad néfleadele sinnikohordid 1988-1974,
1973-1964, 1963-1954, 1953-1944 ja 1943-1924. Yaddhelepanu, et osundatud
pdlvkondlik liigendus on vorreldav Eesti Pere- jin8imusuuringu andmeesitusega, mis loob
lihtsa vdimaluse pdlvkondade rahvastikupoliitiistelistuste ning reaalse demograafilise
kaitumise seostamiseks. Analuitilisest seisukoloaspluline tdhele panna, et kogumiku
arvtabelites esindab kdnealune tunnus Uhtaegu Glitkpndadevahelisi kui elutsikililisi
erisusi.

ElukohatUitiperistab eelkdige tihe- ja hajaasustusegap linna- ja maarahvastikku.
Riikidevahelise vdrreldavuse huvides ei jargi RPEstis rakendatavat administratiivset
jaotust, vaid pohineb asula rahvaarvul, kooskdlaROU Euroopa Majanduskomisjoni
Uhtlussoovitustega. Sodltumata vormilisest staatuses kOigi kahe tuhande ja enama
elanikuga asulate rahvastik arvatud linna-, vailetenasulate rahvastik aga maarahvastiku
hulka. NOnda kuuluvad halduslikest linnaasulatesaarahvastiku hulka Abja-Paluoja,
Aegviidu, Antsla, Jarvakandi, Kallaste, Lavassadibula, Mustvee, Moisakila, Parnu-
Jaagupi, Ra&pina, Suure-Jaani, Tootsi, Viivikonnaphiva ja VOsu elanikkond.
Linnarahvastiku hulka liigitusid aga Aseri, Haabmee Juri, Kadrina, Kose, Laagri, Loo,
Saku, Vasalemma, Vaike-Maarja ja Amari elanikud.u@gtud liigitus tagab Uhtlasi
andmevorraldavuse varasemate riigiuuringutega.

Haridus tahistab kdrgemat |6petatud kooliastet, mis on li@sekoondatud kolme
tasemerihma. Esimesse, kdrgharidusriihma on arkasittetavad, kes on I6petanud dlikool
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vOi mOne muu kdrgharidust andva dppeasutuse. Keskisadhistab vastavalt tldharidusliku
keskkooli, kutsekeskkooli vbi keskeribppeasutuspetédmist ning pohiharidusrihma on
arvatud koik need, kes pole keskhariduseni joudnudeb téhele panna, et |6petatuse
kriteerium eeldab haridusststeemist valjumist. Kahvastikuriihmas on Appureid suhteliselt
palju, madaldab see selektiivselt rihma haridustd82U puhul puudutab see noorimat
vanusrihma, mille liikmetest ligikaudu pooled jakbkUsitluse ajal 6pinguid.

Laste arvpeegeldab kusitletava elussindinud laste koguadltwmata sellest, kas
kusitletav elab andmekogumise ajal nendega koositée, laste arvu maaratlemisel lahevad
arvesse ka need lapsed, kes olid kusitluse ajdde surnud. Standardtunnuste komplektis
esindab laste arv eeskatt isiku rahvastikutaasfgisust ja aktiivsust asjaomases valdkonnas,
millest l&htuvalt on tunnuskihtide moodustamiséittel vahet lastetu, Uhe- vbi kahelapsese
ning kolme - ja enamalapsese rahvastiku vahel.a&Safhharidusele tuleb tdhele panna, et
noorema polvkonna lapsesusjaotus eristub margatkegumi keskmisest, kuna vastavad
pdlvkonnad seisid andmekogumise ajal oma reprowUktijaéri alguses.

Teemavaldkondade mottes jargib tabelosa kiusimustilesehitust. Esitus algab
abielust ja perekonnast, jargnevad tabelid sindnjadaste, t66 ja pereelu Ghitamise ning
soorolli, rahvastikuvananemise ning valisparitodhwvastiku kohta. Lopuosas on esitatud
tabelid rahvastikupoliitika teostuseelduste ningtagskonna sotsiaal-demograafilise profiili
kohta. Viimase eesmargiks on pakkuda pidepunkiilkig&ogumi selektiivsuse hindamiseks.

Teabe esitamisel on tabelites eelistatud protsetusi absoluutarvudele, kisitletavate
absoluutarvud tunnuskihtide I6ikes on esitatatudskéeva ullevaate valimiosas. Jaotuste
esitamisel summeeruvad protsentjaotused vastavaest®, naiste ja kogurahvastiku
koondridadeks (arvuliselt 100 protsenti). Tulenev@aadmatavastuste suhteliselt madalast
osatahtsusest andmestikus, ei ole vastavat rihpedités eraldi andmereana valja toodud.
Standardt66tlus on teostatud programmipaketi SPBIE &tandardtdodtluse tabelid on
vormindatud paketid.otus elektroonsel kujul on neid soovi korral vbimaléllida Eesti
Kdrgkoolidevahelisest Demouuringute Keskusest.

Teadusanaltusi tarbeks on Eesti RPU teabekogunams kieiste rahvuslike
uuringutega, deponeeritud rahvusvahelisse andmepanklle hoidjaks on Saksamaa
Rahvastikuinstituut. Rahvusvahelise koostd0 kaudu andmestik analidsitav PPA
programmi partnerinstituutide ja teiste uurimiskestke poolt hoopis mitmekesisemalt kui see
riigi enda joududega vOimalik oleks olnud. Laiemperspektiivis on see jarjekordseks
sammuks Eesti kinnistamisel Euroopa rahvastikukigarahtlemata laiendab asjaomane
koostdo0 kdigi osalejamaade demograafilist enesetusty pakkudes vdimaluse
harjumusparase protsessiteave korval ka rahvastikgaga seonduvate hoiakute, vaartuste
ja eelistuste vordluseks.

Kirjandus

EKDK (1995). Eesti Pere- ja Sundimusuuring. Metodoloogiallevad®e Sari A, nr.39.
Tallinn, EKDK.

EKDK (1999). Eesti Pere- ja Sundimusuuring. Meeskusitluse métod@ilevaade RU
Sari A, nr.40. Tallinn, EKDK.

ESA (1997a).Eesti Toojou-uuring 1995. Metodoloogiatlevaadellinn-Viljandi, Eesti
Statistikaamet.

XXVI



ESA (1997b).Eesti To0j0u-uuring 1995. Struktuurimuutused Ee&titurul 1989-1994
Tallinn-Viljandi, Eesti Statistikaamet.

Festy, Patrick & France Prioux (200Rn evaluation of the FFS projedaris, INED.

Hansson, Leeni (2004). (koostalikud ja voimalused. Argielu Eestis aastatel 12083
Tallinn, TPU RASI.

Katus, Kalev & Jiuri Kére & Marje Pavelson & Allanuér & Luule Sakkeus (1993).
Individuaalstatistika Umberkorraldus Eestisikuandmendukogu aruanne. Tallinn.

Katus, Kalev & Allan Puur & Luule Sakkeus (2000e\2lopment of National Minorities in
Estonia.W.Haug, Y.Courbage, P.Compton (Eds). The Demogrdpiharacteristics of
National Minorities in Certain European States|.2. Strasbourg, CoE.

Katus, Kalev & Allan Puur & Luule Sakkeus (2002pré&ign-origin Population in Estonia.
Y.Courbage, P.Compton (Eds). Immigrant PopulatiariSurope Strasbourg, CoE.

Katus, Kalev & Allan Puur & Asta P6ldma (200Besti pdlvkondlik rahvastikuareniRU,
sari D, nr.2. Tallinn, EKDK.

Katus, Kalev & Enel Pungas & Allan Puur & Luule 8eks (2000). Estonian FFS:
experience from transforming statistical environtnéiirames vol.4, no.3 (Special
Issue on Estonian Population), pp.286-316.

Leinsalu, Mall & Marina Grintshak & Rivo Noorkdiv &Brian Silver (1998).Eesti
Terviseuuring. Metodoloogiaulevaadiallinn, EKMI.

Leinsalu, Mall & Marina Grintshak & Rivo Noorkdivi999).Eesti Terviseuuring. Tabelid
Tallinn, EKMI.

Moors, Heins & Rosella Palomba (1995). (E®)pulation, Family and Welfarevol.1l.
Oxford, Clarendon Press.

Narusk, Anu (1994). (toimMurrangulised 80ndad ja 90ndad aastad Eestis: &Kddu ja
vaba aegTallinn-Helsingi, TAK-STAKES.

Narusk, Anu (1999). (toimArgielu Eestis 1990ndatel aastatel. Elanikkonnatkiisiel "Eesti
93" ja "Eesti 98" pdhinev sotsioloogiline ulevaadallinn, TPU RASI.

Noorkdiv, Rivo & Allan Puur (1996)Estonian Labour Force Survey 1995: Experience from
retrospective data collectiofPaper to European Conference of Statisticianss.Pa

Puur, Allan (1994)The 1989 Estonian population and housing censustaaata definitions
and coding schemeRU Series A, no.36. Tallinn, EKDK.

Puur, Allan (1998). Eesti Pdlisusuuring: lahtekohadp6hijooned.Etnilised vahemused
Eestis, nende tdnased probleemid ja tulevik. Mesti/&onverentsJdgeva, Jogeva
Maavalitsus, 1k.85-99.

UNECE (1992) Fertility and Family Surveys in countries of the E@gion. Questionnaire
and codeboakNew York, United Nations.

XXVII



OUTLINE OF ESTONIAN PPA

1. Outline of the study

In a broader framework, the Estonian Populatioricikdhcceptance Survey (PPA) forms a
national constituent in the International PPA Stuctyordinated by the network of national
population institutes across Europe.

PPA programme aims at the critical areas of theleno population development,
including fertility, family building, population a&gng and the issues regarding foreign-origin
population. Controversial developments have begremenced during the last couple of
decades in all those areas, associated by long-dererse and powerful societal impact.
Decrease of fertility far below reproduction levehanging family models, rapid growth of
the proportion of the elderly and deterioration tbé dependency rate, emergence of a
numerous foreign-origin population and the intagratof the latter are the issues that
challenge the cohesion and sustainability of theetp Although the urgency of one or
another specific problem may vary depending ondheumstances, essentially no nation
having reached the modern stage of population dpuatnt is not able to escape those
issues, requiring future-oriented reaction fromioret. European governmental level
population conferences addressed those issue® oaghesentational level (Geneva 1993 and
2004; Budapest 1998), those forums acknowledgechémel for common activities in the
field of scientific analysis in order to find sals. PPA programme is one outcome of such
cooperation.

PPA programme focuses on the trends of populatéwelopment referred above but
the attitude of individuals. Such focus reflects thcreased understanding that the success of
attempts to direct the developments towards a faw@urable path or adjusting to the results
of changes depends to a great extent on the uaddmsg of and acceptance of the population
of the scheduled measures, or, in a nutshell, enrg¢ception of population policies. The
programme aims at the bonding of the individualte®h and policy-centred views, or in
other words, the standpoints of the citizens andist-makers regarding population
development and respective national policies. la $cientific context the treatment of
respective attitudes, opinions and preferencesrdesdo be underlined in the comparative
perspectives between the countries, on the bagstsegburposefully collected data. From the
practical side, the innovativeness of the everst ilrethe fact that it secures varied feedback
promoting dialogue between the people and the id@cmakers regarding the key issues of
population policies and eventually enhancing tHeciehcy of the scheduled measures and
their acceptance by the citizens.

This programme builds on the earlier cooperationng the first round of PPA in the
beginning of the last decade coordinated by thdddnNations Economic Commission for
Europe, together with the national demographidtursts of the Netherlands and Italy. This
time nine countries participated — Austria, Belgiuflanders), Spain, Holland, Italy,
Germany, Switzerland, Czech Republic and Hungaryvhere national surveys were carried
out in the period 1990-1992 on the basis of a harseal programme. During the first PPA
round the core parts of the survey programme fatwsethe issues related to fertility and
family, the results of the round were summarisedhm two-volume analytical monograph
[Moors, Palomba 1995; 1998].

Preparations for the second PPA round began dutiegEuropean Population
Conference of EAPS in the Hague (1999), were aects@ working group was established.
During the next two years the survey programme eok questionnaire was devised
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ensuring the harmonisation of national surveys. griegramme of the second round is linked
with the previous survey while being more extensoampared to this; for instance,
population aging has been included to the list @indatory subjects. In order to ensure
complete representativeness of the results in degiathe adult population the cohort range
of the survey population was extended in the secondd typically from the 20-year-olds to
individuals in their sixties and seventies. Thegyaphical reach of the PPA cooperation also
increased during the second round. Estonia, Cypitisyania, Poland, Romania, Slovenia
and Finland joined the former participants whileatBpand Switzerland withdrew. National
surveys were conducted in the participant countfresn 2000 to 2003. The German
Population Institute acted as the internationalgmmme coordinator during the second
round, being also the respective grant holder utidebth framework programme of the EU.

In Estonia the national PPA survey was preparettuthe guidance of the Working
Group of the Family and Fertility Survey. This badghiting the expertise of the scientists and
government institutions was constituted upon thaative of the Estonian Demographic
Institute for the preparation and implementationP&U [Katus, Puur, Pdldma 2002]. The
Working Group has taken care of the survey intggtiarting from the communication of the
survey aims, contacts with the international camation centre through survey
implementation coordination up to the scientifi@lgsis and dissemination of results. Beside
essential issues the PSU Working Group has the emmpe regarding the use of funds
allocated for the implementation of the survey, ihgwthe Governmental Commission of
Population as the partner, and after the work isfékpert body in the field of organisation of
statistics ceased, within the area of administnatibthe Ministry of Finance. Although with
the passing of time the composition of the groupnéwally changed, the nucleus having
developed on the basis of essential interest apergge has worked together for a dozen
years. At the time of preparation of this book altiention of the Working Group was focused
on the implementation of the second round of th8.FF

Naturally, the preparation of the national PPAmiy the PSU Working Group was
not accidental, emerging from the comprehensiveleciof tasks assigned by the Working
Group. Starting from the environment, where surseyistics was basically nonexistent as a
significant data source, the system of nationavests approved by the Governmental
Commission of Population entailed several natign&presentative surveys aiming to ensure
the basic data base regarding population and spaksses together with census and vital
statistics [Katuget al 1993]. The Labour Survey [ESA 1997a; 1997b; Noork&uur 1996],
National Minorities Survey [Katus, Puur, Sakkeu®D@0Puur 1998] and Health Survey
[Leinsaluet al 1998; 1999] relied directly on the methodology anganisational experience
developed within the PSU framework. All these nagiosurveys applied integrated event-
history approach and comparable definitions, bwo atommon sample frame, sample
procedures and similar organisation of fieldworld atata processing stage. Thus it was
possible to collect the data of all five nationahveys, ca 25 thousand event-history entries in
total, into an analytical set that is not ordinawen in the countries with exemplary statistical
organisation.

Reciprocal coordination of these programmes onrtteenational level also facilitated
the linkage of population policy survey with the S~Framework. Thus an option was
provided in the first PPA round to implement popiola policy survey as a special module of
FES [Moors, Palomba 1995; Festy, Prioux 2001]. Upmning of Estonia with the PPA
programme PSU Working Group considered varioustiga@lternatives in great detail. The
decision to integrate the population policy surweth the event-history national surveys was
essentially determined by the potential for useasfous data related to the life careers of the
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population, from the practical viewpoint, the cleigas directed by the insufficiency of the
means targeted for data collection.

In order to prepare the survey the FFS Working upr@stablished a subgroup
compiling the questionnaire and examining othemassrelated to the implementation of the
survey. The Estonian Interuniversity Population d@esh Centre executed the operational
functions of the project under the guidance of \Werking Group. In the next chapters the
reader finds a summary of the methodology of théoriisan PPA, the tables provide
systematically collected quantitative data.

