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uvoD

Publikéacia ,EU SILC 2016 - Indikétory chudoby
asocialneho  vyluéenia® poskytuje prehlfad o
zakladnych indikatoroch  chudoby a sociélneho
vyli¢enia, pre ktoré je zdrojom dat vyberové
Statistické  zistovanie EU SILC 2016 (UDB
27/04/2017).

Uz od roku 2005 Statisticky trad Slovenskej
republiky realizuje na Slovensku vyberové zistovanie
o prijmoch a Zvotnych podmienkach domacnosti
(EU SILC). Ide o harmonizované zistovanie ¢lenskych
Statov EU, ktorého Ulohou je zabezpelit produkciu
pravidelnych, ~ v€asnych  akvalitnych  Udajov
o prijmoch, chudobe a socialnom vyliéeni. Zistovanie
EU SILC sa stalo zdrojovou zakladriou pre analyzy
Zivotnej urovne obyvatelstva, ako ipre koncepéné
zamery a  prijimanie  opatreni  smerujucich
k zvySovaniu kvality Zivota obCanov SR. Indikatory
chudoby a socialneho vyli¢enia prezentované v tejto
publikdcii su jednym zhlavnych vystupov z tohto
zistovania. Dokumentuju Uroven a Struktiru chudoby
na narodnej Urovni azaroveldl su podkladom pre
analyzy o chudobe a socialnom vylu€eni v ramci
krajin Eurdpskej unie. Na nérodnej drovni nam
zistené Udaje umoZiuju sledovat chudobu a socialne
vyluCenie zviacerych aspektov a dimenzii -
z hladiska vyvoja chudoby v ¢ase, z hladiska zloZenia
doméacnosti, ale aj zhladiska zdravia, vzdelania
a pod.

Prva kapitola publikacie je zamerand na
pribliZzenie konceptu chudoby a socialneho vyliéenia.
Jej suCastou su aj definicie celkového hrubého,
disponibilného a ekvivalentného prijmu domacnosti
a definicia veku osob.

Druha kapitola je ¢lenenda na niekofko
podkapitol, v ktorych su analyzované jednotlivé
vybrané indikatory chudoby a sociélneho vylucenia
v roznych ¢leneniach. Pre komplexnejSie pochopenie
dopadov chudoby a socidlneho vyli¢enia sU
indikatory doplnené o analyzu prijmovych nerovnosti
a materidlnej  deprivacie (pocit nedostatoéného
uspokojenia potrieb doméacnosti a jej €lenov).

Tretia kapitola publikacie struéne popisuje
hlavné ciele stratégie Eurdpa 2020, ktoré urcuju smer
vjvoja hospodarstva EU do roku 2020. Napifianie
tychto ciefov sa  monitoruje  prostrednictom
meratefnych ukazovatelov (indikatorov). Jeden zo

INTRODUCTION

Publication ,EU SILC 2016 — Poverty Indicators
and Social Exclusion“ provides summary on basic
indicators of poverty and social exclusion, for which
the sample statistical survey EU SILC 2016 (UDB
27/04/2017) is data source.

Since 2005, the Statistical Office of the Slovak
Republic has carried out sample survey on income
and living conditions of households (EU SILC) in
Slovakia. It is harmonized survey within EU Member
States with the goal to ensure production of regular,
timely and high quality data on income, poverty and
social exclusion. EU SILC survey has become basic
source for analyses of living standards of population
and also for conceptual plans and taking measures
towards improving quality of life of Slovak population.
Poverty and social exclusion indicators presented in
this publication are one of the main outputs from
mentioned survey. They document level and structure
of poverty at the national level and they are the basis
for the analysis of poverty and social exclusion within
the EU countries at the same time. At the national
level, the collected data allow us to monitor poverty
and social exclusion from many aspects and
dimensions - in terms of the development of poverty
over time, in terms of household structure, but also in
terms of health, education, etc.

The first chapter of publication is aimed at
introduction to concept of poverty and social exclusion.
Definitions of total gross, disposable and equivalised
household income and definition of age of persons are
also its part.

The second chapter is divided into several
subheads, in which individual selected indicators of
poverty and social exclusion are analyzed in various
breakdowns. For more complex comprehension of
impacts of poverty and social exclusion, indicators are
supplemented by analysis of income inequalities and
material deprivation (feeling of inadequate satisfaction
of household and household members” needs).

The third chapter briefly describes main targets of
the Europe 2020 Strategy, which determine the trend
of economic development by 2020. Meeting these
targets is monitoring through measurable indicators.
One of these strategic targets relates directly to



strategickych ciefov sa tyka priamo problematiky
chudoby ana meranie tohto ciefla bol zavedeny
agregovany  indikdtor  chudoby  a socialneho
vyluCenia. A prave v podkapitole 3.1 s analyzované
vysledky uvedeného indikatora na zaklade udajov zo
zistovania EU SILC 2016.

poverty issue and for measuring this target there was
established aggregate indicator of poverty and social
exclusion. And just in subchapter 3.1 are analyzed the
results of mentioned indicator based on data from EU
SILC 2016.



1. Chudoba a meranie chudoby

Chudoba asocidlne vyluenie st javy
mnohodimenzionalne. Tak ako neexistuje jedina,
alebo spravna definicia chudoby, neexistuje ani jediny
vSeobecne prijaty spdsob jej merania. Kazdé meranie
chudoby znamena, ze meriame len urcity koncept
chudoby.

Existuje viacero konceptov chudoby, ktoré su
zatriedené podla mnozstva kritérii, pricom sa tieto
triedenia vzajomne prekryvaju. Rozliduju sa napriklad
dvojice kategdrii konceptov chudoby, ako su:
absolutny a relativny, priamy a nepriamy, objektivny
a subjektivny  koncept.  Vtejto  publikdci sa
zameriame na analyzu medzinarodne definovanych
a porovnatelnych indikatorov chudoby a socialneho
vyluCenia, ktoré  vychadzaju  z ekvivalentného
disponibilného prijmu domacnosti zadefinovaného
vzistovani EU SILC. Tieto indikatory merajl
nasledujuce koncepty chudoby:

- relativny koncept - relativna miera chudoby
vychadza zhodnotenia (porovnania) prijmov k
uréitej strednej hodnote, vnaSom pripade k
narodnej hranici chudoby,

- nepriamy koncept - meranie chudoby sa realizuje
prostrednictvom disponibilného prijmu domacnosti,
priCom sa neberl do Uvahy vydavky domacnosti,

- objektivny koncept - hranica chudoby sa
nestanovuje subjektivne na zaklade skisenosti
a odpovedi jednotlivych ¢lenov domacnosti, ale sa
stanovuje na zaklade nezavislych a objektivne
vybranych kritérii.

Obdobie, za ktoré sa zistuju prijmy pouzivané
pri vypoéte indikatorov (prijmové referencné obdobie),
je kalendarny rok predchadzajlci roku zistovania, t. j.
pre zistovanie EU SILC 2016 predstavovalo prijmové
referen¢né obdobie kalendarny rok 2015.

Celkovy hruby prijem domdcnosti, definovany
v zistovani EU SILC, zahffia prijem vSetkych ¢lenov
domacnosti a zloZky prijmu, ktoré boli sledované na
Urovni domacnosti. Obsahuije: prijem zo zamestnania
(hruby pefiaZzny prijem zo zamestnania a jemu blizky
prijem), prijem z vyuzivania sluzobného auta, hrubé
pefiazné zisky alebo straty zo samostatne zarobkovej
¢innosti  (vratane honorarov), prijem z majetku
(prijem z prenajmu majetku alebo pozemku a uroky,
dividendy, zisk zkapitdlovych investicii do
neregistrovaného podniku), beZne prijaté transfery
ako sU sociélne davky (rodinné davky a prispevky
vyplacané rodinam s detmi, prispevky na byvanie,
podpora v nezamestnanosti, starobné davky, davky

1. Poverty and mesurement of poverty

Poverty  and  social exclusion are
multidimensional phenomena. As not the only one or
right definition of poverty exists, nor the only one
generally approved method for measurement of
poverty exists. Each measurement of poverty means
that we measure only some poverty concept .

Various poverty concepts exist, which are
grouped according to many criteria, where these
groups overlap each other. There can be distinguished
for example couples of categories of poverty concepts
such as: absolute and relative, direct and indirect,
objective and subjective concept. In this publication we
aim at analysis of internationally defined and
comparable indicators of poverty and social exclusion,
which are based on equivalised disposable household
incomes defined for EU SILC survey. These indicators
measure following poverty concepts:

- relative concept - relative at-risk-of-poverty rate is
based on evaluation (comparision) of incomes to
relevant mean value, in our case to national poverty
threshold,

- indirect concept - measurement of poverty is
realized through disposable household incomes,
where household expenditures are not taken into
account,

- objective concept - poverty threshold is not set up
subjectively on the base of experience and
responses of individual household members, but is
done on the basis of independent and objectively
selected criteria.

Period, which is used for incomes in calculation
of indicators (income reference period) is calendar
year preceding the year of the survey, i.e for EU SILC
2016 income reference period was calendar year
2015.

Total gross household income, defined in EU
SILC survey, includes gross personal income
components for all household members and gross
income components observed at household level. It
comprises of: employee income (gross employee cash
or near cash income), benefit from using company car,
gross cash benefits or losses from self-employment
(including royalties), income from property (income
from rental of a property or land and profit from capital
investments in unincorporated business), regular
transfers received, such as social benefits
(family/children  related  allowances,  housing
allowances, unemployment benefits, old-age benefits,
survivor' benefits, sickness benefits, disability benefits,



pre pozostalych, nemocenské davky, davky
v invalidite, socialne vyliCenie inde neklasifikované),
prispevky na vzdelanie, prijem osdb mladSich ako 16
rokov a pravidelné prijaté penazné transfery medzi
doméacnostami.

Celkovy disponibilny priiem domdcnosti je
definovany ako hruby prijem doméacnosti, od ktorého
su odpocitané pravidelné dane z majetku, pravidelne
platené ftransfery medzi domacnostami (napr.
vyzivné, pravidelnd pedaznd pomoc  inym
domacnostiam) a dane zprijmu a prispevky na
socialne poistenie.

Ekvivalentny disponibilny prijem domacnosti je
disponibilny prijem domacnosti vydeleny
ekvivalentnou velkostou domacnosti. Pre vypoCet
ekvivalentnej velkosti doméacnosti sa v zistovani EU
SILC poziva tzv. modifikovana OECD $kala, na
zaklade ktorej je kazdému prvému dospelému Elenovi
domécnosti priradeny koeficient 1, kazdému druhému
a dalSiemu dospelému ¢&lenovi domacnosti a 14-
roénym a star§im osobam koeficient 0,5 a kazdému
dietatu mladSiemu ako 14 rokov koeficient 0,3. Takto
vypocitany  ekvivalentny  disponibilny  prijem
doméacnosti je nasledne priradeny kazdej osobe
v rdmci domacnosti.

Vek os6b je definovany ako vek, ktory osoba
dosiahla ku koncu prijmového referenéného obdobia.
Pre zistovanie EU SILC 2016 je to k 31. decembru
2015.

social exclusion not elsewhere classified), education-
related allowances, income received by people aged
under 16 years old and regular inter-household cash
transfers received.

Total disposable household income is defined as
gross household income minus regular taxes on
wealth, regular inter-household cash transfer paid (e.g.
alimonies, regular cash support to other households)
and tax on income and social insurance contributions.

Equivalised disposable household income is
disposable household income divided by equivalised
household size. For calculation of equivalised
household size, modified OECD scale is used in EU
SILC survey, on the base of which coefficient 1 is
assigned to each first adult household member,
coefficient 0.5 to each second and other aduld
household member and 14 years old and over
persons and coefficent 0.3 to each child below 14
years. This calculated equivalised disposable
household income is then assigned to each person
within household.

Age of persons is defined as the age reached by
person at the end of income reference period. For EU
SILC 2016 it is up to December 31-st 2015.



2. Vybrané indikatory chudoby a socialneho
vyliéenia zaloZzené na prierezovej zlozke
EU SILC 2016

2.1 Hranica ilustrativne

hodnoty

rizika chudoby,

Hranica rizika chudoby je stanovena ako 60 %
medidnu narodného ekvivalentného disponibilného
prijmu. Hodnota hranice rizika chudoby sa uvadza
v PPS (parita kupnej sily)' a vEUR. Hodnota je
vyjadrena za nasledovné ilustrativne typy domacnosti:

- domacnost jednotlivca,
- domécnost dvoch dospelych s dvoma zavislymi
detmi vo veku do 14 rokov.