2. Programme and questionnaire

The structure of the questionnaire of the EstoRBA is determined by the aim of the survey
to collect information regarding the opinions, estagions and preferences of individuals in
the field of population policy. The questionnaiemprises seven modules. First five reflect
the main fields of the modern population policy —armmge and family, fertility and children,
combination of work and family and sex roles, papioh aging and foreign-origin
population. The sixth chapter addresses some opteesquisites for the performance of
population policies and the last part of the questaire contains the respondent’s
background information which is essentially reflegt the population group he or she
represents.

Compared to the core questionnaire of the Europédh the national survey contains
somewhat fewer modules, while the modules on tlrerohand are more integrated and
harmonised. Besides the mandatory modules agreed ap the international level, the
optional module on migration and integration wasbahcluded in the questionnaire, relying
on the key relevance of the issues related tontimeigration and foreign-origin population on
the development of Estonia.

All modules addressing the main areas of populagolicy build on the common
system, ensuring their comparability. Each modubats with the questions concerning
demographic situation in order to specify the cehter the following questions and to
establish the respondents’ level of knowledge. Nlegtrespondent is asked to provide his or
her opinion on the principal and often controvdrssdatements on the population
development trends and related changes in the b¥aadividuals. Thirdly, each module
focuses on population policy, including the defomtof target groups, selection of measures,
government’s responsibilities, charges of othertitumons and of an individual, the
consistency of policies over time etc. The respatsl@area also asked to deliver their
assessment on the efficiency of national polialethe respective area.
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Table 1

Structure of questionnaire

Mainly nominal attributes are

used in the questionnaire in order to | M°due Nl‘j;tt’i%rngf
measure opinions, the scales being 4
harmonised both between population | A. Nuptiality and family 17 (49)
policy subject areas as well as across the | B. Children 21 (97)
areas. In order to secure adequate | C Svfgr?];boura“d role of 17(57)
differentiation, four- and five-point D. Population ageing 22 (73)
scales are preferred. In case of |E Foreign-born population 13 (51)
quantitative assessments regarding the | F. Combined views 7(9)
states of population as well as financial | G. Background data 21 (75)
support scheme preferences metric

variables are used. In total the survey | '°% 118 (411)

comprises 118 questions, a majority of
which are further divided into sub-

guestions. Taking the latter into account, ansviermore than four hundred issues were
assumed, and, according to the test conducteapktan hour in an average to complete the
guestionnaire. By areas the number of questioned/dretween 13 and 22, the sections
addressing population ageing and fertility and dileih were somewhat more extensive
compared to others, the modules concerned withgiomerigin population and sex roles were

shorter. Besides structured questions respondesds the opportunity to express their

attitude, opinions, comments etc. in free formathanlast page of the questionnaire.

The design of the survey instrument that was tadmpleted without the help of the
interviewers strived to be synoptic and facilitegsponses. All questions in the core modules
required responses, ensuring comparability of iellvg in regard of population policy across
all population groups despite group adherencesifigle respondent. To help the respondent,
a short instruction for the completion of the qi@staire was printed on the reverse of the
cover, together with the phone number of the suogegprdinator to be contacted if counsel
were required.

Due to the definition of the target population theestionnaire was prepared in
Estonian, together with the English translatiorsitncluded in the annex to this anthology.
Nevertheless, it should be noted that not linguiséixactness but rather essential
comparability of the collected data is the primamy of a national questionnaire within the
framework of an international programme. Sometirdes to the difference in population
development a substantially different questioneiguired in order to obtain an equivalent
response.

3. Sample
3.1. Target population and sample frame

The sampling procedure of the Estonian PPA aimeteabroad-based representation of the
population groups and the representativeness otdhlected data. The target population
included birth cohorts of 1924-1980, with the afdtlee additional sample including pupils
the younger span of the range was extended tootina@rtcof 1986. From the viewpoint of the
implementation the scale applied — from the 18-ym@ds to 80-year-olds — imposed
specific requirements on the survey instruments pratedure. Retrospectively, it is a
pleasure to recognise that due to the experienta@nalal during the earlier national surveys
the extended cohort range did not result in therdettion of data quality.
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In case of a survey sampling procedure is firs¢meined by the sample frame that,
speaking on practical terms, is a list of the tapgpulation with the appropriate individual
variables. Usually this requirement is secured ibiking the sample frame to a specific
moment in time. Considering the value of the samifpéeme the information on the
individuals included, or technically speaking, get of variables, is also pertinent. The more
extensive the information, the more detailed samgplkriteria can be applied and more
comprehensively can the representativeness of dheple be evaluated. Today electronic
availability of the sample frame is naturally arvatage. Sample generation means finding
respondents from the list referred, usually apglynandom sampling procedure, and is
reduced to a quite routine technical procedure.

The body of respondents of the Estonian Healtlve&§uconducted in 1997 constitutes
the sample frame of the Estonian PPA. In the im@tgonal framework such approach can be
compared to the practice of the countries in tret #PA round which undertook the survey
jointly with the national Family and Fertility Suey [Moors, Palomba 1995]. In Estonia the
Health Survey — in line with the Estonian Familydarertility Survey, Labour Survey and
National Minority Survey — was one of the seriesofveys conducted in the second half of
the 1990s through which survey statistics was fednoh Estonian after the regaining of
independence as a separate link in the nationaststa besides vital and census statistics
[Katus et al 2000]. It is important to emphasize that thosesesys applied similar event-
history approach, internationally comparable dé&bns of the major population eventssp
individual variables, while definitely adjusted tioe Estonian context, harmonised sample
procedure and survey organisation. With the exoaptf the National Minority Survey,
naturally focusing on the development of minoritiad those surveys represented the total
population in Estonia, targeting the representatibmajor social and demographic groups.
Individual data of the most recent population cerssithe list comprising most complete and
comprehensive background information served adéses for the generation of the sample
for all those surveys [Puur 1994].

In this framework the Health Survey aimed at adifeg fundamental data on the
health of population, in order to form the settifay that and to link it to the broader
statistical picture, the programme also includeenéy of other main life careers of the
population (parental home, partnerships, childreducation and work, migration and
residence). The methodological overview and stahdbulations contain detailed
information regarding the implementation of theveyr and data contents [Leinsad al
1998; 1999]. From the perspective of PPA the appba of the Health Survey as sample
frame means the availability of comprehensive ewstory information (more than two
thousand variables in total) for all individualsth respondents and non-respondents. In this
summary the information on the variables in the @anframe is applied for the analysis of
non-response and estimation of the representatioklthe results, speaking on scientific
terms, first the chance to include the event-hystoformation from the sample frame
deserves to be stressed in the analysis of thdomgiron the population policy collected
through the PPA. The varied background informatdrthe sample frame also provided
support for the completion of gaps in the data i@titably occur during the survey.

In the sample generation two qualification criteviere applied. First, the oldest of the
most elderly population groups were excluded (lsdhorts of 1916-1923), the oldest among
them had passed their 87th birthday during the dallaction period. Obviously in this age
the response rate is considerably reduced by hissitles that could lead to the need to rely
on the support of another person for the complatidhe questionnaire. In the Health Survey
obtaining responses in such cases was the speaifyet for reflecting the health loss
resulting from the population ageing as completedypossible. In the most severe cases
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another person being well informed of the respotigdife cycle (mostly family member)
could complete the questionnaire. Such arrangemastnot feasible in case of PPA focused
on the attitudinal information.

Due to the second criterion attention was focueadthe native population, in
accordance with the recommendations of the PPAranogWhile determining the target
population and generating the sample nativity wefindd on the basis of geodemographic
principle through several consequent populatiorodsh— the population whose roots are in
Estonia was considered to be native. It is impartarstress that the population distribution
of nativity is independent of the nationality amaig the sample included, besides Estonians,
also Russians, and Finns etc. of whose parenégast bne is of Estonian origin. The need to
apply nativity variable was also the reason thaemeined the choice of the sample frame
from among the national surveys, as the Estoniatissts has not managed to apply
systematically the respective population indicatorother sources [Katus, Puur, Sakkeus
2002].

Due to the time gap of several years between tadthl Survey and fieldwork of PPA
sample frame had to be actualised before the gemeiaf the survey sample. In the process
of this procedure applying the data from the deattl address registers the persons having
deceased or left Estonian during the period inessare removed from the sample frame as
well as the individuals whose address was not ples$p actualise due to the confusion of
the registration of place of residence and theauxcy of the register data. It was also
impossible to include the persons in the sample adgbcome to live in Estonian during the
period after the implementation of the Health Surv€he respective population group
comprised less than one per cent of the total @djom according to the published data (due
to the disintegration of the migration statistibe Statistical Office ceased the publication of
the respective data in 2000) and therefore canae¢ lany impact on the representativeness
of the results.

3.2. Sample procedures

The aim was to interview approximately 1500 induats selected as a result of sample
procedure that permits to analyse the sample bgsratd females, cohorts and other main
population groups. For its size, the sample quitdl womplies with the harmonisation
requirements of international PPA study, as to ith@usion of cohorts of the target
population, Estonia has rather exceeded this stdnda

In survey practice, two major alternative approachm securing the targeted number of
interviews exist. According to the first methodna@sponse is imputed before the fieldwork
period, sample size is defined as a sum of theetagignumber of respondents and the
estimated number of non-responses. Since the agcwh the estimations is seldom
excessive, the number of completed interviews advtapds to differ more or less from the
targeted number. The alternative approach buildsthlen particular target number of
interviews and in order to achieve this aim, thepduts are replaced. The sample size thus
forms as the sum of respondents and replacememn¢sadvantage of the first method is an
uncomplicated procedure due to the non-applicaifaeplacement while the impossibility to
control for the selectivity of non-response is aadivantage. As to the second alternative,
non-response can be better controlled but the &intkeffort needed increases; replacement
cannot ensure absolute representativeness asseftsitivity biases tend to take a latent form.
While implementing the Estonian PPA, the first aygmh was selected.
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The second principle is the proportionality inpest of regional, demographic and
social composition of the total population. Thignpiple stems from the sample base where
the over- or underrepresentation of any populatgoup was avoided. The elderly
generations, born in 1931 and earlier, the proporaf which was increased in the Health
Survey [Leinsaluet al 1998] form the only exception. Such approach skme aim of
enlarging the amount of health-related events sads as typically chronic diseases emerge
only in the later years of life. During the implemta&tion period of PPA mortality had levelled
out the said overrepresentation essentially, emgynioportionality over the whole age scale.
Technically speaking, PPA sample can be charaeteriss the single-stage probability
procedure, the sample unit being an individual. Bughe smallness of the country, there is
no need in Estonia to use a multi-stage clusterecepure that must be considered inevitable
in case of large countries. It should be mentiortkdt the sample included also
institutionalised population
(inhabitants of care homes, Taple 2

prison inmates, conscripts etc.). Survey sample
Table 2 presents the
overview of the PPA sample Number  Proportion, %

procedure in figures. After

lication of th ve-list Sample 1971 100.0
aptp ca tﬁ N ? ?bf. N | Sdeg Interviewed 1360 69.0
criierna e sa_1n_1p € list Include Not interviewed 611 31.0
actualisation.  Finally, 1360 incl. others not interviewed| 430 21.8

guestionnaires were received
from the potential respondents,
the proportion of the targeted individuals intewssl and not interviewed results in the
response rate of 69.0 per cent (1360 : 1971).

Due to the oral or written refusals a total of Iféestionnaires were not received, that
means the refusal rate of 9.1%. The quite variomgndlations of refusals can be
provisionally divided into two major groups. Thasfi group comprises causes on the
individual — society axis that in one way or otlheid back the respondent from answering
the questions. Embitterment, be it in the more g@r@ personal level, was the reason often
provided in such cases, and the wish to keep aldoé. same group also includes serious
health problems preventing a person from compldtieguestionnaire, lack of knowledge of
Estonian as well as a couple of cases of religmmiefs. Another and more extensive group
of refusals comprises various so-called excuses,ammong them the most typical was, as
expected, lack of time and/or interest as the exeusit is clear indeed that modern pace of
life leaves nobody with a surplus of time. Refeemto not feeling well and minor illnesses
can also be categorised under this group.

The rest of the non-responses — a total of 43Wvihgls, i.e. 21.8 per cent of the
sample, are collected into one group. The expegi@hche national surveys gives ground to
believe that on one hand this group includes latefiuisals escaping contact who did not find
it necessary to notify the survey managers of thefmsal [EKDK 1995; 1999; Noorkdiv,
Puur 1996; Leinsalet al 1998]. On the other hand, this group to a conalalerextent also
reflects the inaccuracy of the address information to some extent, also cases of death and
emigration that escaped notice during the actuadisaand data collection process. The
proportion of non-response resulting from the paganisation of migration registration, or,
rather disorganisation, is extremely high when carag internationally, and the proportion
exceeding that of refusals is a deplorable pedtliamf Estonia. Overcoming this failure
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depends on what time is required by the authoréregaged in the organisation of statistics to
achieve cooperation instead of the “separate gatities” ruling today.

The need to map the future trends of expectatielasing to population development
and policies required that the survey procedure sé&xure the collection of information on
the cohorts younger from the sample frame genemstio order to include this group a class-
based additional sample was applied that covered sthdents of the elder forms of
gymnasiums and university students. In total theliany sample covered 321 individuals,
mainly from birth cohorts of 1985-1986, due to ttea collection procedure employed the
application of replacement is not feasible in cab¢he auxiliary sample. While using the
main and auxiliary sample simultaneously, standables of PPA data included, weighting
system must be employed (variableigh)), ensuring the proportional representation of the
younger cohorts.

In a nutshell, the quite high rate of non-respansist be acknowledged in case of the
PPA sample, that still remains somewhat below #te achieved by surveys close in the
subject field surveys applying the same data cidleanethod [Narusk 1994, 1999; Hansson
2004]. Various comparable information based on shenple frame regarding both the
interviewed and not interviewed persons allows tmitor the direction and substantiality of
the non-response bias, the systematic display ef differentiation of the attitudinal
information in the tables serves the same goal.

3.3. Representativeness

In survey statistics, generalisations regardingetp@re based on samples usually comprising
only a small fraction of the population. In orderénsure the reliability of the results the
sample must be representative of the populatien,it.must include the same proportion
regarding its regional, demographic and social amsitpn as the target population.
Representativeness, however, does not require etendientity of the two population groups
but the lack of systematic differences, exceedamglom deviation is needed.

The evaluation of representativeness is baseth@man-response rate calculated by
the major population variables and the comparidotihe sample structure, respondents and
non-respondents (Table 3). In the table the aiatiseved by the deviation rate reflecting the
relative difference of each population group frdme tespective group of target population.
The zero deviation signifies an absolute compliasicevo groups while negative deviation
rate demonstrates underrepresentation of the reapgcoup and positive deviation indicates
overrepresentation among the respondents. It shoeildnderlined that the opportunity to
draw comparable background data for respondentsnanerespondents alike by the major
population variables based on the sample frametitates a prerequisite for this analysis.

Similarly to a typical situation faced in the seyvpractice, a considerable gender
differentiation of the response indices was mabnifeshe Estonian PPA. In the relative terms
male non-response rate exceeded the respectiveofrdtamales by more than one fifth.
Nevertheless, it is interesting to recognise thigctl refusals were more widely used by the
weaker sex. Obviously, this is not a proof of tiggbr reluctance of females to participate in
the survey but rather proper conduct in notifyihg brganisers of the survey of their refusal.
Due to the more frequent non-response of malesakeate of the respondents has shifted in
favour of the females for a couple of percentagatpo

Across age groupsesp by cohorts non-response rate is rather similapldying no
distinct trends. Still, within the homogenous pietgystematic increase of non-response
cases towards older age groups, exceeding, farmost in the oldest age group the respective
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figure of the age group 15-29 by more than twofdieserves to be pointed out. The causes of
refusal among the elderly were typically healttatedl issues and difficulties regarding the

completion of the questionnaire. While the dropoids an unspecified cause balanced

refusals among the younger respondents, non-resp@te was quite flat across the age

groups and as a result of this, the representafidifferent age groups was proportional.

The comparison of urban and rural populations alsvligher non-response among
the first group, reflectingnter alia, the differences in the mentality and social emrvinent.
Measured by non-response rate the respective numtietacterising urban population
exceeds that of the rural population by one fifthhough the incidence of direct refusals is
quite similar among the two population groups.he tespondent composition the somewhat
higher non-response rate of the urban populatisalt®in an overrepresentation of the rural
population by a couple of percentage points. Busyant to the more detailed analysis by the
hierarchical levels of the settlements this is iy caused by the higher non-response rate
in the capital that exceeds the others, establidghedll surveys without any exceptions.
Despite the relative underrepresentation of thdinfalpopulation the composition of the
respondents corresponds to the structure of thergepopulation quite well. Naturally, it
should be noted that in case of smaller countiesritimber of respondents is relatively
limited and due to the resulting random fluctuasioine breakdown of regional differences is
not feasible.
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Table 3

Representativeness
Population Sample Respon- Non- Sample Respon- Non- Deviatio Non- Refusal
group dents respon- dents respon- nrate response rate
dents dents /deviance rate
index
(n) (n) (n) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Gender
Male 869 568 301 44.1 41.8 49.3 -2.3 34.6 8.6
Female 1102 792 310 55.9 58.2 50.7 2.3 28.1 97
Age
15-29 258 177 81 13.1 13.0 13.3 -0.1 314 54
30-39 336 224 112 17.0 16.5 18.3 -0.5 33.3 744
40-49 371 259 112 18.8 19.0 18.3 0.2 30.1 75
50-59 297 213 84 15.1 15.7 13.7 0.6 28.3 8.8
60+ 709 487 222 36.0 35.8 36.3 -0.2 31.3 124
Type of
residence
Urban 1262 846 416 64.0 62.2 68.1 -1.8 33.0 9)2
Rural 709 514 195 36.0 37.8 31.9 1.8 27.5 9.p
Education
Primary/basiq 608 383 225 30.8 28.2 36.8 -2.6 37.0 12.3
Secondary 1044 736 308 53.0 54.1 50.4 11 295 8.0
Higher 319 241 78 16.2 17.7 12.8 15 245 6.p
Parity
0 496 322 174 25.2 23.7 285 -1.5 35.1 10.9
1 414 264 150 21.0 19.4 24.5 -1.6 36.2 10.1
2 705 514 191 35.8 37.8 31.3 2.0 27.1 7.5
3+ 356 260 96 18.1 19.1 15.7 1.0 27.0 9.0
Total 1971 1360 611 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 31.0 92

Across educational levels the dropping-out of ledsicated respondents was more
frequent and in total quite remarkable — measungdhdn-response rate the difference
between the respondents with a primary or basicadn and higher education was one and
a half. The comparison of general non-responsearadaefusal rate indicates thatrefusals are
the cause of the majority of the differentiatioriereed, lower interest level regarding the
issues under examination as well as greater difiésuin completing the questionnaire
constituted the background for the more frequeciiences of withdrawal in the group with
the primary and basic education, in case of whiehconsiderably higher age composition of
this educational group compared to the averageeglag relevant role. Due to the
accumulation the somewhat bigger variation by etioicabetween the composition of the
sample and the respondents compared to the rdst pbpulation characteristics occurs.

In regard of the population parity the lower nesponse rate among the respondents
having children was confirmed again, that, besiteshigher interest in the survey issues,
assumedly also reflects their lower mobility andréfore better availability. The structure of
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the respondents reflects the more frequent dromfolite childless, singles and lone-living by
the decrease of the proportion of these groups lopuple of percent, resulting in the
proportional increase in the proportion of the nealrand population living in the larger
households.

Information contained in the sample frame alsgéelto find out to what extent the
attitudinal aspect influenced survey results ang permanent or unsteady it is. The measure
of the attitudes is the interviewer estimation jded in each Health Survey questionnaire
regarding the interest demonstrated by the respdnaled the general interview process.
Pursuant to this measure the interested attitudetmeamost widespread while still a third of
the respondents were rather indifferent and five pent of the respondents were
characterised as completely uninterested. Thevietgrprocess was assessed as mediocre at
little less than one third of the cases, the sbéiaterviews during which complications or
relevant complications were experienced was limitefive per cent.

The comparison of non-response rate demonstragecetevance of the respondent’s
disposition for the survey result and also reve#legersistence over the time. The drop-out
between the (earlier) respondents having demoesdtraery high and very low interest
respectively differed by almost twofold (19 and & cent respectively), refusal rate was
higher even by fourfold in the second group comghdcethe first group. The difference in
non-response rates was practically the same binteesiewer rating given to the interview
process. In other words, the differentiation causgdhe disposition of the respondent was
stronger than any population variable applied duanmoutine analysis.

The multivariate model calculation conducted withine framework of the quality
control revealed that the differentiation of thev&y results by sex, type of residence,
education, parity and disposition regarding thevayretains statistical relevance while the
oppositional impact of the variable is accounted fo a nutshell, it can be stated that the
deviation rate obtains high values also in cassnwdll population groups (e.g. widows and
the divorced), the separate analysis of which isfeasible anyway. Thus the data collected
can be considered representative in regard of p@ulation variables and the weighting of
the data is unnecessary during a standard anaimighe detailed information regarding the
social and demographic composition of the respaisdesier to the end of the standardtable
set (Tables TO1-T21).

4. Survey organisation

Data collection of the Estonian PPA was implememe mailed questionnaires, and
conducted in 2003. From the point of data quatitiier things being equal, interviews would
have been preferable but the project budget unfataly did not allow for that option.

Pursuant to the procedure, all respondents in ghmple list were sent the
guestionnaire and the letter explaining the aint lzackground of the survey. Inter alia, the
position of the Estonian PPA as a part of the resgeinternational survey programme was
explained in the contact letter as well as thegnple applied in the democratic countries to
take into account public opinion and preferencesendhaping the relevant areas of national
policy. Ordinarily the appeal underlined the regpemt’'s role as the representative of a
specific population group and the confidentialifytioe responses. The letter also included
contact data of the survey manager so that theomelgmt could acquire additional
information if necessary. Only a relatively smalinmber of the respondents used this option,
in the majority of the cases to inform of the sitoilas which forbade the completion of the
guestionnaire for some reason or another.

XXXVIII



In order to provide support to the respondent,hartsinstruction regarding the
completion of the questionnaire was printed on itiveer cover of the questionnaire, that
explained the procedure for filling in the respansBrom the view of data quality the
instruction underlined the importance of integril the responses, i.e. the need to give
responses in all sections and to single questibtiseoquestionnaire — taking into account
the mail survey, filters, i.e. omission of questiarepending on the responses provided was
avoided. A special envelope was attached to thetmqummaire for the return of the completed
guestionnaire, postage fee having been paid by dhevey organiser. Letters and
guestionnaires were sent based on the scheduteunyies, from February to July 2003.

The procedure foresaw, within the framework of thail survey, an option of a
personal contact by phone with the respondent,odsible. The survey manager used
telephone books and information available in thtermet for acquiring phone numbers. As a
result of this, telephone numbers were found fab §i&r cent of the respondents included in
the sample list on the basis of the name and asladrethe respondent. Provided a phone
number was available, the manager called the regmra couple of days after the mailing of
the letter, introducing the survey, answering thesgions and explaining the importance of
participance.

Naturally, not every phone owner could be conthctes in some of the cases the
numbers had changed, telephones were switchedcofAetual phone contact was made in a
little less than three fifths of the cases (59.6 gent); the respondents making own contact
were also included in the numerator. Also the cadelrect contacts, i.e. contact was made
personally with the respondent, and indirect cdstawhere a contact was made, upon the
absence of the respondent, with some other (afduitly member were separately specified
during the analysis of the survey process. Thedioator’s task was also in the latter cases to
ensure the collection of responses through exptaratBy ratio, direct contact was made
with a little more than one half of the respondantthe sample list (53.4 percent), indirect
contact with a little less than one tenth of theesa(8.8). As in some cases the coordinator
talked both with the respondent and a family membédre sum of the referred figures
somewhat exceeds the amount of respondents witmvgdimne contact was made.

Table 4 presents the figures related to the plooméacts by respondent groups. The
differences in the contacting rate compared tonibie-response rate should be noted in this
case.

It clearly strikes the eye in the comparison ofesand females where the difference
in the contact rate is limited to a couple of patage points, and that is less by a scale
compared to the sex difference of non-response Adteough, due to the male life-style
being more outward-oriented, indirect contacts withles somewhat outnumbered that of
females, this indicates that the sexually diffene&sponse rate reflects to a major extent the
different interest level and preparedness to respminthe different sexes and not other
factors. The difference becomes evident, in an enere striking manner, if rural and urban
population groups are compared. While making canath the urban dwellers was less
complicated on the average, especially in regardliagct contacts, the gradient of non-
response is reverse. Assuming the equal impactdividual approach, urban response rate
should have been higher by 4-5 percentage poimtgpared to the rural population, but the
actual difference is to the prejudice of the urlggpulation. In other words, the better
availability of telephone communication in the urtaeas has not compensated for the lower
interest in the survey of the urban populatiorcdee of education and number of children, on
the other hand, the difference in the contact aatkresponse rate correspond quite well as to
the direction and extent.
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Table 4
Contacting procedure

Population group Telephone Preliminary contact .ldckct contact Incl. indirect contact
(%) (%) (%) (%)
Gender
Male 63.2 59.4 51.9 11.0
Female 61.9 59.7 54.5 7.1
Age
15-29 58.9 55.4 48.8 10.5
30-39 61.3 59.8 52.1 9.5
40-49 66.6 62.8 56.3 9.2
50-59 63.0 58.9 53.2 9.4
60+ 61.9 59.5 54.2 7.5
Type of residence
Urban 62.8 61.7 55.7 8.8
Rural 61.8 55.7 49.2 8.9
Education
Primary/basic 54.9 51.0 44.6 9.0
Secondary 64.8 61.8 55.4 9.3
Higher 69.0 68.7 63.6 6.9
Number of children
0 56.0 54.6 48.4 9.5
1 60.4 55.6 50.7 5.8
2 66.1 62.3 55.6 10.2
3+ 66.6 65.7 59.0 8.7
Total 62.5 59.6 53.4 8.8

Retrospectively, it is difficult to underestimake relevance of personal contacts from
the viewpoint of the survey performance. On onedhatirect communication allowed to
convince undecided respondents — whether unresaled to lack of time or interest,
complicated questionnaire procedure etc. — withuemgnts or just to give them
encouragement. For instance, elderly respondents eveeouraged to apply for the support of
their children for the completion of the questioma@af necessary. On the other hand, as a
result of the communication the fact that due ®ititorrect address data or any other reason
the questionnaire had not reached the respondaltt be established. The comparison of the
response rate throws light on the impact of teleghmontacts. Thus the response rate in case
of successful contacts reached to 78.7 percenewviid respective figure was as low as 54.7
per cent in case no personal contact was madearifddgsis of the survey process also reveals
the advantage of personal communication compardtieaccontact mediated by the family
members (response rate 70.7 percent), that stiltlgtd a remarkably better result than no
contact made at all. It deserves to be stressedhbalifference in the response rate based on
the success of contact exceeds the variation cabgedny other population variable
addressed above.

The small increase in the number of respondents ava associate result of the
telephone contacts as in some cases contact waswitidthe namesake of the person in the
sample list. In case the respective individual egped his or her preparedness and/or wish to
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participate in the survey, a questionnaire was &ded and upon the receipt of the
guestionnaire the person was included in the redgrnmesp sample list. Less frequently

respondents were added due to the fact that insteadespondent having withdrawn from
the survey his or her family member completed thestjonnaire. Provided the questionnaire
was appropriately completed, the responses of #Hmaemakes and family members (83
individuals in total) accrued in such way were apjezl to the data set.

If the questionnaire was not received during teée term the coordinator had to
contact the municipal government of the respondeplace of residence. In regard of the
rural municipalities and small towns were the offis are quite well acquainted with the
local people a lot of valuable additional infornastivas gathered that in some cases helped
to contact the respondent and in other cases iedidhe potential causes for the missing
response. The procedure also foresaw for the fellpvetter and second questionnaire to be
sent to the respondents avoiding response, but@@ugo direct contacts the efficiency rate
of this procedure may be assessed as low.

5. Coding and data entry

Coding and editing of the PPA data was executethbyspecialised data entry unit (AnSis
RKM) which has performed this taskin all nationah&ys implemented since mid1990s,
using event-history approach. Naturally, such ieecy regarding the personnel
significantly facilitated maintenance of data cstesncy of the various surveys. The coded
variables were: the place of birth of the respohdenl his/her spouse/partner, position and
nationality complemented by various backgroundrmiation derived from the sample frame.

During the coding procedure the need for the tweetional data consistency had to
be observed: on one hand the Estonian census,avithlsurvey statistics and on the other
hand with the harmonisation recommendations oe®pean PPA. The place of birth was
coded on the level of local municipality (city/ruraunicipality), as time reference covered a
period from the second quarter of the last cenwmsil the mid — 1980s, the regional
information dating from different periods had totb@nsformed to the common basis during
the coding. Similar to previous national surveye tlerritorial division of the census
terminating the period was also applied for PPAe Thnsus classification was also used for
the coding of ethnicity, although the level of die¢xceeded the need or the survey.

Procedurally the primary consistency check washined with data coding and entry.
Data entry software developed under the guidancethef Working Group contained
crosschecks which instantly revealed the data sistencies and item-specific non-response.
Inconsistencies mostly concerned the ethnicityhef tespondent and while eliminating the
errors the Working Group relied mostly on the infiation derived from the sample frame,
especially concerning lacking data. Application dfecks relying on the strict logical
connections was not feasible in case of attitudim@armation and thus the procedure did not
foresee for the follow-up contacts for the detglof the respondent’s answers.

After the data coding and entry was completed diaga was subjected to the
systematic consistency check and during that proeethe consistency thereof was tested
against about a hundred relationships. Unlike thealpractice the consistency check of PPA
comprised a separate and relatively long stagetlypbecause electronic dataset was
considered a copy which could be fixed only after tespective corrections were introduced
in the questionnaires. Therefore in each case@mnsistency was detected, file records were
compared with the questionnaire and in generalctiveection of the error in the data was
possible while analysing the respondent’s life earén the majority of cases, the source of

XLI



error was the interviewer’s incapacity to followetbonsistency of the respondent’s answers
across different life careers. On one hand, thguigacy of such interviewer errors was quite
high and only 42.4 per cent of the questionnairdsdt need any editing. On the other hand,
in each corrected questionnaire the number of coores was limited to one or two (an
average of 1.3 per questionnaire). As to otherdygfanaccuracies, about 5.0 per cent of the
guestionnaires included coding errors and 13.9yesrtors, that on the basis of the earlier
experience is an evidence of quite good performabDeg¢a editing also foresaw review of
open-ended questions, fifty in total. During thadqess some of the answers coded as other
by the interviewers were recoded and whenever thquéncy of any other class was
sufficient, a separate code was given to them. &Bpgcifications were introduced into more
than one fifth of the questionnaires (21.8 per dnshould be noted that data editing could
result in the new inaccuracies and therefore thia @are subjected once more to the logical
check after the corrections were made in the digtamd the correction cycle was repeated, if
necessary.