Pre Gcely indikatora je zavislé dieta definované ako:
- Clen domécnosti vo veku menej ako 18 rokov,
- Clen domécnosti vo veku 18 az 24 rokov, ktory je
ekonomicky neaktivny azije vdoméacnosti s
aspofi jednym rodicom.

2. Selected indicators of poverty and
social exclusion based on cross-
sectional component of EU SILC 2016

2.1 At-risk-of-poverty threshold, illustrative
values

The at-risk-of poverty threshold is set at 60 % of
the national median equivalised disposable income.
The value of the at-risk-of-poverty threshold is
expressed in PPS (purchasing power standards)! and
in EUR. The value is expessed for following illustrative
household types:

- single person household,

- household with 2 adults with two dependent

children under 14 years old.
For purposes of this indicator, dependent child is
defined as:

- household member aged less than18 years old,

- household member aged 18 to 24 years old,

who is economically inactive and living with at
least one parent.

Tab. 2.1 Hranica rizika chudoby (ilustrativne hodnoty) EU SILC 2016 - ro¢na suma
At-risk-of- poverty threshold (illustrative values) EU SILC 2016 - annual amount

Domacnost’ jednotlivca

Hranica rizika chudoby Single person household

Domacnost 2 dospelych
s 2 detmi do 14 rokov

2 adults household, 2 | At.risk-of-poverty threshold

children aged under 14
PPS Eur PPS Eur
Celkova roéna suma 6 266 417 13158 8758 | Total annual amount
Celkova rocné hranica rizika chudoby vypocitana Total annual  at-risk-of-poverty  threshold

zEU SILC 2016 bola pre jednolennu domacnost
4 171 Eur, ¢o predstavuje sumu priblizne 348 Eur na
mesiac. Medziroény narast samotnej hranice chudoby
pre tento typ domacnosti predstavoval priblizne len 1
Euro na mesiac. Pre domacnost 2 dospelych s2

calculated from EU SILC 2016 was in the case of
single person household 4 171 Eur, what means the
sum nearly 348 Eur per month. Year-to-year increase
of at-risk-of-poverty threshold was approximately only
1 Euro per month. For household comprised of 2

' Parita kupnej sily predstavuje menové prepocitavacie koeficienty, pomocou ktorych sa hospodarske ukazovatele vyjadrené v narodnych
menach konvertuji na umelo vytvorend spoloni menovu jednotku nazyvanu ako Standard kupnej sily (PPS), ktory eliminuje efekty
rozdielnej cenovej Urovne medzi krajinami. Parita kipnej sily sa vypocitava na zaklade cien a objemov predaja tovarov, ktoré st vzajomne
porovnatelné a reprezentativne pre krajiny zahrnuté do porovnania. Z&kladom pre vypocet je Eurdpsky porovnévaci program (ECP), na
ktorom sa zu&astfiuj(i narodné $tatistické drady vratane SU SR.

Purchasing power parity represents currency conversion rates that convert economic indicators expressed in national currencies to
a common currency standard named purchasing power standard (PPS), which eliminates effects of different price levels among countries.
Purchasing power parity is calculated on the base of prices and volume of sale of goods, which are comparable each other and
representative for countries concerned in comparison. Basis for calculation is European Comparison Programme (ECP), where national
statistical offices including the Statistical Office of Slovak Republic take part in.



detmi do 14 rokov bola celkova roéna hodnota hranice
rizika chudoby na Urovni 8 758 Eur, Co pre tento typ
domacnosti predstavovalo priemerne 730 Eur na
mesiac. V porovnani s predchadzajicim rokom ilo o
narast 0,3 % (v absolUtnom vyjadreni priblizne 2 Eura
na mesiac).

2.2 Miera rizika chudoby po socialnych
transferoch

Miera rizika chudoby predstavuje podiel o0sdb
(vpercentach)  vcelkovej  populécii,  ktorych
ekvivalentny disponibilny prijem sa nachadza pod
hranicou rizika chudoby (60 % medidnu narodného
ekvivalentného disponibilného prijmu).

Indikator miera rizika chudoby po socialnych
transferoch  ovplyviiuje mnoZstvo faktorov. Za
najvyznamnejSie faktory mdzeme vo vSeobecnosti
povaZzovat regionalne hladisko, vek, pohlavie, typ
domécnosti,  pracovna intenzita  domécnosti,
najCastejSi status ekonomickej aktivity, vlastnicky
vztah k obydliu. V tejto Easti sa zameriame na analyzu
miery rizika chudoby podla vSetkych vySSie
spominanych faktorov.

Podfa EU SILC 2016 bolo rizikom chudoby
ohrozenych 12,7 % obyvatelov Slovenska (priblizne
670 tisic osdb). V porovnani s predchédzajicim rokom
doslo k miernemu nérastu - 0 0,4 percentualne body
(p.b.). Ale a naprieck tomu,  vysledky
z predchadzajucich poukazuju na pozitivny trend vo
vyvoji chudoby na Slovensku.

Je zname, Ze Slovensko sa dihodobo zaraduje
medzi krajiny s vyraznymi hospodarskymi a socialnymi
rozdielmi medzi regionmi. Nerovnomernost medzi
jednotlivymi  krajmi Slovenska suvisi predovSetkym
s roznym ekonomickym rozvojom regidnov. Problémy
chudobnejSich  krajov sa prehlbuju aj v désledku
nedostatoCne rozvinutej infrastruktary, slabej dopravne;
siete, menej sa rozvijajuceho podnikatelského
prostredia anizSej vzdelanostnej Urovne Casti
obyvatelstva.

Tieto regionélne disparity medzi jednotlivymi
krajmi mdzeme sledovat aj v miere rizika chudoby po
socialnych transferoch. V predchadzajucich rokoch
bola najvySSia chudoba v PreSovskom kraji. Ak
zohfadnime narodn hranicu rizika chudoby méZzeme
jednotlivé kraje z hfadiska vySky miery rizika chudoby
rozdelit do 3 skupin. Najvy3Sia miera rizika chudoby
bola zaznamenana v PreSovskom a Banskobystrickom

adults with 2 children aged under 14 years old, total
annual amount of at-risk-of-poverty threshold was 8
758 Eur, what for this type of household meant 730
Eur per month in average. Compared to previous year
it was increase by 0.3 % (in absolute values
approximately 2 Eur per month).

2.2 At-risk-of-poverty rate after social transfers

The at-risk-of poverty rate is defined as the
percentage of persons in the total population with an
equivalised disposable income below the at-risk-of-
poverty threshold (60 % of the national median
equivalised disposable income).

Indicator the at-risk-of poverty rate after social
transfers is influenced by many factors. Generally as
the most important factors we can consider regional
aspect, age, gender, household type, the most
frequent activity status, accommodation tenure status.
In this part of publication we will aim at analysis of at-
risk-of-poverty rate by all factors mentioned above.

According to EU SILC 2016 there were 12.7 % of
population in Slovakia at-risk-of-poverty (more than
670 thousand persons). In comparison with the
previous year, there was a slight decrease - by 0.4
percentage point (pp). But nevertheless, results from
previous years pointed out positive trends in the
development of poverty in Slovakia.

It is known, that Slovakia has long been one of
the countries with significant economic and social
disparities between regions. Irregularity between
individual regions of Slovakia is mainly due to with
different economic development of regions. Problems
of the poorer regions has deepened as a result of
insufficiently developed infrastructure, poor transport
network, less evolving business environment and
lower educational level of the population.

These regional disparities between regions can
be seen also within the at-risk-of-poverty rate after
social transfers. In the previous years the highest
poverty was in the region of PreSov, If we taking into
account the national poverty line we can divide
individual regions into 3 groups in terms of level of the
at-risk-of-poverty rate. The highest at-risk-of-poverty
rate was recorded in the regions of PreSov and

10



kraji (18,6 % a 15,3 %). Druht skupinu tvoria KoSicky,
Zilinsky a Nitriansky kraj, kde je miera rizika chudoby
mierne vySSia ako je na urovni SR. Najmenej
ohrozenym krajom zhladiska chudoby nadale;
zostéva Bratislavsky kraj, kde miera rizika chudoby
bola na urovni 5,4 %. Pod celoslovenskym priemerom
sa nachadzal aj Trnavsky a TrenCiansky kraj (9,0 %
a 7,8 %). Zhladiska medzirotného porovnania miera
rizika chudoby vzrastla u vSetkych krajov s vynimkou
TrenCianskeho, Banskobystrického a Bratislavského
kraja, kde doSlo k poklesu. Najvacsi pokles miery
rizika chudoby bol v Bratislavskom kraji (1,9 p.b.).

Banska Bystrica (18.6 % and 15.3 %). The second
group is represented by regions Kosice, Zilina and
Nitra, where the poverty rate is slightly higher than is
on the level of SR. The region of Bratislava remains at
least vulnerable region in terms of poverty, where at-
risk-of-poverty rate was at level 5.4 %. Regions of
Trnava and Trencin (9.0 % and 7.8 %) was also below
average value expressed for the whole Slovakia. In
terms of year on year comparison at-risk-of-poverty
rate increased in all regions excluding the regions of
Trenéin, Banska Bystrica and Bratislava where there
was adecrease. The largest decrease at-risk-of-
poverty rate was in the region of Bratislava (1.9 pp).

Tab. 2.2.1 Celkova miera rizika chudoby po socialnych transferoch v éleneni podla krajov
At-risk-of- poverty rate after social transfers total and in breakdown by regions

v % in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate

SR 12,7 SR

Bratislavsky kraj 54 Region of Bratislava

Trnavsky kraj 9,0 Region of Trnava

Trenciansky kraj 78 Region of Trencin

Nitriansky kraj 14,6 Region of Nitra

Zilinsky kraj 14,1 Region of Zilina

Banskobystricky kraj 15,3 Region of Banska Bystrica

PreSovsky kraj 18,6 Region of Presov

Kosicky kraj 13,8 Region of KoSice

Vek a pohlavie su faktory, ktoré mézu vyraznou
mierou vplyvat na mieru rizika chudoby.

Z hladiska pohlavia zostdva ohrozenie rizikom
chudoby priblizne na rovnakej urovni (podiel Zien
ohrozenych rizikom chudoby bol 0 0,1 p. b. vy8$i ako
u muzov). NajvyraznejSie sa rodova disparita prejavila
vo vekovej kategdrii 65 rocni a starsi. V tejto vekovej
skupine boli Zeny 1,5-nasobne CastejSie vystavené
riziku chudoby ako muzi. TaktieZ vo vekove] kategorii
50-64 rocni sa prejavila aoproti minulému roku
vzrastla rodova disparita. Vroku 2016 bol
zaznamenany rozdiel medzi muzmi a Zenami - 02,9
p.b.

Z hladiska veku mo6zeme povedat, Ze deti sU viac
ohrozené rizikom chudoby ako dospelé a starSie
osoby. Osoby vo veku 0-17 rokov celkovo tvoria
najzranitelnejSiu vekovu skupinu. Ich miera rizika
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Age and gender are factors that can have
significantly influence on at-risk-of-poverty rate.

In terms of gender at-risk-of-poverty remains
approximately at the same level (percentage of women
at-risk-of-poverty was by 0.1 pp higher than in case of
men). Gender disparity was the most significant in age
group of 65 years old and over. In this age category
women were 1,5 fold more frequently exposed at-risk-
of-poverty than men. The gender disparity was showed
also in the age group of 50-64 years where it
increased compared to the last year. In 2016 there
was recorded the difference between men and women
- by 2.9 pp.

In terms of age we can say that children are more
at-risk-of-poverty than adult and elderly people.
Generally, persons aged 0-17 years represent the
most vulnerable age group. Their at-risk-of-poverty



chudoby bola na urovni 20,8 % abola odrazom
prijmovej situacie domacnosti, v ktorej dieta Zilo.

rate was at the level 20.8 % and was reflection of
income situation of households in which the child lived.

Tab. 2.2.2 Miera rizika chudoby po socialnych transferoch v éleneni podla vekovych skupin a pohlavia
At-risk-of-poverty rate after social transfers by selected age groups and by gender

v % in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate
Celkova populacia Total population
spolu 12,7 total
muzi 12,7 male
Zeny 12,8 female

Vekova skupina 0 — 17 roéni
spolu 20,8
Vekova skupina 18 - 24 roéni

spolu 14,8

muzi 11,2

Zeny 18,5
Vekova skupina 25 - 49 roéni

spolu 12,5

muzi 12,4

Zeny 12,6
Vekova skupina 50 - 64 ro¢ni

spolu 10,0

muzi 1,5

Zeny 8,6
Vekova skupina 65 rocni a starsi

spolu 57

muzi 43

Zeny 6,5

Deti boli dvojndsobne viac ohrozené rizikom
chudoby v porovnani so star§imi osobami z vekovej
skupiny 50-64 roéni a pri 65 roénych a starsich bol
tento rozdiel viac ako trojndsobny. Vo vdetkych
vekovych skupindch sme oproti minulému roku
zaznamenali mierny nérast miery rizika chudoby.
Vo vSeobecnosti mobZzeme vSak konStatovat, Ze
srasticim vekom podiel oséb ohrozenych rizikom
chudoby postupne klesa.