6. Data quality evaluation

While evaluating the quality of survey data specmhsideration should be given to
item-specific non-response. In this report the saiglect of data quality was addressed in two,
reciprocally complementary ways.

First, missing responses, generally referred tateas-specific non-response, were
analysed. Item-specific non-response resulted freemeral causes, within the general
framework non-response caused by refusals, ignerafcthe response or difficulties in
shaping one’s opinion could be distinguished. Dtespine cause the item-specific non-
response must not be underestimated as the noorsspate that is low regarding each
separate item tends to cumulate when the variattescombined and to decrease the
information available for the analysis.

Secondly, the differentiation of responses wassicmned that was primarily
important for the collection of attitudinal infortm@an. The problem, simplified, is one hand
the proportion of responses reflecting positivenegative opinions and on the other hand,
responses expressing lack of opinion.

6.1. Item-specific non-response

In order to estimate the extent of item-specifimmesponse the amount of missing
responses was compared by single iteespvariables and aggregated by modules and across
the whole dataset. Of the 337 variables compared pttoportion of item-specific non-
response remained below 0.5 per cent in case offitthe(20.8 per cent) of items. Most
frequently the rate of missing responses remaindtie range of 0.5 and 1.0 per cent, such
variables amounted to approximately two fifths @8fer cent) of the total. The number of
items where non-response remained between halbaadand one half per cent wasalso a
little over 1/5 (22 per cent). In case of 7 pertcehthe items the proportion of missing
responses was between 1 and ¥2 and 2 per celn, other words non-response rate does not
exceed two per cent in case of 9/10 of the varsinleluded in the questionnaire.
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In case of the remaining one tenth the rate osimgsresponses usually was limited to
a 2-4 percent and the items were non-responsamabeinted to 5 percent or higher could be
counted on the fingers of two hands. Leaving adige question regarding religious
attainment which was often skipped by the respotsdemifferent to religion, most of the
non-response can be met in the question regardmgntome of the household (T08). The
required information is missing in case of a tafB.8 percent of the respondents, mostly
reflecting unwillingness to respond, less frequetille respondent could have experienced
difficulties when calculating the regular incometb& members of the household. By single
items, specification of the required planning honof national policy seems to have caused
a higher than average difficulty. The average ispaeific non-response rate is 0.96, that,
providing for the orientation towards attitudinaformation and the survey method applied
can be considered quite low.

While comparing modules it is reasonable to taite account their varying volumes
and to present the non-response rate in propotboper one responded question. Such
approach yields an almost two-fold difference bemvthe modules. Most often item-specific
non-response occurs in the two first modules addrgamarriage and family and children;
the average non-response rate amounts to 1.1 peftenrespective percentage decreases by
one tenth (1.0 per cent) in the sections addresgorg and the female’s role and population
ageing. In the modules examining issues of foréigm population and prerequisites for the
implementation of population policies the non-resgm rate drops to 0.7-0.8 per cent. As
expected, the number of missing responses is thieskin the section on background data
comprising core information in regard of the popiola group whom the respondent and his
spouse/partner represented (0.6). Non-responsdyedecreasing towards the later sections
of the questionnaire is quitenoteworthy while detégnt gradient could be expected due to
the accumulation of boredom related to answerimg.aTcertain extent, the actual picture
could be explained by the length of the modules,the whole pattern cannot be reduced to
just that phenomenon. In any case, the analysiveprdhe rational structure of the
guestionnaire — the questionnaire begins with tiglhdr non-response rate, i.e. with the
more complicated issues.

Besides item-specific and module-specific non-oesp data quality analysis also
focused on the repetition of the item-specific mesponse and cumulativity in the dataset.
As far as cumulativity is concerned, the distribatiof non-response can comprise two
different situations. While the completion erro@vé a strong propensity to cumulate, the
total number of questionnaires containing non-raspodoes not remarkably exceed the
maximum level observed for single questions whilenarous multiple errors occur in the
entries containing completion errors. Upon the elisppn of errors, the number of entries
containing at least one error significantly excettes non-response rate observed across the
single variables, the accumulation of completioromr in one and the same entry is a
relatively rare phenomenon. As far as data qualigoncerned, strong accumulation of errors
refers to a situation giving rise to certain systémcompletion errors while dispersion rather
refers to a random factor. From the viewpoint dladavailability the latter situation may be
considered less problematic while still the dataliqy is more the function of the general
frequency of non-response that the accumulatiahsprersion rates.
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Table 5
Item-specific non-response

Marriage Children Work and Population Foreign- Combined Respon-  Total
and family woman’s  ageing origin viewd dent
role popula- characte-
tion ristics
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Gender

Male 1.09 1.04 0.93 0.91 0.73 1.10 0.58 0.90

Woman 1.13 1.16 1.08 1.07 0.72 0.58 0.66 0.99
Age

15-29 1.11 131 1.23 1.37 0.87 1.12 1.84 1.27

30-39 0.92 0.66 0.77 0.77 0.81 0.40 0.25 0.69

40-49 0.53 0.64 0.67 0.77 0.46 0.72 0.25 0.58

50-59 1.64 1.10 0.63 0.84 0.46 0.42 0.31 0.84

60+ 1.28 1.37 1.27 0.93 0.79 0.82 0.20 1.0p
Type of residence

Urban 1.29 1.27 111 1.08 0.74 0.78 0.78 1.07

Rural 0.77 0.80 0.85 0.86 0.68 0.80 0.37 0.74
Education

Primary/basic 1.17 1.59 1.50 1.40 1.11 1.18 371. 1.39

Secondary 1.00 0.81 0.84 0.88 0.59 0.66 0.31 .750

Higher 1.30 0.98 0.58 0.59 0.34 0.39 0.24 0.69
Parity

0 1.24 1.55 1.49 1.42 1.00 1.19 1.81 141

1-2 1.10 0.93 0.84 0.86 0.62 0.72 0.25 0.79

3+ 0.92 0.84 0.69 0.68 0.51 0.26 0.27 0.6p
Total 1.11 111 1.02 1.00 0.72 0.79 0.62 0.96

The incidence of item-specific non-response prdklias both trends exist in the PPA
data — the relative proportion of the entries withany errors is 29.7 per cent, in more than
two thirds of the questionnaires some question as answered. In case of maximum
accumulation the expected amount of entries witbrercould exceed 15 per cent, while
maximum dispersion would have indicated that th@ese no questionnaires without any
errors. The trend of incidence of non-responseeisrahsing towards the increase in the
number of non-completed responses: one fifth of dhestionnaires contained one non-
completed answer, 14 per cent contained two misaimgyvers, three questions were not
completed in 8 per cent of the questionnaires @tt.the other hand, the decrease of the
distribution decelerates in case of larger numieeroors and thus 7.3 per cent of the
guestionnaires contain over ten per cent and omeceet more than twenty defective
responses. Often this was the result of the inatterof the respondent while turning the
pages of the questionnaire due to which a numbgues$tions could be skipped at once. To
an extent somewhat thinner printing paper than lusuarder to save the weight of the
guestionnaire and postal costs contributed to sitahation. As such mistakes are of random
character, such entries were not excluded frond#tia. The procedure was different in the
cases (a dozen in total) where the situation sugge®ntional non-response, e.g. the person
discontinued completion before the end of the qoesaire.
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Table 5 presents the proportion of missing resg®iyy major population variables.
While comparing males and females the differencquise modest, still the item-specific
non-response higher by 1/10 among the females \desattention. Thus the result referred
disagrees with the common pattern that the femaesnore correct respondents, as well as
from the pattern established by analysis of nopaase. Probablyexplanation lies in the
different age pattern of the males and femaledqgaating in the survey, that is inter alia
confirmed by the model calculation of the item-sfiecnon-response executed in the
framework of this quality analysis.

The differences in item-specific non-response kmer by age groups. The
respondents in their thirties and forties provitieel most correct responses, the proportion of
item-specific non-response gradually increases rdsvehe older age groups, exceeding the
total average after the age of 60. The adolescentsirn who inevitably lack personal
experience in the life spheres under examinatioth thiis, also serious attitude towards
completing the questionnaire fared worse comparéldd middle age groups.The indicator of
item-specific non-response in the age group 15-2€eds by more than twofold the
respective indicator characterising the group dfyfgear-olds, while it still does not exceed
the acceptable limits of data quality. This u-shage pattern is prevalent across all modules
of the questionnaire.

Expectedly, the increase in the educational lel® brings about better completion
of responses while the major break point goes ketvbe population with secondary and
higher education one hand and the population whibrter educational experience on the
other hand. Although the questionnaire strived tolwaexcluding complicacy and
“respondability” despite the respondent’'s backgrhuwbviously the respondents with
primary and basic education experienced more diffes, reflected in the number of
uncompleted questions. Item-specific non-respotseanfirms the somewhat more serious
attitude of rural population towards the surveympared to the rural population, urban
respondents have omitted some responses morevifnmore frequently. The rate of item-
specific non-response is also differentiated byrthmber of children — the childless have
omitted responses more than twice as frequentlyhasrespondents with three or more
children. Besides the actual differentiation on llasis of the number of children the age is
also a factor playing its role in the item-specifion-response as the childless persons are
primarily younger.

6.2. Scale distribution of attitudinal information

When attitudinal information is collected, existingsponses do not always automatically
indicate good data quality as the response con¢eatso relevant. In case of attitudinal
guestions which aim at making assessments of apnregarding specific trends in the
population development, behavioural patterns anbicypaneasures, this report focuses
expressly on the differentiation of responses. Weasurement of attitudes relies on the
nominal variables, the scales of the questions weenonised between the areas of
investigation and within concrete modules. In hmi¢h the harmonisation recommendations
of the PPA programme preference was given to fietpscales, the extremes of which
indicate respectively strong adherence or oppositubile the adjacent positions express
moderate attitudes. The medium position of theeseatdo not agree or oppose ”, “not this
or that ” — reflects lack of adherence or oppositithat can also be rendered both as neutral
attitude or lack of opinion (“cannot say”). Althdughis is not a problenper sewhile
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compiling consolidated indexes, attention shoulgdié to the accumulation of the responses
in the medium position due to the ambivalence reter

In order to assess the differentiation/variabildfy the attitudinal information, the
distribution of responses between ratings by simglestions, summarised by the modules
and across the whole dataset was analysed. In ¢odachieve better comparability the
missing responses were omitted from the calculatbnindices. On the average, the
proportion of responses expressing neutral or udddattitude amounted to 22.8 per cent of
the 237 variables with the five-point scale corgdinn the questionnaire. By way of
comparison, the proportion of responses reflecsingng adherence or opposition amounted
to an average of 33.2 per cent, and moderatelytip®sdr negative responses collected
respectively 44 per cent of the responses to thestopns under examination. By single
guestions, these averages comprise a considerajtigrhheterogeneity compared to item-
specific non-response.

The variables most strongly dividing opinions —e tiproportion of neutral or
undecided attitudes remaining below one tenth — presead 15.2 per cent of the total
amount of variables subject to analysis. More fegtjly the proportion of neutral responses
stayed between 10 and 20 per cent, such was tragisit in case of approximately one third
(32.0 per cent) of the variables under
examination. The proportion of the Table 6
neutral or undecided responses being Scale distribution of attitudinal information
at 20-29 per cent (33.3 per cent), wa
approximately the same, although 3§

Strong Moderate Neutral ~ Total

bit higher. It should be noted that (%) (%) (%) (%)
starting from this group the medium |Gender

rating starts to concentrate responses Male 324 44.1 235  100.0
on account of adherent or opposing Female 33.7 44.0 223 100.0
attitudes. Even stronger concentratior} Age

in this direction —medium collected | 15-29 28.7 46.5 24.8  100.0
30 per cent or more of the responses 30-39 31.4 452 23.4 100.0
— could be observed in regard of| 40-49 31.8 45.1 231  100.0
about fifty attitudinal questions that| sg-59 37.4 421 20.5  100.0
comprise a little less than one fifth of| g+ 37.4 41.3 213 100.0

the whole set of ql_Jestions in issue. I type of place
case of four questions (BO7D, C09G,|of residence

CO09S ja D04L) over one half of the| Urban 325 44.5 23.0  100.0
responses concentrated into the Rural 34.4 43.1 225 100.0
medium position. Education

Unlike item-specific non- Primary 33.1 42.4 245  100.0
response,  differences  betweern Secondary | 33.8 44.0 222 100.0
modules regarding differentiation of | Higher 31.6 471 21.3 100.0
attitudinal information are modest. | parity
The proportion of neutral or | g 29.2 45.9 249  100.0
undecided responses remaing 1-2 34.5 43.1 22.4  100.0
somewhat lower than the averagg 3+ 36.4 43.3 20.3  100.0
referred to above in the modules| Total 33.2 44.0 22.8  100.0

addressing fertility and children (20.5
per cent) and nuptiality and family
(22.2 per cent). In rest of the modules (work amel riole of woman, population ageing and
foreign-born population) the respective proportwwas 24 per cent. It is interesting to note
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that this pattern diverges from that one that waseoved during the analysis of item-specific
non-response: there the number of uncompleted mesgoexceeded the average namely in
the first two modules. Since the proportion of apns expressing strong adherence or
opposition was higher than average also in the tounss addressing the issues related to
fertility and children, the trend to express one{snions in a somewhat distinct manner in
this area compared to others can be recognised.

Table 6 presents the proportion of responses stithng, moderate and neutral or
undecided attitudinal questions by major populatianables. Speaking on general terms, it
can be said that the differences between populagimups are small and confirm the
conformity of attitudinal information across thetal@ollected. When pointing at the smaller
differences that were observed by sex, responses diy males tend to aggregate to the
medium compared to females. The comparison of nesdilat was not included in the tables
revealed the higher share of undecided answers diyanales related to the sex roles and
population ageing; attitude towards foreign-borpydation is the single feature diverging
from the general direction of sex differentiationere the opinions of males were more
strongly differentiated compared to the attitudédemales. Regarding age differences, the
increase of the proportion of neutral or undecicesponses towards younger age groups was
observed, the opinions expressing strong adhemnopposition increased among the older
respondents. Obviously the described trends resh@maccumulation of life experience, but
similarly this can be a reflection of cohort difaces that cannot be quantitatively extracted
from the cross-sectional data. By the subjectsyandlage difference is stronger expressed in
the items related to sex roles, population ageimhfareign-born population.

By educational attainment, the incidence of néutraundecided responses is less
frequent among the population groups with higharcational levels as expected similar to
item-specific non-response the division lies betw#® population groups with secondary
education on one hand and population with basitower educational level on the other
hand. The differentiating effect of the number bflidren is the same in case of neutral or
undecided attitudinal information as observed isecaf item-specific non-response — the
respondents with no children give undifferentiatedponses more often than those having
children and the differentiation of the attitudin@sponses increases with the growing
number of children. The proportion of neutral odecided responses is practically similar
among urban and rural populations.

7. Data presentation

The tables of this report present a systematiciligion of the variables contained in the
survey data. Data presentation relies on the sestaidard variables that was applied
similarly to all variables. Although for each siaglariable a more specific set of variables
could have been found, if necessary, comparabdityoss the whole database and an
aspiration for an integral picture outweighted othensiderations on the methodological
plane. Due to cross-application the selection ahdard variables was quite strict, being
limited eventually to five population variables -exs age, place of residence, education and
number of children.