Dal$im z vyznamnych faktorov vplyvajicim na
mieru rizika chudoby je typ domacnosti.

V kategérii domacnosti bez zavislych deti boli
najviac ohrozenou skupinou jednoclenngd domacnost
pozostavajuca z osoby vo veku do 65 rokov (22,7 %).

Age group 0- 17 years old
total

Age group 18— 24 years old
fotal
male
female

Age group 25 - 49 years old
fotal
male
female

Age group 50 - 64 years old
total
male
female

Age group 65 years old and over
total
male
female

Children were twofold more at-risk-of-poverty
compared to the persons belonging to age group of 50
-64 years old and at persons age 65 years and over,
this difference was more than threefold. We recorded a
slight increase in at-risk-of-poverty rate in all age
groups compared to last year. However, in general we
can state, that the proportion of persons at- risk-of-
poverty has gradually decreased when getting older.

Other of very important factors, which influence
at-risk-of-poverty rate, is household typ.

In category of households without dependent
children, the most vulnerable group represented one
adult household aged under 65 (22.7 %). In the case



U jednoclennych doméacnosti boli CastejSie vystaveni
riziku chudoby muzi (21,9 %) ako zeny (12,2 %).

U domacnosti  bez zavislych  deti  vysledky zo
zistovania EU SILC 2016 poukazuju na skutoénost,
Ze na mieru rizika chudoby vyznamne vplyva pocet
Clenov domacnosti. Domécnost jednotlivca je vo
vSeobecnosti z pohladu disponibilnych prijmov ovela
zranitelnej§im  typom ako domacnosti, ktoré
pozostavaju z vysSieho poctu dospelych Elenov.

of one adult households, men (21.9 %) were more
often at-risk-of-poverty than women (12.2 %).

According to EU SILC 2016 results for households
without children point out that number of household
members has evident influence on at-risk-of-poverty
rate. One adult household is generally in term of
disposable incomes much more vulnerable household
type than households, which comprise of more than
one adult member.

Tab. 2.2.3 Miera rizika chudoby po socialnych transferoch v ¢leneni podla typu domacnosti
At-risk-of-poverty rate after social transfers by household type

v % in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate

SR 12,7 SR

Domacnost bez zavislych deti 7,2 Household without dependent children
Doméacnost jednotlivca vo veku < 65 rokov 22,7 One adult household aged < 65 years old
Domacnost jednotlivca vo veku 65 + 9,0 One adult household aged 65 +
Domécnost jednotlivca - muz 219 Single - male
Domaécnost jednotlivca - Zena 12,2 Single - female
Domécnost 2 dospelych, obaja vo veku < 65 rokov 8,1 2 adults household, both aged < 65 years old
\E):kmu %c5n is{ 2 dospelych, aspof jeden z nich vo 25 2adults household, at least oneaged 65 +

Domacnosti so zavislymi detmi 17,2 Households with dependent children
Domécnost 1 rodi¢a aspon s 1 zavislym dietatom 33,6 Single parent household with at least 1 child
Domécnost 2 dospelych s 1 zavislym dietatom 10,5 2 adults household with 1 dependent child
Domacnost 2 dospelych s 2 zavislymi detmi 14,8 2 adults household with 2 dependent children
Domécnost 2 dospelych s 3 + zavislymi detmi 34,8 2 adults household with 3+ dependent children

Z kategbrie domacnosti so zavislymi detmi su
z pohladu miery rizika chudoby najviac ohrozenou
skupinou domacnosti s dvoma dospelymi a s troma
aviac zavislymi detmi (34,8 %). DalSou rizikovou
skupinou su domacnosti jedného rodi€a s aspon
jednym zavislym dietatom, t. j. netpiné doméacnosti
(33,6 %). Mozeme konstatovat, Ze vy38i polet
zavislych deti vdoméacnosti arovnako absencia
dalSieho dospelého ¢&lena v pripade nelplnych
domacnosti vedie k tomu, Ze sa tieto typy domacnosti
CastejSie dostavaju do rizika chudoby.

Domacnosti so zavislymi detmi boli na Slovensku
celkovo viac vystavené riziku chudoby (17,2 %) ako
domacnosti bez zavislych deti (7,2 %) - takmer
dvojnasobne. Medzirotne miera chudoby vzrastla v
domacnostiach so zavislymi detmi o 1,5 p. b. a naopak
v domacnostiach bez zavislych deti klesla 0 0,7 p. b.

From category of households with dependent
children there are the most vulnerable household type
in term of at-risk-of-poverty rate households with two
adults and three and more dependent children (34.8
%). Other vulnerable group represents single parent
households with at least one dependent child, i.e.
incomplete households (33.6 %). We can say that
higher count of dependent children living in
households and also absence of other adult member in
the case of incomplete households leads to situation
that these household types are more often at-risk-of-
poverty.

In Slovakia, households with dependent children
were generally more at- risk- of- poverty (17.2 %) than
households without dependent children (7.2 %) -
nearly twofold. Poverty rate in households with
dependent children increased year-to-year by 1.5 pp
and  contrary in households without dependent
children decreased by 0.7 pp.
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Tab. 2.2.4 Miera rizika chudoby po socialnych transferoch v ¢leneni podla najcastejsieho statusu

ekonomickej aktivity a podla pohlavia (osoby vo veku 18 rokov a viac)

At-risk-of-poverty rate after social transfers by most frequent activity status and by gender (persons

aged 18 years old and over)

v % in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate
Pracujuci In work
spolu 6.5 total
muzi 6,9 male
Zeny 6,0 female
Nepracujuci Not at work
spolu 16,8 total
muzi 17,9 male
Zeny 16,0 female
z toho of which
nezamestnani unemployed
spolu 47,6 total
muzi 49,8 male
zeny 45,2 female
ddchodcovia retired
spolu 6,0 total
muzi 49 male
zeny 6,8 female
iné neaktivné osoby other inactive persons
spolu 19,8 total
muzi 17,4 male
Zeny 21,2 female
NajCastejSi status ekonomicke] aktivity je The most frequent activity status is defined as the

definovany ako status, ktory jednotlivec uviedol vo viac
ako polovici z celkového poctu mesiacov v prijmovom
referenénom obdobi. Uvedenie statusu ekonomickej
aktivity je postavené na principe samodefinovania
respondentom. V pripade, Ze urespondenta nastalo
niekolko aktivit vrovnakom mesiaci, uréenie
ekonomického statusu bolo stanovené na zéklade
kritéria ,,najviac strdveného &asu“. Osoby, ktorym
nemohol byt jednoznacne stanoveny naj¢astejsi status
ekonomickej aktivity, su privypocte indikatora
vylucené.

Vyznamnym faktorom v suvislosti s meranim
prijimovej chudoby je postavenie jednotlivca na trhu
prace. Osoby, ktoré s bez zamestnania, predstavuju
z tohto hladiska skupinu najviac ohrozenu chudobou.
Z vysledkov zistovania EU SILC 2016 vyplynulo, Ze
podla statusu ekonomickej aktivity boli nepracujice
osoby (16,8 %) 2,5-krat viac ohrozené rizikom
chudoby ako pracujuci (6,5 %).

Celkovo boli najviac ohrozenou skupinou
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status that individual declares himself to have
occupied for more than half the total number of months
in the income reference period. The activity status is
self-defined by respondent. In the case, if more than
one type of activities occurred in the same month,
defining the activity status was based on criterion ,,of
the most time spent”. Persons, for which it could not be
clearly defined the most frequent activity status, they
are excluded from calculation of indicator.

An important factor in relation to the
measurement of income poverty is the position of the
individual in the labor market. On this regard people
who are without employment, represent the group
most at risk of poverty. The results of the EU SILC
2016 indicated, that according to economic activity
status persons not at work (16.8 %) were 2.5 times
more at-risk-of-poverty than working persons (6.5 %).

In total, the most vulnerable group were



nezamestnané  osoby - 47,6 %. Oproti minulému
roku bol v tejto kategdrii zaznamenany rast- 0 2,1 p.b.
a taktiez vzrastol aj podiel inych neaktivnych osob -
atona 19,8 % (nérasto4,1p.b.).

Podfa vysledkov sa jednoznaéne potvrdilo, Ze
aktivna Uc€ast na trhu prace a socialna ochrana formou
poskytovania starobnych davok su faktory, ktoré
zohravaju déleZitd ulohu v boji proti chudobe, pretoze
pomahaju  konkrétnym  skupinam  obyvatelstva
neprepadnut’ hlbSie pod hranicu rizika chudoby.

Rodova disparita sa zo vSetkych statusov
ekonomickej aktivity najviac prejavila v kategorii
ddéchodcovia a nezamestnani. U déchodcov boli Zeny
1,4 nasobne CastejSie vystavené riziku chudoby ako
muzi. V kategorii nezamestnani - boli zase muzi
(49,8 %) CastejSie vystavené riziku chudoby ako Zeny
(45,2 %).

Najmensia rodova disparita sa prejavila v pripade
pracujucich, kde miera rizika chudoby pracujucich
muzov bola 0 0,9 p. b. vy8Sia ako miera rizika chudoby
pracujucich zien.

unemployed persons - 47.6 %. Compared to last
year a increase was indicated in this category - by 2.1
pp. and the share of other inactive persons also
increased - thatis to 19.8 % (increase by 4.1 pp).

According to results it was expressly proven that
active participation in labour market and social
protection in form of providing old-age benefits are
factors, which play very important role in fight against
poverty, because they help relevant groups of
population not to fall deeper below at-risk-of-poverty
threshold.

Gender disparity turned to be of all economic
activity statuses the most significant in category of
retired persons and unemployed. For retired persons,
women were 1.4 times often at risk of poverty
compared to men. In the category of unemployed -
were again men (49.8 %) often at-risk-of-poverty than
women (45.2 %).

The lowest gender disparity ocurred in the case
of working persons, where at risk of poverty rate of
men in work was by 0.9 pp higher than at risk of
poverty rate of working women.

Tab. 2.2.5 Miera rizika chudoby po socialnych transferoch v ¢leneni podla vilastnickeho vztahu k obydliu
a podla vybranych vekovych skupin a pohlavia
At-risk-of- poverty rate after social transfers by accomodation tenure status and by selected age

groups and by gender
v % in %
Vlastnik alebo ubytovanie .
Miera rizika chudoby @i ergﬁi‘:s;:fo i Na’j?c:rr,\tca At-risk-of-poverty rate
provided free
Celkova populécia Total population
spolu 12,0 19,7 Total
muzi 12,0 19,8 Male
Zeny 12,1 19,6 Female
Vekova skupina 0 — 17 ro¢ni Age group 0- 17 years old
spolu 19,3 30,5 Total
Vekova skupina 18 - 64 roéni Age group 18- 64 years old
spolu 1.5 16,3 Total
muzi 11,6 15,6 Male
Zeny 11,5 16,9 Female
Vekova skupina 65 ro¢ni a starsi Age group 65 years old and over
spolu 57 46 Total
muzi 43 6,6 Male
Zeny 6,6 3.8 Female
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Pre ucely indikatora sa vlastnicky vztah k obydliu
¢leni na dve nasledovné kategorie:
- vlastnik obydlia a ubytovanie poskytované
bezplatne,
- najomca.

Druha kategdria ,,ndjomca“ zahfiia najomnikov
a podndjomnikov  platiacich  pInd  trhova  vySku
najomného, ako ajnajomnikov a podnajomnikov,
ktorym bolo ubytovanie poskytované za cenu nizsiu
ako je trhova.

Podla vysledkov EU SILC 2016 boli na
Slovensku viac ohrozovani rizikom  chudoby
obyvatelia, ktori Ziju v prenajatom obydli (19,7 %) ako
obyvatelia, ktori boli vlastnikmi alebo mali ubytovanie
poskytovanom bezplatne (12,0 %). V porovnani
s predchadzajucim rokom sa situacia u vlastnikov
alebo o0sdb, ktorym bolo ubytovanie poskytované
zadarmo vyraznejSie nezmenila - podiel 0s6b
ohrozenych rizikom chudoby sa zvysil 00,6 p.b.
V pripade najomcov sa zase podiel os6b ohrozenych
rizikom chudoby znizil - 0 0,8 p.b.

Mierny pokles v miere rizika chudoby sme
zaznamenali vramci medziroéného  porovnania
u najomcov takmer vo vSetkych sledovanych vekovych
skupinach, okrem vekovej skupiny 65 rocni a starsi,
kde sa miera rizika chudoby zvysila o 1,1 p.b.

Pokles v miere rizika chudoby nastal oproti
predchadzajicemu roku u najomcov, ato vo
vekovej skupine 0-17 ro¢ni a 18-64 roéni (percento
ohrozenia rizikom chudoby sa znizilo 01,3 p.b. a 0,8
p.b.). Pri obyvateloch, ktori boli viastnikmi alebo mali
ubytovanie poskytované bezplatne bol v jednotlivych
vekovych kategériach zaznameny medziroény mierny
rast - vo vekovych skupinach 18-64 roéni 0 0,6 p.b. a
65 rotni astarsi o 0,1 p.b. (v tychto vekovych
kategdriach bol zaznamenany rast len umuzov a
u Zien len vo vekovej skupine 18-64 rocni).

Disparita v miere rizika chudoby podia
vlastnickeho vztahu k obydliu medzi Zenami a muzmi
sa zpohladu celkovej populacie  Slovenska
vyraznejSie neprejavila.

Zo vsetkych vybranych vekovych skupin sa
najvacsia disparita medzi muzmi a Zenami prejavila u
0s6b 65 ro¢nych a starSich. V roku 2016 bolo v tejto
vekovej skupine u vlastnikov, resp. u tych, ktorym bolo
obydlie poskytované bezplatne, vystavenych riziku
chudoby viac Zien ako muzov (0 2,3 p.b.).

For purposes of indicator, accommodation tenure

status is divided into two following categories:
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- owner or accommodation provided free,
- rent.

The second category ,,rent* includes tenants and
subtenants paying prevailing market rent but also
tenants and subtenants, when accommodation was
provided at reduced rate rent.

According to results from EU SILC 2016 in
Slovakia there were more at-risk-of-poverty that part of
population living in rented dwelling (19.7 %) than those
ones, who were owners of the dwelling or lived in
accommodation provided free (12.0 %). In comparison
with previous year, the situation concerning owners or
persons, whom were accommodation provided free,
was not significantly changed - the share of persons at-
risk-of-poverty increased by 0.6 pp. In the case of
tenants, the share of persons at-risk-of-poverty
decreased - by to 0.8 pp.

A year-to-year slight decrease of at-risk-of-
poverty rate was observed nearly in all of the surveyed
age groups of tenants, except for the age group of 65
years old and over, where the poverty rate increased
by to 1.1 pp.

Deecrease at-risk-of-poverty rate happened for
persons living in rented dwelling in age of group 0-17
years and 18-64 years old compared to previous year
(percentage of at-risk-of-poverty decrease by to 1.3
pp and by 0.8 pp). For residents who were owners or
had accommodation provided free, there was recorded
a slight year to year increase in different age groups -
in the age groups 18-64 years by 0.6 pp and 65 years
old and over by 0.1 pp (the increase was recorded
only for men and for women only in the age groups 18-
64 years old).

Disparity in  at-risk-of-poverty rate by
accommodation tenure status between women and
men was not in term of the whole population of
Slovakia so significant.

The largest disparity of all selected age groups
between men and women happened in the case of
persons aged 65 and over. In 2016 there were in this
age group in the case of owners or accommodation
provided free, more women at-risk-of-poverty than men

(by 2.3 pp).



2.3 Miera materialnej azavaznej materialnej
deprivacie v ¢leneni podfa vybranych
vekovych skupin, pohlavia a statusu
prijmovej chudoby

Indikator miera materidlnej, resp. zavaznej
materialnej deprivacie vyjadruje podiel populécie
(v percentach), ktord Celi vynitenému nedostatku
vaspon troch, resp. vaspof Styroch zcelkovo
deviatich deprivaénych poloziek patriacich do dimenzie
finantnej zataZe avlastnictva predmetov dlhodobej
spotreby. Vo vypocte indikatora sa berd do Uvahy tieto
deprivacné polozky:

1) nedoplatky spojené s hypotékou alebo
najomnym, Uhradou za energie alebo
splacanim nékupov na splatky ainych

2) schopnost dovolit si ist raz za rok na jeden
tyzden dovolenky mimo domu,

3) schopnost dovolit si jest jedlo s masom,
kuratom, rybou (alebo vegetarianskou
obdobou) kazdy druhy den,

4) schopnost Celit neoéakavanym vydavkom vo
vySke sumy stanovenej ako mesacna
narodna hranica rizika chudoby za obdobie
predchadzajlceho roka,

5) domacnost si nemédze dovolit telefén (vratane
mobilného telefénu),

6) domacnost si nemdze dovolit
televizor,

7) domacnost si nemdze dovolit pracku,

8) domécnost si nemdze dovolit automobil,

9) schopnost domacnosti finanéne si dovolit
udrziavat doma primerané teplo.

farebny

Podla vysledkov uvedenych vtabulke 2.3 je
vidiet vyrazny rozdiel medzi mierou materialnej
deprivacie a zavaznej materialnej deprivécie. Celkovo
vynutenému nedostatku v aspori Styroch z deviatich
sledovanych poloziek Celilo o viac ako polovicu menej
ludi ako vynutenému nedostatku v aspod troch
polozkach.

Celkovd miera materialnej deprivacie v pripade
vynlteného nedostatku v aspori 3 polozkach klesla
01,2 p.b. (z20,3 % na 19,1 %). Pokles v porovnani
s predchadzajucim rokom bol zaznamenany vo
vSetkych vekovych skupinach - najvyraznejSie vo
vekovej skupine 65 ro¢ni a starsi (0 2,1 p.b.)

V' pripade vyniteného nedostatku v aspon
4 polozkach bol taktieZ zaznamenany mierny pokles
vo vetkych vekovych kategériach. Ukazovatele, ktoré
vstupuju do vypoétu indikatora, sa tykali obdobia zberu

2.3 Material and severe material deprivation
rate by selected age groups, gender and
by at-risk-of-poverty status

Indicator material, respectively severe material
deprivation rate is defined as the percentage of
population with an enforced lack of at least three or at
least four out of nine material deprivation items in the
economic strain and durables dimension.

In calculation of indicator these nine items are taken
into account:

1) arrears on mortgage or rent payments, utility
bills, hire purchase instalments or other loan
payments,

2) capacity to afford paying for one week's annual
holiday away from home,

3) capacity to afford a meal with meat, chicken,
fish (or vegetarian equivalent) every second
day,

4) capacity to face unexpected financial
expenses set as amount corresponding to the
monthly national at-risk-of-poverty threshold of
the previous year,

5) household cannot afford a telephone (including
mobile phone),

6) household cannot afford a colour TV,

7) household cannot afford a washing machine,

8) household cannot afford a car,

9) ability of the household to pay for keeping its
home adequately warm.

According to results in table 2.3 we can see
evident difference between material deprivation rate
and severe material deprivation rate. In total, enforced
lack of at least four out of nine observed items faced
by more than half less people than enforced lack of at
least three items.

In the case of enforced lack of at least 3 items,
there was an decrease in total material deprivation rate
by 1.2 pp (from 20.3 % to 19.1 %). Decrease was
observed in all age groups - the most significantly in
the age group 65 years old and over (by 2.1 pp)
compared with the previous year.

In the case of enforced lack of at least 4 items,
there was also recorded a slight decrease in all age
groups. Variables, which are taken into account in
calculation of indicator, related to period of fieldwork
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udajov (april-maj 2016) a obdobia poslednych 12  (April-May 2016) and period of the last 12 months from
mesiacov od datumu zberu udajov. the date of fieldwork.

Tab. 2.3 Miera materialnej deprivacie v ¢leneni podla vybranych vekovych skupin, pohlavia a statusu
prijmovej chudoby
Material deprivation rate by selected age groups, gender and by at-risk-of-poverty status

v % in %
Materialna deprivacia Zavazna material.deprivacia
Material deprivation Severe material deprivation
Miera materialnej deprivacie pod nad pod nad | Material deprivation rate
Spolu below above Spolu below above
Total hranicou chudoby Total hranicou chudoby
poverty threshold poverty threshold
Celkova populacia Total population
spolu 19,1 50,6 14,5 8,2 29,5 5,1 Total
muzi 18,4 51,2 13,6 8,1 30,0 50 Male
zeny 19,7 50,1 15,2 8,3 29,0 53 Female
Vekova skupina 0 — 17 rocni Age group 0- 17 years old
spolu 20,9 52,5 12,7 9,7 31,7 4,0 Total
Vekova skupina 18 - 64 ro¢ni Age group 18 - 64 years old
spolu 17,7 49,8 13,3 79 29,0 50 Total
muzi 17,6 51,2 13,1 8,0 30,4 49 Male
Zeny 17,8 484 13,6 7,7 27,6 50 Female
Vekova skupina 65 rocni a starsi Age group 65 years old and over
spolu 229 50,2 21,2 8,0 238 7,0 Total
muzi 19,4 46,1 18,2 7,0 22,1 6,3 Male
zeny 251 52,0 23,2 8,6 24,5 75 Female
Pri analyze celkovej miery materialnej derpivacie In analysis of total material deprivation rate by

podla pohlavia zudajov EU SILC 2016 neboli gender from EU SILC 2016, no significant differences
v jednotlivych  kategoériach  vyjadrujucich  poet  were found in different categories expressing the
deprivaénych poloziek, zaznamenané vyraznejS§ie number of deprivation items. Totally we can say that
rozdiely. Celkovo mbzeme povedat, ze uzien bola rate of enforced lack of women was slightly higher than
miera vynuteného nedostatku miemne vySSia ako in the case of men. The most significant male/female
muzov. Najviac sa rozdiel medzi pohlaviami prejavil vo  difference was in the age group 65 years old and over.
vekovej skupine 65 roénych a starSich osob. Vroku In 2016, in this age group, there were 5.7 pp more
2016 vtejto vekovej skupine Celilo vynutenému  women than men, who faced to enforced lack of at
nedostatku v aspori 3 polozkach 05,7 p.b. viac zien least 3 items. In the case of material deprivation rate of
ako muZov. Pri miere deprivacie v aspofi 4 polozkach  at least 4 items, the male/female difference amounted
predstavoval vroku 2016 rozdiel medzi pohlaviami 1.6 pp in this age group in 2016. In terms of
tejto vekovej kategorie 1,6 p.b. Zhladiska rozdielov  male/female difference, the most stabile age group
medzi pohlaviami bola najvyrovnanejou vekova were persons 18-64 years old.

skupina 18 - 64 ro¢nych oséb.

Z hladiska veku boli viac vystavené vynutenému In term of age, enforced lack of at least 3 items
nedostatku v aspofi 3 polozkach 65 rotné astarSie  faced more persons aged 65 and over (22.9 %) and
osoby (22,9 %) a deti vo veku 0-17 rokov (20,9 %). children aged 0-17 (20.9 %). In enforced lack of at
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Vaspori 4 polozkach boli zo v3etkych vekovych
kategérii v najvy$Sej miere deprivované deti (9,7 %).

Vyrazny rozdiel v pocitovani vynuteného
nedostatku v roznych skupinach obyvatelstva podla
veku apohlavia sa prejavil az po tom, ked sa
zohladnil status prijmovej chudoby. Vo vSeobecnosti
CastejSie Celili vynatenému nedostatku osoby, ktoré
boli ohrozené rizikom chudoby.

Miera materidlnej deprivacie aspori v 3 poloZkach
bola v jednotlivych vekovych skupinach v pripade osob
nad aj pod hranicou rizika chudoby podobna -
srasticim  vekom postupne rastla.  Najviac
deprivované osoby boli vo vekovej skupine 65 rocni a
starSi s prijmom pod hranicou rizika chudoby (50,2 %)
a s prijmom nad hranicou rizika chudoby (21,2 %).

Pri miere materialnej deprivacie v aspori Styroch
polozkach mbzeme sledovat odliSnd  situaciu.
Z jednotlivych vekovych skupin v riziku chudoby bola
skupina os6b 65 ro¢ni astarSi jednou z najmenej
deprivovanych skupin (23,8 %). Naopak, v pripade
0s6b s prijmom nad hranicou rizika chudoby bola tato
vekova skupina najviac deprivovana (7,0 %).

2.4 Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity

Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity vyjadruje
podiel 0sdb, ktoré Ziju v domacnostiach s velmi nizkou
pracovnou intenzitou (menej nez 20%), k populacii vo
veku 0-59 rokov.