Gender and age as fundamental individual variabléise demographic approach are
stressed stronger compared to other variables.thegeith nativity the common feature of
this variables is the fact that they are fixedhat tmnoment of birth and they persist throughout
the individual’s lifetime.
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Genderis presented in the tables via systematic companganales and females, to
which the figures regarding the total populationaasum representatives of both sexes is
added.

Ageis operatonalised via five aggregated groups @,53R-39, 40-49, 50-59 ja 60+)
in the tables that together cover the whole agke sifathe adult population. Considering the
definition of the target population the birth cotsot1988-1974, 1973-1964, 1963-1954, 1953-
1944 ja 1943-1924 comply with those groups. It desseto be noted that this cohort split can
be compared to the data presentation applied iEst@nian Family and Fertility Survey that
in turn creates an uncomplicated option for linkihg cohort preferences regarding measures
of population policy and actual demographic behawid-rom the analytical viewpoint it
should be noted that this variable represents botiort differences and differences arising
from life-cycle in the tables.

Type of residencenainly distinguishes between densely populatedsaesa low
density areasiesp urban and rural population. Considering the inteomal comparability,
the PPA does not follow the current administratdieision in Estonia. The distinction
between urban and rural settlements is based orizkeof population, in compliance with
the harmonisation recommendations of the UN ECEspide the formal status persons
residing in settlements with at least two thousah@bitants have been defined as urban, the
inhabitants of smaller settlements as rural popraihus the inhabitants of administratively
urban settlements of Abja-Paluoja, Aegviidu, AntslErvakandi, Kallaste, Lavassaare,
Lihula, Mustvee, Mdisakilla, Parnu-Jaagupi, Rapthajre-Jaani, Tootsi, Viivikonna, Vohma
and Vosu are defined as rural population. On theerohand, the inhabitants of Aseri,
Haabneeme, Juri, Kadrina, Kose, Laagri, Loo, S&kasalemma, Vaike-Maarja and Amari
were classified as urban population. This classifon also ensures data comparability with
the former national surveys.

Educational attainmenindicates the highest completed level of educatiat is in
the tables gathered into three groups. Higher douceefers to persons who have graduated
from the university or any other educational essdiohent granting diploma. Secondary
education refers to respondents who graduated fromprehensive secondary, vocational
secondary or specialized secondary school and kdsication includes all those who have
not attained secondary education. It should bedntbtat the criterion of completion assumes
exit from the educational system. Given a poputagooup with a high number of students,
this means a selective decrease in the educatttaahment of this group. This phenomenon
is relevant in the youngest cohort of which appmegely one half continued their
educational career during the PPA survey.

Number of childrenreflects the total number liveborn children of tlespondent
regardless of whether the respondent was co-hghitith them during the data collection
period or not. While establishing the number ofdriein also those who had deceased before
the survey were taken into account. In the settaridard variables the number of children
primarily represents the individual’'s contributitm the population replacement and activity
in the respective field and therefore childlessg-on two child individuals and individuals
with three or more children were identified whil@akmg respective computations. Similar to
education, it should be noted that the parity distron of the younger generations is
particularly different from the survey average titha time of the data collection period those
cohorts were at the beginning of their reproductiaeeer.

As to the subject areas the tables observe tletste of the questionnaire. First
marriage and family are presented followed by wblntaining data on fertility and children,
combination of work and family and sex roles, papioh ageing and foreign-born
population. The tables regarding the implementapigarequisites of population policies and
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social and demographic profile of the respondemisi the set of tables. The aim of the
latter is to support the evaluation of the selechias of the survey sample.

Percentage distributions were favoured to the lats@alues, the absolute values of
the respondents by variable layers can be fourtlarsection addressing the sample in this
report. In the distributions the percentage distidns are added up into aggregates by males,
females and total population respectively (100gagt in total). Based on the relatively small
proportion of missing responses in the dataset,réspective group was not separately
indicated in the tables. For standard processiftyvate SPSS was usethe standard tables
are executed in thé&otus software, tables are electronically available ir tstonian
Interuniversity Population Research Centre uporrord

The data of the Estonian PPA together with otlaional surveys is deposited in the
international database. The options for analysisuigh international co-operation of the
partner institutions of the PPA programme and ottesearch centres are much wider
compared to the possibilities within Estonia. I tvider perspective this is another step
towards registering Estonia in the population magwurope. The co-operation is definitely
going to enhance the demographic self-reliancenefparticipating countries, providing an
opportunity to compare attitudes values and pref@e related to the population
development besides the habitual process informatio
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Tabel AOL.
Tabel AO2.
Tabel AO3.
Tabel AO4.

Tabel AO5A.
Tabel AO5B.
Tabel AO5C.
Tabel AO5D.
Tabel AOSE.
Tabel AO5F.
Tabel AO5G.
Tabel AO5H.

Tabel AO5I.
Tabel AO5J.

Tabel AOGA.
Tabel AO6B.
Tabel AO6C.
Tabel AO6D.
Tabel AOGE.
Tabel AOGF.
Tabel AO6G.
Tabel AOGH.

Tabel AO0G6I.

Tabel AO7A.
Tabel AO7B.
Tabel AO7C.
Tabel AO7D.
Tabel AO7E.
Tabel AO7F.
Tabel AO7G.
Tabel AO7H.

Tabel AO7I.
Tabel A07J.
Tabel AO8.
Tabel A09.
Tabel A10.
Tabel A11.
Tabel A12.
Tabel A13.

Tabel A14A.
Tabel A14B.
Tabel A14C.
Tabel A14D.
Tabel A14E.

Tabel A14F.

Tabel A14G.
Tabel A14H.

Tabel Al4l.
Tabel A14J.

Tabel A14K.

TABELITE NIMEKIRI

Vabaabieluna alanud kooselude osakesti€ hinnang.
Vabaabieluna alanud kooselude osakaaluus Eestis méodunud kiimnendil: hinnang.
Lahutusega I6ppenud kooselude osalestl<E hinnang.
Lahutusega I6ppenud kooselude osakaaiius Eestis moodunud kiimnendil: hinnang.
Vaated pereelule: abiellumine poleremaoes.
Vaated pereelule: naine voiks kasvatadt ka tksikvanemana.
Vaated pereelule: perele peaks tulsvgoorama senisest enam téhelepanu.
Vaated pereelule: 6nnelik lapsepdldae kooselu mdlema vanemaga.
Vaated pereelule: abieluinimesed arebkumad kui vallalised.
Vaated pereelule: kes tahavad lapsikgid abielluma.
Vaated pereelule: tksikvanem suudstiskma hasti kasvatada kui kaks vanemad koos.
Vaated pereelule: paar voib elada lkaogma abiellumiskavatsuseta.
Vaated pereelule: parem olla 6nnehislas kui tUksi.
Vaated pereelule: registreeritud alboel mehe ja naise kooselu ainuke vastuvdetav viis.
Pereelu suundumused: ametlikult votanmata kooselude osakaalu tdus.
Pereelu suundumused: lasteta paasalealu tous.
Pereelu suundumused: abiellumuse &angu
Pereelu suundumused: stindimuse langus.
Pereelu suundumused: tksikvanemasateaalu tous.
Pereelu suundumused: Ghelapseperaalsaius.
Pereelu suundumused: tksielavate stemesakaalu tOus.
Pereelu suundumused: vabaabielustndialeaalu tdus.
Pereelu suundumused: lahutumuse tdus.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: raskigsleidmisel.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: rasiiusiseme hankimisel.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: abiglbene vaartustamine.
Noorte abiellumise takistusted: suarem sdltumatuspude.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: tahtraatastutust kanda.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: vabelabaktsepteerituse uldine kasv.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: ebapiineline kindlustatus.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: esmassliikkumine hilisemasse ikka.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: vanematires elamise mugavus.
Noorte abiellumise takistused: intuimste kaepéarasus soltumata abielust.
Eelistatud kooseluviis.
Suhtumine abielueelsetesse seksuatésisiee
Suhtumine abieluvélistesse seksuadissbe
Lapse eelistatud kasvataja lahutuseakor
Lapsepblvekodust lahkumise sobivadohsia
Suhtumine HIV-viiruse kandja elukorradde.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtésetada vaid ametlikku abielu.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtésnnistada vabaabielu samavaarselt ametliku akaelug

Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtésetada koos abiellumisega omaette eluaseme seetami

Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtésobuda pereelu toetamisest, sest see on eraasi.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtsspdustada abiellumist, kuid parast haridusteetddpist.

Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtésgada abiellunutele eluasemelaen, mis vahendbpgaga.

Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suht&shtestada toimetuleku parandamiseks astmelineniks.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhteghendada toimetuleku parandamiseks tulumaksu.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhteslistada noort peret teistele rahvastikuriihmadele.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtesada sisse Uhekordne toetus esmasabiellujatele.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtesuuta lahutamisprotseduur keerukamaks.
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Tabel A14L.

Tabel A14M.
Tabel A14N.
Tabel A140.
Tabel A14P.
Tabel A14Q.

Tabel A15.
Tabel A16.
Tabel A17.
Tabel BO1.
Tabel BO2.
Tabel BO3.

Tabel BO4A.
Tabel BO4B.
Tabel BO4C.
Tabel BO4D.
Tabel BO4E.

Tabel BO4F.

Tabel BO4G.
Tabel BO4H.

Tabel BOA4I.
Tabel B04J.
Tabel BO5.
Tabel BO6.

Tabel BO7A.
Tabel BO7B.
Tabel BO7C.
Tabel BO7D.
Tabel BO7E.

Tabel BO7F.

Tabel BO7G.
Tabel BO7H.

Tabel BO7I.
Tabel BO7J.

Tabel BO7K.

Tabel BO7L.
Tabel BOSA.
Tabel BO8B.

Tabel BO8C.
Tabel BO8D.

Tabel BOSE.
Tabel BO8F.

Tabel BO8G.
Tabel BO8H.

Tabel BO8I.
Tabel B08J.
Tabel BO9A.
Tabel BO9B.

Tabel BO9C.
Tabel BO9D.

Tabel BO9E.
Tabel BO9F.
Tabel B10A.

Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtesuuta lahutamisprotseduur lihtsamaks.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtgmrandada oluliselt perekonnadpetuse taset.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtegadustada samasooliste abielu.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtgdartustada senisest enam uksikvanema rolli.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtesada sisse soodustused abieluinimestele vallabste
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtésia maksusoodustuste stisteem sdltuvalt abiellsshaz
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhteseetmete olulisus.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtesiistatud ajaraam.
Riigipoliitika abielu ja pere suhtesing téhususele méddunud kimnendil.
Siundimuse summaarkordaja Eestis: h@inan
Siundimustaseme muutus Eestis méoduinmdéndil: hinnang.
Suhtumine stindimustasemesse Eestis.

Vaated lastele: taiesti dnnelik salddo\mid oma lastega kodus.

Vaated lastele: laste seltsis oleromalati nauditav.

Vaated lastele: taielikuks eluga rétsopiisab olla hea ema vai isa.

Vaated lastele: oma laste kaudu twet@kd vajalikuna.

Vaated lastele: laste muretsemingaiiie kohus thiskonna ees.

Vaated lastele: lasteta ei saa olheeliia

Vaated lastele: kdige lahedasem irm@sun omaenda lapsega.

Vaated lastele: lapse arengule teal kei tema eest hoolitsevad ka teised pereliikmed.
Vaated lastele: kes veedavad suums@dalast kodust eemal, kogevad enam raskusi.
Vaated lastele: kdige paremini hoalidsl laste eest nende vanemad.
Kavatsus tulevikus (veel) lapsi muréése
Soovitud laste arv (koos olemasoleasteg

Pdhjused lapsi omada: lapsed annawvaliustunde vanaduspéevadeks.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: lastele on &agsid-vendi.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: peres peaksaaleilemast soost lapsi.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: ks elukaastast®vib ronkem lapsi.

P6hjused lapsi omada: lapsed aitaygel/lada abikaasasuhteid.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: laste kaudaksatelu motestatuna.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: lapsed tagaladkestmajaamise.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: lapsed aitaeaekpnda to6ga.
Pdhjused lapsi omada: vanemad ja asgdlkéivad peale.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: soov jarglasidam

Pdhjused lapsi omada: lasteta poswadirtuslikku elu.

Pdhjused lapsi omada: sGprade-tutteaaskuju.

Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: soovitwdapsi on olemas.

P&hjused lapsi mitte omada: terviséilsund ei véimalda.

Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: puudukegisiane.

Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: t60 enaida.

Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: lapsedtbyaéks liiga vahe aega iseendale.
Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: plldtaddi senine elustandard.

Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: lapse iseapole majanduslikult jdukohane.
Pdhjused, lapsi mitte omada: mureddpkeviku parast.
Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: vanudiga kdrge.

Pdhjused lapsi mitte omada: Uks elslkatest ei soovi (rohkem) lapsi.

Kisitletava laste arv: sama kui kg®res.

Kusitletava laste arv: sama kui ehgkase kasvuperes.

Kusitletava laste arv: sama kui ekRahsdpradel.

Kusitletava laste arv: sama kui ekatmaabritel.

Kusitletava laste arv: sama kui headtavatel.

Kusitletava laste arv: sama suusskurema sissetulekuga peredel.
Eluvaartused: omada piisavalt aegaejgoma huvide jaoks.
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Tabel B10B.
Tabel B10C.
Tabel B10D.
Tabel B10E.
Tabel B10F.
Tabel B10G.
Tabel B10H.

Tabel B10l.
Tabel B10J.

Tabel B10K.
Tabel B11A.
Tabel B11B.
Tabel B11C.
Tabel B11D.
Tabel B11E.
Tabel B11F.
Tabel B11G.
Tabel B11H.

Tabel B111.
Tabel B11J.

Tabel B11K.

Eluvaartused: elada elukaaslasegdi&nle

Eluvaartused: pakkuda kindlustunne Gihedastele.
Eluvaartused: olla hinnatud ja austatiljaspool perekonda.
Eluvaartused: omada piisavalt aegeasi@gaoks.

Eluvaartused: omada piisavalt raha.

Eluvaartused: nautida iga-aastastymihk

Eluvaartused: elada kenas ja ruunmk@ss/korteris.
Eluvaartused: plielda eneseteostusele.

Eluvaartused: omada peres kahte slisket, nii mehel kui naisel.
Eluvaartused: olla rahul oma t66ga.

Laste arv, mis jataks piisavalt aegese ja oma huvide jaoks.
Laste arv, mis lubaks elada elukaagm®nnelikult.

Laste arv, mis lubaks pakkuda kindluset oma lahedastele.
Laste arv, mis lubaks olla hinnatudyatatud valjaspool oma perekonda.
Laste arv, mis jataks piisavalt aggaeade jaoks.

Laste arv, mis lubaks omada piisaedia.

Laste arv, mis lubaks nautida igassagtuhkust.

Laste arv, mis lubaks elada kenagyanikas majas/korteris.
Laste arv, mis lubaks pulelda enesaisele.

Laste arv, mis lubaks omada peresdis$etulekut, nii mehel kui naisel.
Laste arv, mille lubaks saavutada l@bwoma t66ga.

Tabel B12. Koolieeliku eelistatud hoidmisviis.
Tabel B13. Ideaalne laste arv Eesti peres.

Tabel B14A.
Tabel B14B.
Tabel B14C.
Tabel B14D.
Tabel B14E.

Tabel B14F.

Tabel B14G.
Tabel B14H.

Tabel B14l.
Tabel B14J.

Tabel B14K.

Tabel B14L.

Tabel B14M.
Tabel B14N.
Tabel B140.
Tabel B14P.
Tabel B14Q.
Tabel B14R.
Tabel B14S.