Pracovnd intenzita domacnosti predstavuje
pomer medzi poCtom mesiacov, ktoré vSetci €lenovia
domacnosti v pracovnom veku odpracovali pocas
prijmového referenéného obdobia na strane jednej a
celkovym poétom mesiacov, ktoré by mohli byt
teoreticky odpracované tymito ¢lenmi domacnosti na
strane druhej. Definicia pracovného veku sa vztahuje
na osoby vo veku 18-59 rokov, s vyli¢enim oséb,
ktoré su Studentmi vo veku 18-24 rokov.

V domacnostiach s velmi nizkou pracovnou
intenzitou Zilo na Slovensku podfa udajov EU SILC
2016 celkovo 6,5 % obyvatelov vo veku 0-59 rokov.
V porovnani s munulym rokom sa miera nizkej
pracovnej intenzity zniZila 0 0,6 p.b.

V &leneni podla krajov sa v miere nizke
pracovnej intenzity vyrazne prejavili regionalne

least 4 items children were more at-risk-of-poverty of
all age groups (9.7 %).

Significant difference in feeling enforced lack in
different groups of population by age and gender
happened after taking into account monetary poverty
status. In general, the most often faced to enforced
lack those persons, who were at-risk-of-poverty.

Material deprivation rate in at least 3 items was
similar in each age group in the case of persons above
and below at-risk-of-poverty threshold - it gradually
increased with getting older. Most deprived persons
were in the age group 65 years and over with income
below at-risk-of-poverty threshold (50.2 %) and with
income above at-risk-of-poverty threshold (21.2 %).

In material deprivation rate in at least four items
we can see different situation. From individual age
groups below at-risk-of-poverty threshold, the group of
persons at the age 65 and over, was one of the least
deprived group (23.8 %). On the contrary, in the case
of persons with income above at-risk-of-poverty
threshold, this age group was the most deprived
(7.0 %).

2.4 Low work intensity rate

19

Low work intensity rate is defined as the
percentage of persons, who live in households with
very low work intensity (less than 20 %), to population
aged 0-59.

Work intensity of household refers to the ratio
between the number of months that all ,,working age*
household members have been working during the
income reference year and the total number of months
that could theoretically have been worked by the same
household members. Definition of working age refers
to persons aged 18 to 59 years old with exception of
persons, who are students aged 18 to 24 years old.

According to EU SILC 2016 totaly 6.5 % of
population aged 0-59 lived in Slovakia in households
with very low work intensity.

Compared to the last year, the rate of low work
intensity has decreased by 0.6 pb.

In low work intensity rate by regions significant
regional disparities occured. The highest percentage of



disparity. Najvy$8i podiel osob, ktoré boli ohrozené
nizkou pracovnou intenzitou, bol zaznamenany
v Banskobystrickom (12,0 %) av PreSovskom kraji
(10,3 %). Nad celoslovenskym priemerom sa
nachadzal aj KoSicky a Nitriansky kraj (8,4 % a 6,7 %).
Naopak menej ohrozeni nizkou pracovnou intenzitou
boli obyvatelia Trenéianskeho, Trnavského a
Zilinského kraja, pricom miera nizkej pracovnej
intenzity  mala urovefi v pripade
Bratislavského kraja (1,7 %).

persons, who were vulnerable from the view of low
work intensity, was in regions of Bansk& Bystrica
(12.0 %) and PreSov (10.3 %). Also regions of KoSice
and Nitra (8.4 % and 6.7 %) were above average
value expressed for the whole Slovakia. On the
contrary, population of regions of Trencin, Trnava, and
Zilina was less in danger of low work intensity, while
the low work intensity rate had the lowest value in the
case of region of Bratislava (1.7 %).

Tab. 2.4 Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity v ¢leneni podla krajov

Low work intensity rate by regions

v% in %
Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity EU SILC 2016 Low work intensity rate

SR 6,5 SR
Bratislavsky kraj 1,7 Region of Bratislava
Trnavsky kraj 3,9 Region of Trnava
Trendiansky kraj 4,0 Region of Trenéin
Nitriansky kraj 6,7 Region of Nitra
Zilinsky kraj 2,7 Region of Zilina
Banskobystricky kraj 12,0 Region of Banské Bystrica
PreSovsky kraj 10,3 Region of Presov
Kosicky kraj 84 Region of Kosice

2.5 Rozptyl okolo hranice rizika chudoby
v ¢leneni podla pohlavia

Indikator rozptyl okolo hranice rizika chudoby
vyjadruje podiel osdb (v percentach) z celkovej
populacie, ktorych ekvivalentny disponibilny prijem sa
nachddza pod hranicou rizika chudoby, ktord je
stanovend ako 40 %, 50 % a70 % narodného
medianu ekvivalentného disponibilného prijmu.

V sUvislosti so zachytenim rozptylu chudoby
okolo hranice chudoby, malo na Slovensku prijem
niz8i ako 40 % medianu ekvivalentného disponibilného
prijmu 5,5 % os6b, pod 50 % medidnu malo prijem
81 % oséb apod 70 % medianu ekvivalentného
disponibilného prijmu az 19,5 % osob.

Podobne ako v celkovej miere rizika chudoby
(60 % medianu), tak ani v miere rizika chudoby pre

2.5 Dispersion around the at-risk-of-poverty
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threshold by gender

Indicator dispersion around the at-risk-of-poverty
threshold is defined as the percentage of persons,
over the total population, with an equivalised
disposable income below 40 %, 50 % and 70 % of the
national median equivalised disposable income.

In connection with capturing of the dispersion
around the at-risk-of-poverty threshold in Slovakia
55 % of persons had income lower than 40 % of
median equivalent disposable income, 8.1 % of
persons had income below 50 % of median and even
19.5 % of persons had income below 70 % of median
equivalent disposable income.

Similarly as in total at-risk-of-poverty rate (60 %
of median), also in the case of at-risk-of-poverty rate



hranicu 40 % a 50 % medianu sa vyraznejSie rodovy
rozdiel neprejavil. V pripade hranice 40 % a 50 %
medianu boli rizikom chudoby viac ohrozeni muzi ako
Zeny (00,5 p. b.a 0,2 p.b.). Pri hranici chudoby 70 %
medianu boli naopak Zeny viac ohrozené rizikom
chudoby ako muZi-01,4 p. b.

with threshold defined as 40 % and 50 % of median,
gender disparity was not so significant. In the case of
threshold 40 % of median there were more men than
women at risk of poverty (by 0.5 pp and 0.2 pp). For
poverty threshold defined as 70 % of median, on the
contrary were women more at-risk-of-poverty than men

- by 1.4 pp.

Tab. 2.5 Rozptyl okolo hranice rizika chudoby v ¢leneni podla pohlavia
Dispersion around the at-risk-of-poverty threshold by gender

v % in %
Rozptyl okolo hranice rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 Dispersion arend at.risk-of-poverty
threshold
40 % medianu 40 % median
spolu 55 total
muzi 58 male
zeny 5,3 female
50 % medianu 50 % median
spolu 8,1 total
muzi 8,2 male
zeny 8,0 female
70 % medianu 70 % median
spolu 19,5 total
muzi 18,8 male
zeny 20,2 female

2.6 Nerovnomernost’ prijmového rozdelenia:
S80/S20 pomer prijmov horného a
dolného kvintilu

Indikator nerovnomernost prijmového rozdelenia
S80/S20 vyjadruje podiel sumy ekvivalentného
disponibilného  prijmu 20 % o0s6b z populacie
s najvy8Simi  prijmami  (horny  kvintil)
ekvivalentného disponibilného prijmu 20 % os6b
z populacie s najniz§imi prijmami (dolny kvintil).

2.6 Inequality of income distribution: $80/S20

a sumy

Koeficient moze teoreticky nadobldat hodnoty

od 1 do nekonegna, vpraxi vsak vkrajinach EU
nadobuda hodnoty maximalne v intervale od 2 do 12.
Cim vysSia je hodnota tohto koeficienta, tym vysSie su
celkové prijmy 20 % najbohatSich os6b v spoloCnosti
v pomere k celkovym prijmom 20 % najchudobnejSich
0s0b.
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income quintile share ratio

Indicator S80/S20 income quintile share ratio is
the ratio of the sum of equivalised disposable income
received by the 20 % of the country’s population with
the highest equivalised disposable income (top inter-
quintile interval) to that received by the 20 % of the
country’s population with the lowest equivalised
disposable income (lowest inter-quintile interval).

Coefficient can theoretically gain values from 1 to
infinite values, however practically in EU countries it
gains maximum values from range 2 to 12. The higher
is value of this coefficient, the higher are total incomes
of 20 % of the richest persons in society in proportion
to total incomes of 20 % of the poorest persons.



Tab. 2.6 Nerovnomernost' prijmového rozdelenia S80/S20 pomer prijmov horného a dolného kvintilu

v Eleneni podla krajov

Inequality of income distribution S80/S20 income quintile share ratio by regions

Nerovnomernost prijmového rozdelenia EU SILC 2016 Inequality of income distribution S80/S20
$80/S20

SR 3,6 SR
Bratislavsky kraj 42 Region of Bratislava
Trnavsky kraj 3,3 Region of Trnava
TrenCiansky kraj 28 Region of Trencin
Nitriansky kraj 3,7 Region of Nitra
Zilinsky kraj 33 Region of Zilina
Banskobystricky kraj 4,1 Region of Banska Bystrica
PreSovsky kraj 4,1 Region of PreSov
Kosicky kraj 34 Region of KoSice

Na Slovensku sa rozdiely medzi krajmi oproti
minulému roku opat zvySili.  Prijmova nerovnost
v pripade Bratislavského kraja bola 0 0.4 p.b. vySSia
ako vminulom roku ataktiez bola vy3Sia ako je
celoslovensky priemer (0 0,6 p.b). Mézeme povedat,
Ze v Bratislavskom kraji bola suma ekvivalentnych
disponibilnych  prijmov 20 % o0s6b s najvysSimi
prijmami Styrikrat vy3Sia, ako suma prijmov 20 % osob
s najnizSimi prijmami. Vy3Sia prijmova nerovnost sa
prejavila aj v Banskobystrickom a v PreSovskom kraji
(4,1) av Nitrianskom kraji (3,7). NajnizSia prijmova
nerovnost podla tohto ukazovatela bola zaznamenana
v TrenCianskom a Trnavskom kraji (2,8 a 3,3).

2.7 Nerovnomernost' prijmového rozdelenia:
Gini koeficient

Indikator  Gini  koeficient vyjadruje  vztah
kumulativnych podielov populacie ¢&lenenej podla
vySky ekvivalentnych disponibilnych prijmov, ku
kumulativnym podielom ich celkového ekvivalentného
disponibilného prijmu.

Gini  koeficient patri medzi najzndmejsie
ukazovatele prijmovej nerovnosti. Kym ukazovatel
S80/S20 porovndva zpohladu prijmu len horné
adolné vrstvy spoloCnosti, Gini koeficient berie do
uvahy prijmy celej spolo¢nosti. Gini koeficient moze
teoreticky nadobudat hodnoty od 0 do 1, resp.
v percentualnom vyjadreni, od 0 % do 100 %.

Keby v spolo€nosti existovala absolutna rovnost

In Slovakia, regional differences again increased
compared with last year. Income inequality for region
of Bratislava was by 0.4 pp higher than last year and
also was higher than the average value expressed for
the whole Slovakia (by 0.6 pp). We can say that in
region of Bratislava was the sum of equivalised
disposable incomes received by the 20 % of persons
with the highest incomes is four times higher than the
sum of incomes received by 20 % of persons with the
lowest incomes. Higher income inequality happened
also in regions of Banska Bystrica and PreSov (4.1)
and region of Nitra (3.7). The lowest income inequality
according to this indicator occurred in regions of
Trencin and Trnava (2.8 and 3.3).

2.7 Inequality of income distribution: Gini
coefficient

The Gini coefficient is defined as the relationship
of cumulative shares of the population arranged
according to the level of equivalised disposable
income, to the cumulative share of the equivalised total
disposable income received by them.

Gini coefficient belongs to the best known
indicators of inequality of income distribution. While
indicator S80/S20 in term of income compares only top
and lowest parts of society, Gini coefficient takes into
account income of whole population. Gini coefficient
can theoretically gain values from 0 to 1 or in
percentage expression, values from 0 % to 100 %.

If in society absolute equality of incomes existed, Gini
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v prijmoch, Gini koeficient by nadobudal hodnotu 0 %.
Naopak, ak by vSetky prijmy v spoloCnosti patrili len
jednej osobe, tak Gini koeficient by mal hodnotu
100 %. Cim je Gini koeficient vy$si, tym je va&Sia
prijmova nerovnost v spolo¢nosti.

coefficient would have value 0 %. On the other hand, if
all incomes in society belonged only to one person,
then Gini coefficient would have value 100 %. The
higher is value of Gini coefficient, the higher is
inequality of income distribution in society.

Tab. 2.7 Nerovnomernost prijmového rozdelenia: Gini koeficient v ¢leneni podl'a krajov
Inequality of income distribution: Gini coefficient by regions

Nerovnomerno.stl' prijn.u?vého rozdelenia EU SILC 2016 Inequality of. irfcome.d{'stribution
Gini koeficient Gini coefficient

SR 243 SR
Bratislavsky kraj 27,1 Region of Bratislava
Trnavsky kraj 22,2 Region of Trnava
Trenciansky kraj 19,3 Region of Trenéin
Nitriansky kraj 24,3 Region of Nitra
Zilinsky kraj 22,5 Region of Zilina
Banskobystricky kraj 25,1 Region of Banské Bystrica
PreSovsky kraj 253 Region of Presov
Kosicky kraj 22,7 Region of Kosice

Podobne ako pri ukazovateli S80/S20, tak aj pri
Gini koeficiente boli na Slovensku zaznamenané
vy$Sie prijmové nerovnosti. NajvysSia hodnota Gini
koeficienta sa prejavila v Bratislavskom kraji (27,1). Na
urovni  celoslovenského priemeru sa nachadzal
Nitriansky kraji (24,3) a nad celoslovenskym
priemerom Banskobystricky, PreSovsky a Zilinsky kraj.
kraji (19,3), Trnavskom (22,2), Zilinskom (22,5) a
KoSickom kraji (22,7).

2.8 Miera rizika chudoby pred socialnymi 2.8 At-risk-of-poverty
podfa vybranych

transfermi v ¢leneni
vekovych skupin a pohlavia

Miera rizika chudoby pred socialnymi transfermi
vyjadruje podiel o0s6b v percentach (z celkovej
populacie), ktorych ekvivalentny disponibilny prijem
pred socialnymi transfermi sa nachadza pod hranicou
rizika chudoby.

Miera rizika chudoby pred sociélnymi transfermi
sa vyjadruje prostrednictvom dvoch samostatnych
indikatorov:
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Similar to the indicator S80/S20, as well as in
Gini coefficient were recorded higher income inequality
in Slovakia. The highest value of Gini coefficient
showed in region of Bratislava (27.1). At the level of
average value expressed for the whole Slovakia has
been region of Nitra (24.3) and above the average
value expressed for the whole Slovakia has been
regions of Banska Bystrica, PreSov and Zilina. The
lowest values were recorded in regions of Trencin
(19.3), Trnava (22.2), Zilina (22.5) and Kosice (22.7).

rate before social
transfers by selected age groups and by
gender

The at-risk-of-poverty rate before social transfers
shows the percentage of persons (over the total
population) having an equivalised disposable income
before social transfers below the at-risk-of-poverty
threshold.

The at-risk-of-poverty rate before social transfers
is expressed through two individual indicators:



- Miera rizika chudoby pred socialnymi - At-risk-of-poverty rate before social transfers,

transfermi, okrem starobnych a pozostalostnych
davok

Indikator je zalozeny na definicii prijmu, ktora
zahfiia dochodky (t. j. starobné a pozostalostné
davky), ale ostatné socialne transfery sa pri vypocte
indikatora nezohladriuju.

except old-age and survivors” benefits

Indicator is based on definition of income, which
includes pensions (i.e. old-age and survivors’
benefits), but excludes other social transfers.

- Miera rizika chudoby pred vsetkymi socialnymi - At-risk-of-poverty rate before all social transfers

transfermi (vratane starobnych
a pozostalostnych davok)

Indikétor je zaloZzeny na definicii prijmu, ktora
nezohladfuje Ziadny zo socialnych transferov, t. j.
ani dochodky (starobné a pozostalostné davky).

Vzistovani EU SILC sa za socialne ftransfery
povazuju:

- rodinné davky a prispevky pre rodiny s detmi,

- prispevky na byvanie,

- davky v nezamestnanosti,

- starobné davky,

- davky pre pozostalych,

- nemocenské davky,

- davky vinvalidite,

- prispevky na vzdelanie,

- davka a prispevky v ramci socialnej exkluzie.

(including old-age and survivors” benefits)

Indicator is based on definition of income, which
excludes all social transfers, i.e. not take into
account neither pensions (old-age and survivors’
benefits).

In EU SILC survey we consider as social transfers:

- family/children-related allowances,

- housing allowances,

- unemployment benefits,

- old-age benefits,

- survivors' benefits,

- sickness benefits,

- disability benefits,

- education-related allowances,

- social exclusion not elsewhere classified.

Tab. 2.8.1 Miera rizika chudoby pred socialnymi transfermi okrem starobnych a pozostalostnych davok
At-risk-of-poverty rate before social transfers, except old-age and survivor’s benefits

v% in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate
Celkova populacia Total population
spolu 18,4 total
muzi 18,1 male
Zeny 18,7 female

Vekova skupina 0 - 17 roéni
spolu 29,2

Vekova skupina 18 - 64 rocni

spolu 17,6

muzi 17,5

Zeny 17,7
Vekova skupina 65 roéni a starsi

spolu 8,1

muzi 6,3

Zeny 9,2
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Age group 0- 17 years old
total

Age group 18 - 64 years old
total
male
female

Age group 65 years old and over
total
male

female



Tab.2.8.2 Miera rizika chudoby pred vsetkymi
a pozostalostnych davok)

socialnymi transfermi (vratane starobnych

At-risk-of-poverty rate before all social transfers (including old-age and survivor’s benefits)

v % in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate
Celkova populécia Total population
spolu 37,9 total
muzi 35,2 male
Zeny 40,5 female
Vekova skupina 0 — 17 ro¢ni Age group 0- 17 years old
spolu 35,1 total
Vekova skupina 18 - 64 roéni Age group 18— 64 years old
spolu 28,8 total
muzi 27,6 male
Zeny 30,0 female
Vekova skupina 65 ro¢ni a starsi Age group 65 years old and over
spolu 84,0 total
muzi 84,7 male
Zeny 83,6 female

U 8pecifickych  skupin obyvatelstva zohréva
délezitu Ulohu v boji proti chudobe socialna ochrana
v podobe roznych socialnych transferov. Ak by sa
z prijatych socialnych transferov zohladnili v celkovom
ekvivalentnom disponibilnom prijme os6b len starobné
a pozostalostné davky, tak v sledovanom roku 2016
bolo ohrozenych rizikom chudoby 18,4 % obyvatelstva
(Tab. 2.8.1). Ak by sa nezohladnil Ziadny z prijatych
socialnych transferov  (vratane starobnych
a pozostalostnych davok), potom by sa celkova miera
rizika chudoby pred vSetkymi socialnymi transfermi
zvySila viac ako dvojnasobne na 37,9 % (Tab. 2.8.2).

Z hladiska pohlavia boli v pripade miery rizika
chudoby pred vSetkymi socidlnymi transfermi
chudobou viac ohrozené Zeny ako muZi.

VyraznejSie rozdiely sa v oboch mierach prejavili
v Cleneni podla vybranych vekovych skupin. Po
zohladneni starobnych a pozostalostnych davok, boli
riziku chudoby najviac vystavené deti vo veku 0-17
rokov (29,2 %), naopak v ovelalepSej situacii boli
osoby vo veku 65 rokov a viac (8,1 %). AvSak, ak sa
v ekvivalentnom disponibilnom prijme oséb nezohladni
ani jeden z prijatych socialnych transferov, najviac
ohrozenou skupinou sa stavaju 65rotné a starSie
osoby. Miera rizika chudoby pred vSetkymi socialnymi
transfermi bola u tejto skupiny obyvatelstva
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For specific groups of population social protection
through different social transfers plays very important
role in fight against poverty. If there are taken into
account of all social transfers received only old-age
and survivor's benefits in total equivalised disposable
personal income, so in observed period 2016 there will
be 18.4 % of population at-risk-of-poverty (Table
2.8.1). If there are not taken into account any of all
social transfers received (including old-age and
survivor's benefits), then total at-risk-of-poverty rate
before all social transfers will be more than two times
higher on 37.9 % (Table 2.8.2).

In term of gender, in the case of at-risk-of-poverty
rate before all social transfers, women were more
affected by the risk of poverty than men.

The most significant differences in both at-risk-of-
poverty rates happened in breakdown by selected age
groups. After taking into account old-age and
survivor's  benefits, the most vulnerable group
represented children aged 0 - 17 years old (29.2 %),
vice-versa, in much better situation were persons
aged 65 and over (8.1 %). However if we do not take
into account any of all social transfers received
inequivalised disposable personal income, the most
vulnerable group has become persons aged 65 years
old and over. At-risk-of-poverty rate before all social



(déchodcov) az 2,2 nasobne vysSia ako je priemerna
hodnota tejto miery rizika chudoby za cell populaciu
Slovenska a viac ako desatnasobne vysSia ako bola
v pripade rovnakej vekovej skupiny o0séb po
zohladneni starobnych a pozostalostnych davok v

ekvivalentnom disponibilnom prijme.

transfers was in this group of population (pensioners)
2.2 times higher than average value of this at-risk-of-
poverty rate expressed for whole population of
Slovakia and more than ten times higher than was in
the case of the same age group of population after
taking into account old-age and survivor’s benefits in
equivalised disposable income.

2.9 Relativny prepad medianu prijmov v riziku 2.9 Relative median at-risk-of-poverty gap by
chudoby v ¢leneni podla vekovych skupin

a pohlavia

selected age groups and by gender

Tab.2.9 Relativny prepad medianu prijmov v riziku chudoby v éleneni podla vekovych skupin a pohlavia
Relative median at-risk-of-poverty gap by selected age groups and by gender

v% in %
Relativnyvpr?:ﬁ(audcr:s::)égl;l e EU SILC 2016 Relative median at-risk-of-poverty gap
Celkova populacia Total population
spolu 26,1 total
muzi 278 male
Zeny 24,3 female
Vekova skupina 0 - 17 roéni Age group 0- 17 years old
spolu 31,6 total
Vekova skupina 18 - 64 ro¢ni Age group 18 - 64 years old
spolu 26,4 total
muzi 27,1 male
Zeny 26,1 female
Vekova skupina 65 ro¢ni a starsi Age group 65 years old and over
spolu 10,3 total
muzi . male
Zeny 98 female

Relativny prepad medianu prijmov v riziku
chudoby je rozdiel medzi medianom ekvivalentného
disponibilného prijmu 0séb pod hranicou rizika
chudoby a samotnou hodnotou hranice chudoby,
vyjadreny v percentach.

Podla poslednych vysledkov zo zistovania EU
SILC 2016 bola celkova hodnota relativneho prepadu
medianu prijmov v riziku chudoby 26,1 % a oproti
minulému roku klesla 02,8 p.b. Tento trend
zaznamenali aj jednotlivé vekové skupiny.

NajzranitelnejSiu vekovu skupinu tvorili osoby vo
veku 0-17 rokov (relativny prepad medianu prijmov
bol 31,6 % - oproti minulému roku jeho hodnota
vzréstla o 1,7 p.b.) a taktieZ osoby vo veku 18-64

Relative median at-risk-of-poverty gap is defined
as difference between the median equivalised
disposable income of persons below the at-risk-of
poverty threshold and the threshold itself, expressed
as a percentage of the at-risk-of poverty threshold.

According to the latest results from the EU SILC
2016, the total value of the relative median at-risk-of-
poverty gap was 26.1 % and decreased by 2.8 pp
compared to the previous year. This trend was also
recorded by ndividual age groups.

The most vulnerable age group was persons in
aged of 0-17 years (relative median at-risk-of-poverty
gap was 31.6 % - compared to last year its value
increased by 1.7 pp) and also persons aged 18-64
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rokov (26,4 %). V porovnani s minulym rokom bol vo
vekovych kategériach 18-64 roéni a 65 ro¢ni a starsi
zaznamenany pokles - najvyraznej§i vo vekovej
kategorii 18-64 roéni (0 4,7 p.b.)

years (26.4 %). Compared to the previous year, in the
age groups 18-64 years old and 65 years old and over
was recorded decrease - the most significant in the age
group 18-64 years old (by 4.7 pp).

210 Miera rizika chudoby zakotvena v ¢ase 2.10 At-risk-of-poverty rate anchored at a fixed
(2008) v cleneni podfa vybranych moment in time (2008) by selected age

vekovych skupin a pohlavia

Miera rizika chudoby zakotvena v ur€itom Case
(2008) pre dany rok t, je podiel 0s6b s ekvivalentnym
disponibilnym prijmom pod hranicou rizika chudoby
v Case t-3, upraveny o inflaciu.