Tabel B14T.

Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste segitpikendada stinnitusjargset taispalgaga puhkust.
Riigipoliitika siindimuse ja laste sgtlaiendada lapseperede tulumaksusoodustust.
Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste sshtarendada lastesGimevorku.

Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste seftarendada lasteaiavorku.

Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste |etseostada lastetoetus pere sissetulekuga.
Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste fehtsuurendada Uhekordset siinnitoetust.
Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste shtkehtestada kodusolekut vimaldav vanematasu.
Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste segitsuurendada margatavalt lastetoetust.
Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste sesitloobuda laste toetamise igasugusest laiendsimise
Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste sshtarendada pikapaevarihmade stisteemi.
Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste sef eelistada lapseperet teistele rahvastikurualead
Riigipoliitika siindimuse ja laste segitkindlustada lastele tasuta haridus.

Riigipoliitika stiindimuse ja laste segitrakendada paindlikku graafikut vaikelaste vaateta.
Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste sgitrakendada osaajat6dd vaikelaste vanematele.
Riigipoliitika siindimuse ja laste sehtsuurendada margatavalt tiksikvanema toetust.
Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste sshtluua terviklik soodustuste siisteem paljulapté.
Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste shtseada sisse lastetusmaks.

Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste sehtlubada aborti vaid tervislikel ndidustustel.
Riigipoliitika siindimuse ja laste sshtsuurendada elukeskkonna turvalisust.
Riigipoliitika sindimuse ja laste sgitanda haaledigus vanematele laste kaudu.

Tabel B15. Riigipoliitika laste suhtes: meetmeltdisus.

Tabel B16A.
Tabel B16B.
Tabel B16C.
Tabel B16D.

Tabel B17A.
Tabel B17B.

Tabel B17C.

Eelistatud meetmete rakendamise niijisitletav saaks lubada plaanitud arvu lapsi.
Eelistatud meetmete rakendamise nk@igitletava laps stunniks varem.

Eelistatud meetmete rakendamise rkdgitletav kaaluks voimalust muretseda (veel) lapsi
Eelistatud meetmete rakendamise nkdisitletav otsustaks muretseda (veel) lapsi.
Lastetoetuste slisteem: eelistus &astejargi.

Lastetoetuste slisteem: eelistus pesetaleku jargi.

Lastetoetuste stisteem: eelistus laugse jargi.

Tabel B18. Lastetoetuse eelistatud suurus.
Tabel B19. Siunnitoetuse eelistatud suurus.
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Tabel B20. Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste s#teelistatud ajaraam.
Tabel B21. Riigipoliitika stindimuse ja laste suhtieinnang tdhususele méddunud kiimnendil.

Tabel CO1A.
Tabel C0O1B.

Meesrahvastiku t66tee pikkus Eestrmdng.
Naisrahvastiku t66tee pikkus Eestradng.

Tabel C02. Tddjatuvanuse muutus Eestis moodunouh&iidil: hinnang.
Tabel C03. Tootusmaéar Eestis: hinnang.

Tabel CO4A.
Tabel C04B.
Tabel CO4C.
Tabel C04D.
Tabel CO4E.
Tabel CO4F.
Tabel C04G.
Tabel C04G.
Tabel CO4l.

Tabel C04J.
Tabel C04K.
Tabel CO4L.
Tabel C0O4M.
Tabel CO4N.
Tabel C040.
Tabel C04P.
Tabel C04Q.

Vaated soorollidele
Vaated soorollidele
Vaated soorollidele

. nii mees kui mageaksid andma panuse pere sissetulekusse.

: mehe t60 on takaida, naise t60 hoolitseda kodu ja pere eest.
: pole hea, kuisrtemab kodus lapsi ja naine kaib tool.

Vaated soorollidele: pereelu kannatajeli seetdttu, et t00 votab mehelt kogu aja.
Vaated soorollidele: mehe elus pe@ketema olulisem kui perekond.

Vaated soorollidele: td6tav naine drgé&lt hinnatud.

Vaated soorollidele: naine ei peakeatama todalast karjaari laste parast.
Vaated soorollidele: kogu pere pedkemalt 6htustogilauas kokku saama.

Vaated soorollidele: lasteaednikuddsarad véaikelapse eest vaga hasti hoolitseda.
Vaated soorollidele: to0tava ema sufee lastega on sama turvaline kui kodusel emal.
Vaated soorollidele: ema to6lkaimineéju koolieelikust lapsele tdenéoliselt hasti.
Vaated soorollidele: naise taisaj@gdkeimine jatab pereelu unarusse.

Vaated soorollidele: td6tamine on kitinas, kuid enamik naisi tahab enam kodu ja lapsi
Vaated soorollidele: koduperenaisedama voimalus eneseteostusele kui tddtaval naisel.
Vaated soorollidele: to6lkaimine tagatimal moel naise sdltumatuse.
Vaated soorollidele: tAnapaeval peam& naisi pere ulalpidamiseks téotama.
Vaates soorollidele: naise todalaiaws on vaiksem kui mehel.

Tabel CO5. Sissetulekute kasutamine kisitletavekpanas.
Tabel C06. Kodutddde jaotus kusitletava perekonnas

Tabel CO7A.
Tabel CO7B.
Tabel CO7C.
Tabel CO7D.
Tabel CO7E.
Tabel CO7F.
Tabel CO8A.
Tabel C08B.
Tabel CO9A.
Tabel C09B.
Tabel C09C.
Tabel C09D.
Tabel CO9E.
Tabel CO9F.
Tabel C09G.
Tabel CO9H.
Tabel CO9I.

Tabel C09J.
Tabel CO9K.
Tabel CO9L.
Tabel CO9M.
Tabel CO9N.
Tabel C090.
Tabel CO9P.
Tabel C09Q.
Tabel CO9R.
Tabel C09S.

Vaated otsusetegemisele perekonnégi-gibgiga seonduv.

Vaated otsusetegemisele perekonnkigkedarvetega seonduv.

Vaated otsusetegemisele perekonndssteuhistarvetega seonduv.

Vaated otsusetegemisele perekonntgaageonduv.

Vaated otsusetegemisele perekonnbkupe veetmisega seonduv.

Vaated otsusetegemisele perekonnistusiéga seonduv.

Sobivaim t66 ja pereelu Uhitamisvisestel.

Sobivaim t66 ja pereelu Uhitamisvasstel.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: lunaistele rohkem héaid toovoimalusi.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: sastada naiste pihendumist lastele ja kodule.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: tagé digust saada vordse t66 eest vordset tasu.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: tngda to6turul iseregulatsioonile.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: taga naiste osalemist poliitikas.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: lada esinduskogude moodustamisel valija eelistusele.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: taga naiste osalemist tehnilistel ametialadel.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: adewla vélja just naistele sobivad ametialad.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: tada naiste osalemist tippjuhtimises.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: @#& meeste ja naiste vordset osalemist kodutdodes.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: sendada isade osalemist lastekasvatuses.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: seagisse eraldi klassid poistele ja tidrukutele.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: adada kodundushariduse stisteemi.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: esttida t66levotmisel mehi, kui haid td6kohti ei itk
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: makeehele piisavat palka, et naine vdiks olla kedun
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: astada kodutbbaastaid toostaazhi maaramisel.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: gaifla naiste varasem pensioniiga.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: artdaturul eelis lapsepuhkuselt naasvatele emadele.
Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: dhaid abiellumisel seniste perekonnanimede sailitamis

Tabel C10. Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: meetmolulisus.
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Tabel C11.
Tabel C12.
Tabel C13.
Tabel C14.
Tabel C15.
Tabel C16.
Tabel C17.
Tabel DO1.
Tabel DO2.
Tabel DO3.
Tabel DO4A.
Tabel D0O4B.
Tabel DO4C.
Tabel D0O4D.
Tabel DO4E.
Tabel DO4F.
Tabel D0O4G.
Tabel DO4H.

Sunnitusjargse taispalgaga puhkusstaeid kestus.

Tookoha sailitamise eelistatud kestwagi lapse sundi.

Riigipoliitika soorollide suhtes: e&disid ajaraam.

Riigipoliitika t60 ja pereelu Ghitamseghtes: eelistatud ajaraam.
Riigipoliitika soovorddiguslikkuse sest hinnang tdhususelel.
Riigipoliitika naiste t00 ja pereeluldamise suhtes: hinnang t6hususele.
Riigipoliitika meeste t606 ja pereelulddmise suhtes: hinnang tdhususele.
Vanurrahvastiku osakaal Eestis: hinnang

Vanurrahvastiku osakaalu muutus Eesiisdunud kiimnendil: hinnang.
Suhtumine vanurrahvastiku osakaaluenamisse.

Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:
Vaated eakatele:

rikkaliku elukogemtdttl on thiskonnal eakatest palju kasu.
noortel on vanaasju ppida.

vanad on noorteleseks hingetoeks.

vanavanematel orstédit lastelaste kasvatamisel.

eakad hoiavad afav@értusi ja tagavad Uhiskonna jarjepidevuse.
uhiskond peaks emaestama eakate Gigustega.

thiskond peaks emagstama eakate vajadustega.
vanurrahvastik oskigimnale koormaks.

Tabel DO4l. Vaated eakatele: eakad kulutavad ohis& majanduslikke ressursse.
Tabel D04J. Vaated eakatele: vanurrahvastik oskdhna muutumisele takistuseks.

Tabel DO4K.

Vaated eakatele: eakad voiksid pedigittu pihenduda pdhiliselt oma huvidele.

Tabel DO4L. Vaated eakatele: eakad voiksid pesigittu puhenduda pohiliselt heategevusele.

Tabel DO4M.
Tabel DO4N.
Tabel D040O.
Tabel DO4P.
Tabel D04Q.
Tabel DO4R.
Tabel D04S.
Tabel DO4T.
Tabel DO4U.
Tabel DO5A.
Tabel DO5B.
Tabel DO5C.
Tabel DO5D.
Tabel DO5SE.
Tabel DO5F.
Tabel DO5G.
Tabel DO5H.

Vaated eakatele: eakate eest peaksdmmoa ennekdike tihiskond.

Vaated eakatele: eakate eest pea&sitddema ennekdike nende lapsed.

Vaated eakatele: eakate vanematdeeltsemine ei ole laste Ulesanne.

Vaate eakatele: eakate eest hoolgsekohustus peaks laienema ka sugulastele.
Vaated eakatele: eakad vanemad ddgétada oma laste juures.

Vaated eakatele: abi vajavad eakakisgkalama oma laste juures.

Vaated eakatele: alaealiste lasteadeln vabastab kohusest hoolitseda vanemate eest.

Vaated eakatele: vanadekodusse asumipéhjendatud vaid l&hedaste puudumisel.
Vaated eakatele: eakad peaksid elamekéike vanadekodus.

Eakate abistamine: abiandja voiks alikaasa.

Eakate abistamine: abiandjad voila lalbsed.

Eakate abistamine: abiandjad voikes siligulased.

Eakate abistamine: abiandjad voilkas s@ibrad ja naabrid.

Eakate abistamine: abiandjad voiks myiinstitutsioonid.

Eakate abistamine: abiandjad voiks athavalitsusinstitutsioonid.

Eakate abistamine: abiandjad voiks lodlategevusinstitutsioonid.

Eakate abistamine: abiandja vaiks lati&.

Tabel DO5I. Eakate abistamine: abiandjad vdika tabu eest erainstitutsioonid.
Tabel DO6. Eelistatud elukorraldus vanaduspdlkesiseseisev toimetulek pole enam jéukohane.
Tabel DO7. Eelistatud pensionilesiirdumise vanus.

Tabel DO8A.
Tabel DO8B.
Tabel DO9A.
Tabel DO9B.
Tabel D10A.
Tabel D10B.
Tabel D10C.
Tabel D10D.
Tabel D10OE.
Tabel D11A.
Tabel D11B.

Tegelik oodatav pensionilesiirdumis@us.

Tegelik pensionilesiirdumise vanusgiemiridel.

Liitumine teise pensionisambaga.

Liitumine kolmanda pensionisambaga.

Elumuutused pensionilesiirdumiselaése kohustusringi &ralangemine.
Elumuutused pensionilesiirdumiselssialeku margatav vahenemine.
Elumuutused pensionilesiirdumisel:eetialase vajalikkustunde minetamine.
Elumuutused pensionilesiirdumisel:teitide harvenemine tdokaaslastega.
Elumuutused pensionilesiirdumiseltleumisvéimaluse kadumine klientide ja partneritega.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtedimaldada kutsetdo jatkamist ka pensionieas.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtkesia vabatahtliku t66 siisteem eakatele.
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Tabel D11C.
Tabel D11D.
Tabel D11E.
Tabel D11F.
Tabel D11G:
Tabel D11H
Tabel D11l.
Tabel D11J.
Tabel D11K

Tabel D11L.

Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtesurendada omavastutust terviseteenuste kasutamise
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtegjada terviseteenuste kattesaadavus taiestkuiligi.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtesadustada eutanaasia.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtedendada eakate seltsielu ja huvitegevust.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhteghendada liikumist piiravaid ehituslikke takistusi
. Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtaeendada vanuritele méeldud terviseteenuste vorku.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtasendada koduhoolduse vorku.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhte®ndada vanuriasutuste vorku.
. Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtesadustada eakate hooldamine pereliikmete poolt.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhteslekseerida pensione vastavalt elukalliduseui@us

Tabel D11M. Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtkshtestada terviklik soodustuste siisteem eakatele.

Tabel D11N

. Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtesetada Il ja Ill pensionisamba kasutuselevottu.

Tabel D110O. Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtesondada ressursid rahvapensioni suurendamiseks.

Tabel D11P
Tabel D12.

Tabel D13A.
Tabel D13B.
Tabel D13C.
Tabel D13D.
Tabel D13E.
Tabel D13F.

Tabel D14.
Tabel D15.
Tabel D16.
Tabel D17.
Tabel D18.
Tabel D19.
Tabel D20.
Tabel D21.
Tabel D22.
Tabel EO1.
Tabel EO3.
Tabel EOA4.

Tabel EO5A.
Tabel EO5B.
Tabel EO5C.
Tabel EO5D.
Tabel EO5E.
Tabel EO5F.
Tabel EO5G.
Tabel EO5H.
Tabel EOBA.
Tabel EO6B.
Tabel EO6C.
Tabel EO6D.
Tabel EO6E.
Tabel EO6E.
Tabel EO6F.
Tabel EO7A.
Tabel EO7B.
Tabel EO7C.
Tabel EO7D.
Tabel EO7E.

. Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhteslistada eakaid teistele rahvastikuriihmadele.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtesetmete olulisus.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: tOstasmemiga.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: tostaseglensionifondi heaks.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: vahen#adkmist pensioni.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: kohustapsi eakaid vanemaid majanduslikult toetada.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: kaotaesipnisoodustused ja eripensionid.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: seadadspension sdltuvusse laste arvust.
Pensionikorralduse muutmine: meetmietésos.
Eripensionide sisteemi vajalikkus.
Riigipoliitika todvoime sailitanud peémsaride suhtes.
Eelistatud to6ajarezhiim pensionieésajatele.
Vanaduspensioni eelistatud suurus.
Riigi pensionipoliitika: eelistatud egam.
Riigi pensionipoliitika: hinnang tdhssle mé6dunud kiimnendil.
Riigi tervishoiupoliitika: hinnang t&susele moéédunud kimnendil.
Riigipoliitika eaka rahvastiku suhtlginang tdhususele méédunud kiimnendil.
Valisparitolu rahvastiku osakaal Eesiilsnang.
Valisparitolu rahvastiku osakaalu mauestis moodunud kiimnendil: hinnang.
Suhtumine valisparitolu rahvastiku @sdik Eestis.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule: mén positiivne, aitab edendada kultuurivahetust.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule vanalik todde tegemiseks, mida pdlisrahvas ei taha.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule:dsmiab kuritegevuse levikut ja terrorismiohtu.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule tapdlisrahvalt tdokohad &ra.
Vaated valispéritolu rahvastikule: sihb poélisrahva pisimajaamist.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule:tHasulub pdlisrahvale ja sisserannanuil pole kohta.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule:tsss sisserdnnanud peaksid omandama siinse keele.
Vaated valisparitolu rahvastikule skegh peaks k&ima pdélisrahvaga thises koolis.
Labisaamine Eestis elavate venelastega
Labisaamine Eestis elavate ukrairgaste
Labisaamine Eestis elavate valgevstagja.
Labisaamine Eestis elavate soomlastega
Labisaamine Eestis elavate tatarlasteg
Labisaamine Eestis elavate latlastega.
Labisaamine Eestis elavate juutidega.
Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Leedu.
Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Lati.
Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Poola.
Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Rootsi.
Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Saksamaa.
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Tabel EO7F.
Tabel EO7G
Tabel EO8.

Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Soome.

. Suhtumine naaberriikidesse: Venemaa.

Rahvusliku mitmekesisuse tahendus Edstiikule.

Tabel E09. Suhtumine enda lapse abielusse sisserédga.

Tabel E10A.
Tabel E10B.
Tabel E10C.
Tabel E10D.
Tabel E10E.

Tabel E10F.

Tabel E10G.
Tabel E10H.

Tabel E10I.
Tabel E10J.

Tabel E10K.

Tabel E10L.

Tabel E10M.
Tabel E10N.
Tabel E100.
Tabel E10P.
Tabel E10Q.
Tabel E10R.
Tabel E10S.
Tabel E10T.
Tabel E10U.
Tabel E10V.

Tabel E11.
Tabel E12.
Tabel E13.
Tabel FO1.
Tabel FO2.
Tabel FO3.
Tabel FO4.
Tabel FO5.

Tabel FOB6A.
Tabel FO6B.
Tabel FO7A.
Tabel FO7B.

Tabel TO1.
Tabel TO2.
Tabel TO3.

Tabel TO4A.
Tabel TO4B.

Tabel TO5.
Tabel TO6.
Tabel TO7.
Tabel TO8.
Tabel TO9.
Tabel T10.
Tabel T11.
Tabel T12.
Tabel T13.
Tabel T14.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: kodakondsus sdltumata eesti keele oskuses
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: 5 aastat riigis elanule Riigikogu valerisgus.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: 5 aastat riigis elanule kohalike valien@gus.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: 5 aastat riigis elanule digus olla valRiigikokku.
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: 5 aastat riigis elanule digus olla velitalikokku.
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: toetada valisparitolu rahvastiku tagaseé

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: saata illegaalid riigist valja.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: anda kodakondsus integreerunud sissendilama
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: karistada illegaale to6le votnud firmasatviga.
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvasiikuhtes: anda illegaalidele aeg-ajalt legalisemwdmalus.
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: tagada sisserannanutele vordsed garantiid
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: tagada kvoodiststeemi kaudu esindatus.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: vabastada sugulased sisserannipiirahgutes

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: propageerida kogu valisrahvastiku intsgrani.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: aidata integreerumissoovita sisseranaaaasmist.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvasiikuhtes: 6hutada sisserannet, sest rahvaarv \@hene

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: piirata maaomandi 6igust kodanikkonnaga.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: tagada sisseréananutele omakeelne haridus.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvasiikuhtes: tagada sisserannanutele riigikeelneusarid
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: rakendada sisserandekvooti.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: hoiduda sisseréande mistahes reguleesimise

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: soodustada voornimede eestistamist.
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: meetmete olulisus.

Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvastilsuhtes: eelistatud ajaraam.
Riigipoliitika valisparitolu rahvadtilsuhtes: hinnang tdhususele.
Rahvastiku- ja sotsiaalpoliitika ealistl valdkond vahendite piiratuse korral.
Isikuandmete kaitse probleemide olalisiskonnas.

Riigiandmestike usaldusvaarsus comaé@e puutumatus.

Eesti riigiandmestikud: hinnang usaldéssusele.

Eesti rahvaarvu eelistatud muutumine.

Osavott kohalikest valimistest 2002.

Osavott Riigikogu valimistest 2003.

Valimiseelistuse muutus vorreldes 188%a kohalike valimistega.

Valimiseelistuse muutus vorreldes 1&8&€ta Riigikogu valimistega.

Sugu.
Perekonnaseis.
Laste arv.

Esmassunni ajastus.

Teisesslnni ajastus.
Leibkonnaliikmete arv.
Leibkonnakoostis.

Leibkonna peamine sissetulekuallikas.

Leibkonna per capita kuusissetulekgidaremksude mahaarvamist.
Kontrollkese.

Siunnipdlvkond.

Sunnikoht (maakond).

Paiksus.

Rahvus.

Odede-vendade arv.
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Tabel T15. Haridustase.

Tabel T16. Pd&hitegevus.

Tabel T16A. Toonédala pikkus.

Tabel T17. Mittetdotavate varasem tdokogemus.
Tabel T19. Usukuuluvus.

Tabel T20. Usukkond.

Tabel T21. Kirikukoguduse liikmesus.
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Table AOL.
Table A02.
Table AO3.
Table AO4.

Table AO5A.
Table AO5B.
Table AO5C.
Table AO5D.
Table AOSE.
Table AO5F.
Table AO5G.
Table AO5H.

Table AO5I.
Table AO5J.

Table AOGA.
Table AO6B.
Table AO6C.
Table AO6D.
Table AOGE.
Table AOGF.
Table AO6G.
Table AOGH.

Table AOG6I.

Table AO7A.
Table AO7B.
Table AO7C.
Table AO7D.
Table AO7E.
Table AO7F.
Table A07G.
Table AO7H.

Table AO7I.
Table A07J.
Table AO08.
Table A09.
Table A10.
Table A11.
Table A12.
Table A13.

Table A14A.
Table A14B.
Table A14C.
Table A14D.
Table A14E.

Table A14F.

Table A14G.
Table A14H.

Table A14l.
Table A14J.

Table A14K.

LIST OF TABLES

Proportion of partnerships startedassensual union: respondent estimate.

Change in the proportion of consensn@ns: respondent estimate.

Proportion of partnerships ending ssdlution: respondent estimate.

Change in the proportion of partnersi@pding in dissolution: respondent estimate.

Views on marriage and family: marriag@n outdated institution.

Views on marriage and family: a worns@ould be able to have a child as single parent.
Views on marriage and family: in theufe more emphasis should be placed on family.
Views on marriage and family: a chikekeds a home with both parents to grow up happily.
Views on marriage and family: marngbple are generally happier than unmarried.
Views on marriage and family: peopleowant children ought to get married.

Views on marriage and family: one pacan bring up a child as well as two parents.
Views on marriage and family: it israht for a couple to live together without mage.
Views on marriage and family: it isttee to have a bad marriage than no marriage at all

Views on marriage and family: marriegyhe only acceptable way of living together.
Family trends: increasing number afgles who live together unmarried.
Family trends: increasing number afles who decide to remain childless.
Family trends: declining number of nages.
Family trends: declining number ot
Family trends: increasing number olidcan in one-parent families.
Family trends: increasing number oldcn being raised an only child.
Family trends: increasing number atpas who live alone.
Family trends: increasing number offbamong unmarried couples.
Family trends: increasing number afodces.
Obstacles to marriage among young lgedficulties in finding a job.
Obstacles to marriage among young leedffficulties in finding housing.
Obstacles to marriage among younglpedpninishing value of marriage.
Obstacles to marriage among young lpeagcreasing desire for autonomy.
Obstacles to marriage among younglpeogfusal to accept responsibilities.
Obstacles to marriage among younglpeophabitation has become acceptable.
Obstacles to marriage among younglpeoysufficient income for getting married.
Obstacles to marriage among young lpetager birth of the first child.
Obstacles to marriage among young lgediging with parents is so comfortable.
Obstacles to marriage among younglpeepse of access to intimate relationships.
Preferred living arrangement.
Attitude towards premarital sexual tielas.
Attitude towards extramarital sexuddtiens.
Preferred living arrangement of a chitiger parents' divorce.
Appropriate circumstances for a childeave parental home.
Attitude towards lifestyle of HIV-posi persons.
Government policies: recognise onlyiseered marriage.
Government policies: recognise consansnions to the same degree as marriage.
Government policies: support couptestitaining a dwelling at marriage.
Government policies: give up attemptsupport marriage and family.
Government policies: support familyniation but only after studies completed.
Government policies: introduce a gngead housing loan which is reduced after each.birt
Government policies: introduce a pesgive income tax to support families.
Government policies: reduce incomettasupport families.
Government policies: give priorityyoung families over other population groups.
Government policies: introduce a nageigrant to young couples.
Government policies: make divorce paire more complicated.
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Table A14L.
Table A14M.
Table A14N.
Table A140.
Table A14P.
Table A14Q.
Table A15.

Table A16.

Table A17.

Table BO1.

Table B02.

Table B0O3.

Table BO4A.
Table BO4B.
Table BO4C.
Table B0O4D.
Table BO4E.
Table BO4F.
Table B04G.
Table BO4H.
Table B0OA4I.

Table B04J.
Table BO5. |
Table B0O6. |
Table BO7A.
Table BO7B.
Table BO7C.
Table BO7D.
Table BO7E.
Table BO7F.
Table BO7G.
Table BO7H.
Table BO7I.

Table B0O7J.
Table BO7K.
Table BO7L.
Table BOSA.
Table BO8B.
Table BOSC.
Table BO8D.
Table BOSE.
Table BO8F.
Table B0O8G.
Table BO8SH.
Table BO8I.

Table B08J.
Table BO9A.
Table BO9B.
Table BO9C.
Table BO9D.
Table BO9E.
Table BO9F.
Table B10A.

Government policies: make divorce piciare less complicated.

Government policies: improve the fangbrricula at school.

Government policies: legalise homoséxearriages.

Government policies: increase supjposingle parents.

Government policies: introduce taxwi¢idns in favour of married persons.
Government policies: introduce taxuizitns positively related to marriage duration.

Goverment policies related to marriagd family: priority of measures.
Goverment policies related to marriagd family: preferred timeframe.
Goverment policies related to marriagd family: assessment of efficiency.
Total fertility rate in Estonia: respl@mt estimate.

Change in fertility level in Estoniarohg the past decade: respondent estimate.
Attitude towards fertility level in Estia.

Views on children: the only place whgou are completely happy is at home with children

Views on children: | always enjoy haychildren near me.

Views on children: you can be perfesdtisfied with life if you have been a good paren

Views on children: | like having chiéth because they really need me.

Views on children: it is your duty @S society to have children.

Views on children: you cannot be sebdppy without having children.

Views on children: the closest relaglip you can have is with your child.

Views on children: it is good for dldhf she/he is partly taken care by other persons
Views on children: children who aredaycare centre in most of the week have diffieslti
Views on children: the best childaarey their own parents.
ntention to have children in the fetur
ntended number of children.

Reasons for having children:

Reasons for having children:

Reasons for having children:

Reasons for having children:

Reasons for having children:
Reasons for having children:

Reasons for having children: childgaarantee nation's continuity.

Reasons for having children: childnetp family by their work.

Reasons for having children: wishdatent parents and relatives.

Reasons for having children: wishaweehoffspring.

Reasons for having children: life canme fully rewarding without children.
Reasons for having children: examplgiends/acquintances.

Reasons for not having children: alyelaave all the children | want.

Reasons for not having children: siate of health.

Reasons for not having children: &l@ne and do not have a steady partner.

Reasons for not having children: jod professional activities do not allow.

Reasons for not having children: wdhdde to give up leisure-time interests.
Reasons for not having children: viamhaintain present living standard.

Reasons for not having children: d@qdtchild would cost too much.

Reasons for not having children: comedout the future of children.

Reasons for not having children: resiemt/partner too old.

Reasons for not having children: gairtioes not want a(nother) child.

Respondent's number of children: sasn@ family of origin.

Respondent's number of children: sasne partner's family of origin.

Respondent's number of children: sasrmaost of friends have.

Respondent's number of children: sasmmost neighbours have.

Respondent's number of children: sasmaost acquintances have.

Respondent's number of children: sasrfamilies with a higher living standard have.
Values in life: having enough time éoreself and one's own interests.

childpeovide the feeling of security for old age.
childnerd siblings.

wishaweeha child of the other sex.

partnants a child.

childsgengthen the relations between spouses.
childye@ meaning to life.
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Table B10B.
Table B10C.
Table B10D.
Table B10E.
Table B10F.
Table B10G.
Table B10H.

Values in life: living with partner marmony.

Values in life: providing securitygeople close to you.
Values in life: being appreciated aespected outside family.
Values in life: having enough time fioends.

Values in life: having enough money.

Values in life: having holidays atdeance a year.

Values in life: living in a nice spaugs flat.

Table B10Il. Values in life: striving towards sélffillment.
Table B10J. Values in life: both husband and wtening their income.

Table B10K.
Table B11A.
Table B11B.
Table B11C.
Table B11D.
Table B11E.
Table B11F.
Table B11G.
Table B11H.

Values in life: being satisfied in flob.

Number of children that allows to hdnae enough time for oneself and own interests.
Number of children that allows to livéh partner in harmony.

Number of children that allows to pdevsecurity to people close to you.

Number of children that allows to Ippreciated and respected outside family.
Number of children that allows to hameugh time for friends.

Number of children that allows to hameugh money.

Number of children that allows to hhweéidays at least once a year.

Number of children that allows to linea nice spacious flat/house.

Table B11l. Number of children that allows towtriowards self-fulfillment.

Table B11J.
Table B11K.

Number of children that allows botkliand and wife to earn their income.
Number of children that allows to lag¢isfied in the job.

Table B12. Preferred childcare for preschool child
Table B13. Ideal number of children in the familyEstonia.

Table B14A.
Table B14B.
Table B14C.
Table B14D.
Table B14E.
Table B14F.
Table B14G.
Table B14H.

Government policies:
Government policies:
Government policies:
Government policies:
Government policies:
Government policies:
Government policies:
Government policies:

measures in fawdextended parental leave with full compensation
measures in fawdlower income tax for families with children.
measures in favbbetter day care facilities for children un@er
measures in fawdetter day care facilities for children 3+.
measures in faedban-income dependent allowance for families.
measures in fawbincreased birth allowance.

measures in faebdan childcare allowance for parents.

measures in favdsubstantial rise in child allowance.

Table B14l. Government policies: give up attentptextend government support to children.
Table B14J. Government policies: child-care féiesi for school-going children.

Table B14K.

Government policies: priority to faiad with children over other population groups.

Table B14L. Government policies: measures to guasapublicly funded education.

Table B14M.
Table B14N.
Table B140.
Table B14P.
Table B14Q.
Table B14R.
Table B14S.
Table B14T.

Government policies: measures in fawafdlexible working hours for parents.
Government policies: measures in faabypart-time work for parents.

Government policies: measures in faebgubstantial rise of single-parent allowance.
Government policies: introduce a spesgistem of measures to support large families.
Government policies: introduce taxdoitdless persons.

Government policies: measures to alfmuced abortion only for health reasons.
Government policies: measures to asgaafety of living environment and reduce crime.
Government policies: measures to atibiddren vote in elections via their parents.

Table B15. Government policies related to childmority of measures.