Pouzitim hranice chudoby zakotvenej v ¢ase
je mozné zachytit aspekt absolltnej chudoby. V roku
2016 (Tab. 2.10) hodnota tohto indikatora klesla (zo
7,6 % na 7,3 %), a to tak u muzov (0 0,4 p.b.), ako gj
u Zien (0 0,2 p.b.). Najvy3si medziroény pokles bol
zaznamenany vo vekovej skupine 18-64 roCni, kde
miera rizika chudoby bola na urovni 6,9 % (pokles
00,5 p.b.). V pripade starSich fudi (65 ro¢ni a starsi)
zostala miera rizika chudoby zakotvena v ¢ase na
rovnakej urovni 1,3 %.

Zhladiska vyvoja miery rizika chudoby
zakotvenej v Case mbzeme konstatovat narast tohto
indikatora v obdobi rokov 2012 az 2014, avSak od
roku 2015 dochadza k miernemu poklesu.

groups and by gender

At-risk-of poverty rate anchored at a fixed
moment in time (2008) - in year t, is the share of
persons with an equivalised disposable income below
the at-risk-of-poverty treshold in year t-3, uprated by
inflation.

Using the poverty threshold anchored in time
can be recorded aspect of absolute poverty. In 2016
(Table 2.10) the value of this indicator was decreased
(from 7.6 % to 7.3 %), both for men (by 0.4 pp) and
women (by 0.2 pp). The highest annual decrease was
recorded in age group 18-64 years old, where the
poverty rate was at level 6.9 % (an decrease by 0.5
pp). In the case of the elderly (65 years and older)
remained at-risk-of poverty rate anchored at a fixed
moment in time at the same level 1.3 %.

In terms of the development risk of poverty rate
anchored at afixed moment in time, we can state
increase of this indicator over the period 2012-2014,
but since year 2015 there is a slight decrease.

Tab.2.10 Miera rizika chudoby zakotvena v ¢ase (2008) v ¢leneni podla vekovych skupin a pohlavia
At-risk-of-poverty rate anchored at a fixed moment in time (2008) by selected age groups and by gender

v% in %
Miera rizika chudoby EU SILC 2016 At-risk-of-poverty rate
Celkova populacia Total population
spolu 73 total
muzi 75 male
Zeny 71 female

Vekova skupina 0 - 17 roéni
spolu

Vekova skupina 18 - 64 roéni
spolu
muzi
Zeny

Vekova skupina 65 rocni a starsi
spolu

muzi

Zeny

Age group 0- 17 years old
13,1 total
Age group 18— 64 years old

6,9 total
6,9 male
6,9 female

Age group 65 years old and over

1,3 total
14 male
1,3 female
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3. Stratégia Eurdpa 2020 a jej ciele

Zaciatkom roka 2010 bola Europskou komisiou
vyhlasena stratégia na zabezpecenie inteligentného,
udrzatelného a inkluzivneho rastu tzv. Eurdépa 2020,
ktora uruje pre eurbpske socidlne trhové
hospodérstvo viziu na obdobie nadchadzajuceho
desatroCia. Tato nova vizia, ktord nahradza
predchadzajicu Lisabonsky stratégiu, spociva na
tfroch prepojenych avzajomne sa podporujucich
prioritnych oblastiach zameranych na:

- inteligentny rast: rozvoj hospodarstva zaloZzeného
na znalostiach a inovaciach,

- udrzatelny rast: podpora efektivnejSich zdrojov a
zdrojov viac ohladuplnejSich k prostrediu,
podpora konkurencnejSej ekonomiky,

- inkluzivny rast: podpora hospodarstva s vysokou
mierou zamestnanosti poskytujicou socialnu a
Uzemnu kohéziu.

V stratégii sa stanovilo pat hlavnych cielov, ktoré

vymedzuju, aky pokrok by mala EU dosiahnut do

roku 2020:

- miera zamestnanosti obyvatelov vo veku 20-64
rokov by mala dosiahnut minimalne 75 %,

- uroven investicii do vyskumu a vyvoja by mala
dosiahnut aspori 3 % HDP EU,

- znizit emisie sklenikovych plynov najmenej 0 20
% v porovnani s Uroviiami z roku 1990 alebo o
30 % za priaznivych podmienok, zvysit podiel
obnovitelnych zdrojov energie na konecnej
spotrebe energie 0 20 % a zvysit energetickl
ucinnost minimalne o 20 %,

- podiel ludi, ktori pred€asne ukoncia $kolsku
dochadzku by sa mal znizit pod 10 % a
minimélne 40 % mladych fudi by malo mat
vysokoSkolské vzdelanie,

- 020 miliénov ludi menej by malo byt ohrozenych
chudobou.

Na zaklade uvedenych cielov bude mozné
prostrednictvom meratefnych indikatorov sledovat
tempo hospodarskeho rastu.

Na meranie ciela v oblasti sociélnej inkluzie, t.;.
do roku 2020 vymanit zrizika chudoby a socialne
exkluzie 20 miliénov ludi, bol stanoveny agregovany
indikator chudoby alebo socialneho vyluéenia. Pri
jeho vymedzeni sa vychadza z multidimenzionalneho
pristupu k meraniu chudoby, ¢o znamend, Ze sa
vindikatore okrem konceptu prijmovej chudoby
zohladfuju dalSie dve dimenzie - materiaina
derpivacia avyluCenie ztrhu prace. Agregovany
indikator vznikd kombinaciou troch giastkovych
indikatorov — miery rizika chudoby, miery materialnej
deprivacie a miery nizkej pracovnej intenzity a je

3. The Europe 2020 Strategy and its targets

At the beginning of 2010 the European
Commision launched strategy for ensuring smart,
sustainable and inclusive growth, i.e. the Europe 2020
Strategy, which sets out a vision for Europe’s social
market economy over the next decade. This new
vision, replacing previous the Lisbon strategy, rests on
three interlocking and mutually reinforcing priority
areas aimed at:

- smarth growth: developing an economy based on
knowledge and inovation,

- sustainable growth: promoting resources-efficient
and resources more considerate to the environment,
promoting more competitive economy,

- inclusive growth: fostering a high-employment
economy delivering social and territorial cohesion.

In the Strategy there were identified five
representative headline targets, which define where the
EU should be by 2020:

- employment rate of the population aged 20-64
should be minimum 75 %,

- level of investments into research and
development should be at least 3 % of the EU's
GDP,

- toreduce greenhouse gas emissions by at least
20% compared to 1990 levels or by 30%, if the
conditions are right; increase the share of
renewable energy sources in our final energy
consumption to 20%; and a 20% increase in
energy efficiency,

- the share of early school leavers should be under
10% and at least 40% of the younger generation
should have a university degree or diploma,

- 20 million less people should be at risk of
poverty.

On the base of mentioned targets it will be
possible to track economic progress through
measurable indicators.

For measuring target in social inclusion area, i.e.
to reduce by 20 million number of persons at-risk-of-
poverty and social exclusion by 2020, aggregate
indicator of poverty or social exclusion was
defined. In its definition it stems from multidimensional
approach to measuring poverty, what means that in
addition to income poverty concept also other two
dimensions are taken into account in indicator —
material deprivation and labour market exclusion.
Aggregate indicator is created by combination of three
partial indicators — at-risk-of-poverty rate, material
deprivation rate and low work intensity rate and it is
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definovany ako pocet fudi, ktori s ohrozeni rizikom
chudoby alalebo su materialne deprivovani a/alebo
Ziju v domécnosti s nizkou pracovnou intenzitou.

3.1 Agregovany indikator chudoby alebo
socialneho vylucenia

Pri vymedzeni agregovaného indikatora chudoby
alebo sociélneho vylucenia sa vychédza
z multidimenzionalneho pristupu k meraniu chudoby.
Znamena to, Ze sa vindikatore okrem konceptu
prijmovej chudoby zohladnuju dalSie dve dimenzie —
materidina  derpivacia avyliéenie ztrhu prace.
Agregovany indikator chudoby alebo socialneho
vyluCenia je vytvoreny kombindciou troch Ciastkovych
indikatorov:

- miera rizika chudoby,

- miera materiélnej deprivacie,

- miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity.

Miera rizika chudoby po socidlnych
transferoch predstavuje podiel 0séb (v percentach)
v celkovej populacii, ktorych ekvivalentny disponibilny
prilem sa nachadza pod hranicou rizika chudoby.
Hranica rizika chudoby je stanovena ako 60 %
medianu narodného ekvivalentného disponibilného
prijmu.

Miera zavaznej materidlnej deprivacie
vyjadruje podiel populécie (v percentach), ktora deli
vynutenému nedostatku v aspon Styroch z celkovo
deviatich deprivaénych poloziek? z dimenzie finan¢nej
zataze a vlastnictva predmetov dlhodobej spotreby.

Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity vyjadruje
podiel 0sdb, ktoré Ziju v domacnostiach s velmi nizkou
pracovnou intenzitou (menej nez 20%), k celkovej
populacii®. Pracovna intenzita doméacnosti predstavuje
pomer medzi poctom mesiacov, ktoré vsetci &lenovia
domacnosti v pracovnom veku odpracovali pocas
prijmového referenéného obdobia na strane jednej a
celkovym poCtom mesiacov, ktoré by mohli byt
teoreticky odpracované tymito ¢lenmi domécnosti na
strane druhej. Definicia pracovného veku sa vztahuje
na osoby vo veku 18-59 rokov, s vyluéenim oséb,
ktoré su Studentmi vo veku 18-24 rokov.

defined like number of persons who are at-risk-of-
poverty and/or are materially deprived and/or live in
households with low work intensity.

3.1 Aggregate indicator of poverty or social
exclusion

In defining aggregate indicator of poverty or
social exclusion it arises from multidimentional
approach to measuring poverty. It means that in
addition to income poverty concept also other two
dimensions are taken into account - material
deprivation and exclusion from labour market.
Aggregate indicator of poverty or social exclusion is
created by combination of three partial indicators:

- at-risk-of-poverty rate,
- material deprivation rate,
- low work intensity rate.

The at-risk-of poverty rate after social
transfers is defined as the percentage of persons in
the total population with an equivalised disposable
income below the at-risk-of-poverty threshold. The at-
risk-of poverty threshold is set at 60 % of the national
median equivalised disposable income.

Severe material deprivation rate is defined as
the percentage of population with an enforced lack of
at least four out of nine material deprivation items? in
the economic strain and durables dimension.

Low work intensity rate is defined as the
percentage of persons, who live in households with
very low work intensity (less than 20 %), to total
population3. Work intensity of household refers to the
ratio between the number of months that all ,,working
age“ household members have been working during
the income reference year and the total number of
months that could theoretically have been worked by
the same household members. Definition of working
age refers to persons aged 18 to 59 years old with
exception of persons, who are students aged 18 to 24
years old.

2 Zoznam deprivacnych poloziek, ktoré sa zohladnuji vo vypoéte indikatora miera zavaznej materidinej deprivacie, je uvedeny

v podkapitole 2.3.

List of deprivation items, which are taken into account in calculation of severe material derpivation rate, is mentioned in subchapter 2.3.

3 Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity, ktora vstupuje do vypodtu agregovaného indikatora chudoby a socidlneho vylicenia ako Ciastkovy
indikator, je prepoCitana na cell populaciu Slovenska. Indikator uvadzany v kapitole 2.4 je vyjadreny len za populéciu vo veku 0-59

rokov.

Low work intensity rate, which enters to calculation of aggregate indicator of poverty and social exclusion as partial indicator, is
recalculated to whole population of Slovakia. Indicator listed in chapter 2.4 is expressed only for the population aged 0-59.
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Agregovany indikator chudoby alebo Aggregate indicator of poverty or social
socialneho vyltcenia je definovany ako pocet ludi, exclusion is defined as the number of persons who
ktori su ohrozeni rizikom chudoby a/alebo su are at-risk-of-poverty and/or are materially deprived
materialne deprivovani alalebo ziji v domacnosti  and/or live in households with low work intensity.

s nizkou pracovnou intenzitou.

Obr. 3.1 Agregovany indikator chudoby alebo socialneho vylicenia
Aggregate indicator of poverty or social exclusion

jednotlivé dimenzie chudoby prekrytie dimenzii chudoby kombinacia dimenzii chudoby

dimensions of poverty overlap of dimensions of poverty combination of dimensions of
poverty
Podla EU SILC 2016 bolo na Slovensku v riziku According to EU SILC 2016 there were 18.1 %

chudoby alebo socialneho vylu¢enia celkovo 18,1 %  of the total population at-risk-of-poverty or social
obyvatefov. ~ Agregovany indikator ~ chudoby exclusion in Slovakia. Aggregate indicator of poverty
alebo socidlneho  vyli€enia  predstavuje  sudet or social exclusion refers to sum of all joint
vSetkych  vzajomnych prienikov troch  vySSie intersections of three partial indicators mentioned
spominanych Ciastkovych indikatorov (miery rizika above (the at-risk-of-poverty rate, severe material
chudoby, miery zavaZnej materialnej deprivacie deprivation rate and low work intensity rate).

a miery nizkej pracovnej intenzity).
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Miera rizika chudoby na obrazku ¢. 3.1 vznika
suc¢tom podielu osdb, ktoré st ohrozené len rizikom
chudoby (7,6 %) plus podielu 0séb, ktoré st ohrozené
rizikom chudoby a zarovef su zavazne materiaine
deprivované (1,3 %) plus podielu osdb, ktoré su
ohrozené  rizikom  chudoby azaroveh  Ziju
v doméacnosti s nizkou pracovnou intenzitou (1,4 %)
aplus podielu oséb, ktoré spadaju do spoloéného
prieniku vSetkych troch Ciastkovych indikatorov (2,4
%).