Table B16A.
Table B16B.
Table B16C.
Table B16D.
Table B17A.
Table B17B.
Table B17C.

Implementation of desired measuresnitld be easier to have the desired number ol
Implementation of desired measuresoiild enable to have a child sooner.
Implementation of desired measuresingider the possibility of having a(nother) child.
Implementation of desired measuresnsider the possibility of having a(nother) child.
Child allowance system: preferencenetiag to the number of children.

Child allowance system: preferencegting to the family income.

Child allowance system: preferencewtog to the age of children.

Table B18. Preferred amount of monthly child abowe.
Table B19. Preferred amount of birth allowance.
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Table B20. Government policies related to childmmeferred timeframe.
Table B21. Government policies related to childesssessment of efficiency.

Table CO1A.
Table C01B.

Length of male working life in Estoniaspondent estimate.
Length of female working life in Esi@mrrespondent estimate.

Table C02. Change in the age of retirement inritgtduring the past decade: respondent estimate.
Table C03. Unemployment rate in Estonia: responestimate.

Table CO4A.
Table C04B.
Table C04C.
Table C04D.
Table CO4E.
Table CO4F.
Table C04G.
Table CO4H.

Views on gender roles: both man anchamshould contribute to household income.
Views on gender roles: a man hasrio maney, a woman should look after family.
Views on gender roles: it is not gdadan cares for children and woman goes to work.
Views on gender roles: family lifefeu$ because men concentrate too much on work.
Views on gender roles: for a man ¢heshould be more important than the family.
Views on gender roles: working womenhaghly respected.

Views on gender roles: a woman shooldacrifice her career for her children.

Views on gender roles: a family shddde at least a evening meal together.

Table CO4l. Views on gender roles: professionals\ery well take care of children.
Table C04J. Views on gender roles: working motzar establish a secure relationship with children.

Table C04K.

Views on gender roles: a pre-schoiilas likely to suffer if mother works.

Table CO4L. Views on gender roles: family life feu$ when woman has a full-time job.

Table C04M.
Table CO4N.
Table C040.
Table C04P.
Table C04Q.

Views on gender roles: what most woneatly want is a home and children.
Views on gender roles: being a hougewijust as fulfilling as working for pay.
Views on gender roles: having a jabesbest way for a woman to be independent.
Views on gender roles: most women t@werk to support their families.

Views on gender roles: in their jobneo are less ambitious than men.

Table C05. Organisation of income in respondeantslf.
Table C06. Division of household work in resportdgamily.

Table CO7A.
Table CO7B.
Table CO7C.
Table CO7D.
Table CO7E.
Table CO7F.
Table CO8A.
Table C08B.
Table CO9A.
Table C09B.
Table C09C.
Table C09D.
Table CO9E.
Table CO9F.
Table C09G.
Table CO9H.

Views on decision-making in househdietisions related to food and meals.
Views on decision-making in househdktisions related to personal shopping.
Views on decision-making in househdktisions related to house, furniture etc.
Views on decision-making in househdktisions related to car.

Views on decision-making in househdé&tisions related to holidays.

Views on decision-making in househdétisions related to savings.

Ideal choice for combining work andguahood for men.

Ideal choice for combining work andgméhood for women.

Government policies: promote bettbrgpportunities for women.

Government policies: facilitate wonteriocus on home and children.
Government policies: promote equalfpagqual work for women and men.
Government policies: rely fully onfaelgulation in the labour market.
Government policies: promote femal&i@pation in politics.

Government policies: rely fully on ttieice of electorate.

Government policies: promote femaléi@pation in technical occupations.
Government policies: promote jobsipaldrly suited for women.

Table C09I. Government policies: promote femaleigigation in top management.
Table C09J. Government policies: encourage equisiah of household tasks.

Table CO9K.

Government policies: encourage fathpamicipation in childcare.

Table CO9L. Government policies: introduce seactdsses for girls and boys.

Table CO9M.
Table CO9N.
Table C090.
Table C0O9P.
Table C09Q.
Table CO9R.
Table C09S.

Government policies: promote the systé domestic education.

Government policies: give preferermceén when good jobs are in short supply.
Government policies: ensure sufficeahdries for men to allow women to stay at home.
Government policies: consider homengggeriods in pension formula.

Government policies: retain lowerrestient age for women.

Government policies: give preferemc&dmen returning from child care leave.
Government policies: facilitate wortekeep their family names in marriage.

Table C10. Government policies related to gendeakty: priority of measures.
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Table C11.
Table C12.
Table C13.
Table C14.
Table C15.
Table C16.
Table C17.
Table DO1.
Table DO2.
Table DO3.
Table DO4A.
Table D04B.
Table D0O4C.
Table D04D.
Table DO4E.
Table DO4F.
Table D0O4G.
Table DO4H.

Preferred duration of parental leawé will compensation.

Preferred duration of guaranteed retuprevious job after childbirth.

Government policies related to gendernhkty: preferred timeframe.

Government policies related to recaatn of work and parenthood: preferred timeframe.
Government policies related to gendarkty: assessment of efficiency.

Government policies related to recaatadn of work and motherhood: efficiency.
Government policies related to recaatin of work and fatherhood: efficiency.

Proportion of older population: respamidestimate.

Change in the proportion of older papah: respondent estimate.

Attitude towards the increase in tht@pprtion of older population.

Views on the elderly: with their grexiperience, the aged are still socially useful.
Views on the elderly: young people lesamn a lot from older persons.

Views on the elderly: the aged ar@rgrortant resource for emotional support.
Views on the elderly: grandparentsehaav important role in rising grandchildren.
Views on the elderly: the aged mamthe continuity of society.

Views on the elderly: society showddsider the rights of the aged.

Views on the elderly: society showdsider the problems of the aged.

Views on the elderly: the aged areraén to society.

Table DO4I. Views on the elderly: the aged takeyvesources from society.
Table DO4J. Views on the elderly: the aged arelzstacle to change.

Table D0O4K.

Views on the elderly: the aged couwlcus on their interests after retirement.

Table DO4L. Views on the elderly: the aged couddvdluntary community work after retirement.

Table DO4M.
Table DO4N.
Table D040O.
Table D0O4P.
Table D04Q.
Table DO4R.
Table D04S.
Table DO4T.
Table D0O4U.
Table DO5A.
Table DO5B.
Table DO5C.
Table DO5D.
Table DO5SE.
Table DO5F.
Table DO5G.
Table DO5H.

Views on the elderly: society showlle primary care of the aged.

Views on the elderly: children shoptanarily take care of the aged.

Views on the elderly: it is not thek®f children to take care for their aged parents.
Views on the elderly: it is also aydeftrelatives to take care of the aged.

Views on the elderly: aged parenthtauld live with their children.

Views on the elderly: if a parent waseed, | would ask them to live with me.
Views on the elderly: with young cheld, one should not also have to care for parents
Views on the elderly: the aged shdivklin old people's homes only when no family.
Views on the elderly: the aged shdiuklin old people's home.

Caregiving to the elderly could berested to spouse/partner.

Caregiving to the elderly could berestied to children.

Caregiving to the elderly could beested to other relatives.

Caregiving to the elderly could berasiied to friends or neighbours.

Caregiving to the elderly could bawested to public organisations.

Caregiving to the elderly could beested to local government organisations.
Caregiving to the elderly could bawested to voluntary or solidarity organisations.
Caregiving to the elderly could berasiied to church organisations.

Table DO5I. Caregiving to the elderly could berested to paid persons and private organisations.
Table D06. Preferred living arrangement for olé aghen one is not to manage alone at home.
Table DO7. Preferred age of retirement.

Table DO8A.
Table D0O8B.
Table DO9A.
Table D0O9B.
Table D10A.
Table D10B.
Table D10C.
Table D10D.
Table D10OE.
Table D11A.
Table D11B.

Expected actual retirement age.

Actual retirement age for those wheehalready retired.

Participation in the second tier ofigien system.

Participation in the third tier of gén system.

Changes of lifestyle at retirementssmg job duties.

Changes of lifestyle at retiremenpenencing the reduction of income.
Changes of lifestyle at retiremensginig the feeling of usefuleness.
Changes of lifestyle at retiremenissinig contacts with co-workers.
Changes of lifestyle at retiremensgimg contacts with customers and business partners
Government policies: make it possiblethe elderly to work after retirement.
Government policies: develop a systémoluntary work for the elderly.
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Table D11C.
Table D11D.
Table D11E.
Table D11F.
Table D11G.
Table D11H.

Table D111.
Table D11J.
Table D11K

Table D11L.

Government policies: increase therdmrtion of elderly for using health services.
Government policies: guarantee thdatéity of health services fully by the governmen
Government policies: legalise euthi@nas
Government policies: increase the rarmobplaces where elderly can socialise.
Government policies: overcome architet barriers to the mobility of elderly.
Government policies: develop speadlisealth services for the elderly.
Government policies: develop home sareices.
Government policies: increase the murabinstitutions for the elderly.

. Government policies: introduce regola which would allow family caregiving.

Government policies: index pensionading to inflation.

Table D11M. Government policies: introduce a bevagystem of facilities for the elderly.

Table D11N
Table D110
Table D11P
Table D12.

Table D13A.
Table D13B.
Table D13C.
Table D13D.
Table D13E.
Table D13F.

Table D14.
Table D15.
Table D16.
Table D17.
Table D18.
Table D19.
Table D20.
Table D21.
Table D22.
Table EO1.
Table EO2.
Table EOA4.

Table EO5A.
Table EO5B.
Table EO5C.
Table EO5D.
Table EO5E.
Table EO5F.
Table EO5G.
Table EO5H.
Table EOGA.
Table EO6B.
Table EO6C.
Table EO6D.
Table EOGE.
Table EO6E.
Table EO6F.
Table EO7A.
Table EO7B.
Table EO7C.
Table EO7D.
Table EO7E.

. Government policies: develop secordithind tier of pension system.
. Government policies: concentrate\adilable resources to general pension scheme.

. Government policies: give prioritythe elderly over other population groups.

Government policies related to the ryderiority of measures.

Acceptance of pension reform: raigertétirement age.

Acceptance of pension reform: raigeddor pension fund.

Acceptance of pension reform: lowerspen benefits.

Acceptance of pension reform: foreedhildren to support their parents economically.
Acceptance of pension reform: abghistileged pension schemes.

Acceptance of pension reform: makeagiel pension dependent on number of children.
Acceptance of pension reform: priootyneasures.

Justification of privileged pension &ctes.

Government policies: transition fronrkvto retirement.

Preferred scheme of work for retirecspes.

Preferred amount of old-age pension.

Government policies related to pensmreme: preferred timeframe.

Government policies related to pensmreme: assessment of efficiency.
Government policies related to headite system: assessment of efficiency.
Government policies related to pensmreme: assessment of efficiency.

Proportion of foreign-origin populationEstonia: respondent estimate.

Change in the proportion of foreigrgioripopulation in Estonia: respondent estimate.
Attitude towards the proportion of fgreorigin population in Estonia.

Views: the presence of foreignersoisifpve, it allows cultural exchange.

Views: foreigners are necessary tthdavork native people no longer want to do.
Views: increase of foreigners favabesspread of crime and terrorism.

Views: foreigners take away jobs froative population.

Views: too many foreigners endangeffuture of native population.

Views: Estonia belongs to native pafoh and there is no room for foreigners.
Views: foreigners should learn Estolégéguage and get used to our customs.
Views: children of foreigners shoutiggad school in the same classroom as natives.
Experiences with subgroups of foreagigin population in Estonia: Russians.
Experiences with subgroups of foreggin population in Estonia: Ukrainians.
Experiences with subgroups of for@iggin population in Estonia: Belorussians.
Experiences with subgroups of foraggin population in Estonia: Finns.
Experiences with subgroups of for@iggin population in Estonia: Latvians.
Experiences with subgroups of for@ggin population in Estonia: Tatars.
Experiences with subgroups of forgiggin population in Estonia: Jews.

Attitude towards neighbouring courgrieithuania.

Attitude towards neighbouring courgtrieatvia.

Attitude towards neighbouring coustrigoland.

Attitude towards neighbouring courstridweden.

Attitude towards neighbouring coustri@ermany.
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Table EO7F.

Attitude towards neighbouring coustriginland.

Table EO7G. Attitude towards neighbouring coumstriRussia.

Table EO8.
Table E09.

Table E10A.
Table E10B.
Table E10C.
Table E10D.
Table E10E.
Table E10F.
Table E10G.
Table E10H.

Table E10LI.

Table E10J.

Table E10K

Table E10L.
Table E10M.

Table E10N

Table E100.

Table E10P

Table E10S
Table E10T
Table E10U
Table E10V
Table E11.
Table E12.
Table E13.
Table FO1.
Table FO2.
Table FO3.
Table F0O4.
Table FO5.

Table FO6A.
Table FO6B.
Table FO7A.
Table FO7B.

Table TO1.
Table TO2.
Table TO3.
Table TO4A
Table TO4B
Table TO5.
Table TO6.
Table TO7.
Table TO8.
Table T09.
Table T10.
Table T11.
Table T12.
Table T13.
Table T14.

. Government policies:
Table E10Q.
Table E10R.
. Government policies:

. Government policies:

Implications of ethnic multiculturaligmthe future of Estonia.
Attitude towards the marriage betwespondents child and immigrant.

Government policies: should be grawtgdenship irrespective of knowledge of Estonian.
Government policies: after 5 yearsukhhave the right to vote in national elections.
Government policies: after 5 yearsukhhave the right to vote in local elections.
Government policies: after 5 yearsughhave the right to become elected in Riigikogu.
Government policies: after 5 yearsukhhave the right to be elected in local govemime
Government policies: support those want to return.

Government policies: expel all illeglbm the country.

Government policies: grant citizenghipntegrated foreigners as quickly as possible.
Government policies: impose large bnecompanies which employ illegals.
Government policies: give general atyrte all illegal migrants from time to time.

. Government policies: give foreignessial guarantees equal to native population.

Government policies: introduce a quytem to ensure equal representation of foresgner
Government policies: exempt relatioeBreigners from any immigration restrictions.
: promote the irgggn of foreigners.
- return foreigveine are not interested in integration.
promote immigrabecause population number is decreasing.
: restrict land emghip to citizens exclusively.
: ensure foreigadtgation in their own language.
ensure foreigmndiseducation in official state language.
Government policies: apply immigrateurota.
. Government policies: immigration slloubt be restricted at all.
promote Estorsation of foreign names.
Government policies related to immigratpriority of measures.
Government policies related to immigratpreferred timeframe.
Government policies related to immigratassessment of efficiency.
Priority area of population-relatediggeb when resources are limited.
Concerns about privacy of individuald data protection.
Reliability of population informatioengus privacy of individuals: which is given a pitip.
Reliability of population informatiom Estonia: assessment.
Preferred dynamics of population nuni&stonia.
Participation in local elections ir020
Participation in national election2003.
Change in political preference betw®@99 and 2002 local elections.
Change in political preference betwEa®0 and 2003 national elections.
Gender.
Marital status.
Number of children.

. Government policies
Government policies

Government policies
Government policies

. Timing of first birth.
. Timing of second birth.

Number of household members.
Household composition.

Main source of household income.
Monthly per capita net household income
Locus of control.

Birth cohort.

Place of birth (county).

Duration of residence.

Ethnic affiliation.

Number of siblings.
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Table T15.

Level of education.

Table T16A. Number of weekly working hours.

Table T16.
Table T17.
Table T19.
Table T20.
Table T21.

Main activity.

Previous work experience of those aiilyanot employed.
Religious affiliation.

Confession.

Church affiliation.
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