Daldie dva &iastkové indikatory su vytvorené
obdobnym spdsobom, tj. su¢tom podielu 0s6b
jednotlivych  vzajomnych  prienikov  Eiastkovych
indikatorov.

Z pohladu prijmovej chudoby patri Slovensko od
zaCiatku zistovania EU SILC ku krajinam s najnizSou
mierou rizika chudoby vramci EU. Podla EU SILC
2016 bolo na Slovensku rizikom chudoby alebo
socialného vylucenia ohrozenych 12,7 % obyvatelov.

Aj miera z&vaZnej materialnej deprivécie patrila
na Slovensku skér k niz§im spomedzi vSetkych krajin
EU. V sledovanom obdobi bolo 8,2 % obyvatelstva
Slovenska materialne deprivovanych.

Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity sa podfa Gdajov
EU SILC 2016 nachadzala na urovni 5,1 %.

Vlychadzajuc  z percentualneho  zastlpenia
ohrozenych o0sbb podfa prienikov jednotlivych
Ciastkovych indikatorov je zrejmé, Ze najvacsi podiel
0sbb je takych, ktoré boli ohrozené len rizikom
chudoby alebo pocitovali len materiainu deprivaciu
(76 % a 41 %). Podiel osbb, ktoré len Zili
v domacnostiach s nizkou pracovnou intenzitou
predstavoval 0,9 %. U prijmovej chudoby sa oproti
materialnej deprivacii ukazuje vacSie prepojenie
s nizkou pracovnou intenzitou (1,4 %, t. j. vzajomny
prienik miery rizika chudoby a miery nizkej pracovnej
intenzity v porovnani s 0,3 %, €o predstavuje prienik
miery z&vaznej materialnej deprivacie a miery nizkej
pracovnej intenzity). NaohrozozenejSou skupinou
osOb je vzajomny prienik v3etkych troch Eiastkovych
indikatorov apodla udajov EU SILC 2016
predstavoval 2,4 % obyvatel'stva Slovenska.

In picture 3.1 the at-risk-of-poverty rate is
created by sum of percentage of persons, who are
only at-risk-of-poverty (7.6 %) plus percentage of
persons, who are both at-risk-of-poverty and severely
materially deprived (1.3 %) plus percentage of
persons, who are both at-risk-of-poverty and live in
household with low work intensity (1.4 %) and plus
percentage of persons, who fall into joint intersection
of all three partial indicators (2.4 %).

Other two partial indicators are created in the
same way, i.e. by sum of percentage of persons of
individual joint intersections of partial indicators.

In term of income poverty, since beginning of
the survey Slovakia has belong to countries with the
lowest at-risk-of-poverty rate within EU. According to
EU SILC 2016 there were 12.7 % of Slovak
population at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion.

Also severe material deprivation rate belonged
in Slovakia rather to the lower among all EU
countries. In observed period there were 8.2 % of
population in Slovakia materially deprived.

Low work intensity rate was 5.1 % according to
EU SILC 2016 data.

Arising from percentage of vulnerable persons
according to intersections of individual partial
indicators is evident, that the highest percentage of
persons are persons who are only at-risk-of-poverty
or only felt material deprivation (7.6 % and 4.1 %).
Share of persons, who only lived in households with
low work intensity refers to 0.9 %. In the case of
income poverty, higher correlation with low work
intensity is shown than in the case of material
deprivation (1.4 %, i.e. joint intersection between at-
risk-of-poverty and low work intensity rate compared
to 0.3 % what means intersection between severe
material deprivation rate and low work intensity rate).
The most vulnerable group of persons is joint
intersection of all three partial indicators and
accordingto EU SILC 2016 it referes to 2.4 % of
population.

Na Slovensku z hladiska vyvoja v &ase podiel
obyvatelov ohrozenych chudobou alebo socialnym
vylu€enim od roku 2005 do roku 2009 klesal (z 32,0 %
na 19,6 %). Vplyvom hospodérskej krizy doslo k
miernemu zvySeniu (na 20,6 % v roku 2010 a 2011),
ale od roku 2012 sa podiel fudi ohrozenych chudobou
alebo socialnym vylucenim opéat postupne znizoval az
na hodnotu 18,1 % obyvatelov v roku 2016.

In Slovakia, the share of population at-risk-of
poverty or social exclusion has declined from 2005 to
2009 (from 32.0% to 19.6%). Due to impact of the
economic crisis it has risen slightly (to 20.6% in 2010
and 2011), but since 2012, the share of people at risk
of poverty or social exclusion has gradually declined to
18.1% of the population in 2016.
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Graf 3.1 Osoby ohrozené chudobou alebo socialnym vyli¢enim v SR v rokoch 2005 - 2016
People at risk of poverty or social exclusion in Slovakia 2005 - 2016

v% in %
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SR 32 26,7 21,4 206 19,6 20,6 20,6 20,5 19,8 18,4 18,4 18,1
Zdroj: UDB EU SILC 2005-2016
Tab. 2.11 Osoby ohrozené chudobou alebo socialnym vylicenim v ¢leneni podla krajov
People at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion by regions
V% in %
Osoby ohrozené chudobou alebo EU SILC 2016 People at risk of poverty or social
socialnym vyluc¢enim exclusion
SR 18,1 SR
Bratislavsky kraj 138 Region of Bratislava
Trnavsky kraj 13,5 Region of Trnava
Trenciansky kraj 14,5 Region of Trencin
Nitriansky kraj 174 Region of Nitra
Zilinsky kraj 19,9 Region of Zilina
Banskobystricky kraj 19,5 Region of Banska Bystrica
PreSovsky kraj 236 Region of Presov
Kosicky kraj 197 Region of KoSice

V Eleneni podla krajov sa v miere rizika chudoby

alebo sociélneho vylucenia prejavili vyraznejSie
regionialne disparity.
Najvy$Si podiel o0séb ohrozenych chudobou alebo
socialnym vylu¢enimi zaznamenal PreSovsky kraj
(23,6 %). Nad celoslovenskym priemerom sa
nachadzal aj Zilinsky, Kosicky a Banskobystricky kraj
(199 % az 19,5 %). Naopak menej ohrozeni
chudobou boli osoby v Nitrianskom kraji (17,4 %).
Najmenej sa chudoba prejavila v  Trnavskom,
Bratislavskom a Trencianskom kraji.

In at-risk-of-poverty or social exclusion by

regions regional disparities have seen occured more
significantly.
The highest percentage of people at-risk-of-poverty or
social exclusion was recorded in region of PreSov
(23.6 %). Also regions of Zilina, Kosice and Banska
Bystrica were above average value expressed for the
whole Slovakia (19.9 % to 19.5 %). On the contrary,
people of Nitra region were less at-risk-of-poverty
(17.4 %). The least poverty occurred in the regions of
Trnava, Bratislava and Trencin.
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ZAVER

PredloZzena publikacia ma za ciel poskytnut
prenfad  ovybranych indikatoroch  chudoby
asocialneho vylugenia, pre ktoré je zdrojom dat
vyberové Statistické zistovanie EU SILC 2016.

Takmer vSetky indikatory, ktoré sa nachadzaju
vtejto publikacii, vychadzaju pri merani chudoby
a socialneho vyliéenia z ekvivalentného
disponibilného  prijmu domécnosti  zadefinovaného
v zistovani EU SILC. Pre komplexnejSie pochopenie
dopadov chudoby a socidlneho vyliéenia su prijmové
indikatory doplnené o analyzu prijmovych nerovnosti
a materialnej deprivacie.

NajrozsiahlejSia Cast publikacie (kapitola 2.2) je
zamerana na analyzu miery rizika chudoby po
socialnych transferoch v &leneni podla krajov,
vekovych skupin apohlavia, typu domacnosti,
najCastejSieho statusu ekonomickej aktivity a
vlastnickeho vztahu kobydliu. Z analyzovanych
Udajov sa potvrdilo, Ze na Slovensku sa v miere rizika
chudoby prejavuji regionalne disparity. NajnizSia
miera rizika chudoby bola v Bratislavskom kraji a
najvysSia v Banskobystrickom a PreSovskom kraji.
Zhladiska veku atypu domacnosti boli rizikom
chudoby najviac ohrozené deti vo veku 0-17 rokov,
domécnosti s vy83im poctom deti (3 a viac) a neupine
domacnosti.  Doleziti Ulohu v boji proti chudobe
zohrava aktivna (Cast na trhu prace a socialna
ochrana formou poskytovania starobnych davok.
Kapitola 2.8 sa venuje analyze dopadov sociélnych
transferov na chudobu a socialne vyluéenie (miera
rizika chudoby pred socidlnymi transfermi).
U 8pecifickych skupin obyvatelstva (65 rocni a starsi)
zohravaju socialne transfery klt¢ovu Ulohu v boji proti
chudobe.

Prijatim stratégie Eurépa 2020 sa do popredia
dostal indikator multidimenzionalneho charakteru, tzv.
agregovany indikator chudoby alebo socialneho
vyligenia. Ulohou SU SR je prostrednictvom
zistovania EU SILC zabezpelit jeho vypodet
a umoznit tak monitorovanie jeho vyvoja vo vztahu
k napifianiu stanoveného ciela Stratégie na narodnej
a eurépskej urovni. V publikacii sa stratégii Eurépa
2020  aagregovanému indikdtoru  chudoby
alebo socialneho vylucenia blizSie venuje kapitola 3.

Sucastou publikécie je aj priloha sgrafmi a
mapami vybranych ukazovatelov miery rizika chudoby,
materialnej deprivécie a prijmovej nerovnosti.

CONCLUSION

33

Offered publication have the goal to provide
summary of selected indicators of poverty and social
exclusion, for which as data source is sample
statistical survey EU SILC 2016.

Almost all indicators, which are listed in this
publication, are based on equivalised disposable
household incomes defined in EU SILC survey. For
purpose of more complex comprehension of impacts of
poverty and social exclusion, income indicators are
supplemented by analysis of income inequalities and
material deprivation.

The most extensive part of publication (chapter
2.2) is aimed at analysing at-risk-of-poverty rate after
social transfers broken down by regions, age groups
and gender, household type, the most frequent activity
status and accommodation tenure status. From
analysed data was confirmed that in Slovakia regional
disparities show at-risk-of-poverty rate. The lowest at-
risk-of-poverty rate was in region of Bratislava and the
highest one in regions of Banska Bystrica and PreSov.
In term of age and household type, the most
vulnerable group in view of at-risk-of-poverty
represented children aged 0-17 years old, households
with higher number of children (3 and more) and
incomplete households. Active participation in labour
market and social protection in form of old-age benefits
plays important role in fight against poverty. Chapter
2.8 is aimed at analysis of impacts of social transfers
on poverty and social exclusion (at-risk-of-poverty rate
before social transfers). In specific groups of persons
(aged 65 years old and over) social transfers play key
role in fight against poverty.

Approving the Europe 2020 Strategy, indicator of
multidimensional character, i.e. aggregate indicator of
poverty or social exclusion, has gained ground. The
goal of SO SR is to ensure its calculation through EU
SILC and so unables monitoring of its development in
realtion to meeting defined target of the Strategy at
national and European level. In publication chapter 3 is
aimed at the Europe 2020 Strategy and aggregate
indicator of poverty or social exclusion in more details.

The part of publication is charts and maps, which
are aimed at selected indicators of at-risk-of-poverty
rate, material deprivation and income inequality.
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Celkova miera rizika chudoby po socialnych transferoch v cleneni podl'a krajov, EU SILC 2016
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Nerovnomernost’ prijmového rozdelenia: S80/S20 v cleneni podl'a krajov, EU SILC 2016
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Nerovnomernost’ prijmového rozdelenia: Gini koeficient v ¢leneni podl'a krajov, EU SILC 2016
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Miera nizkej pracovnej intenzity v cleneni podl'a krajov, EU SILC 2016

Low work intensity rate by regions, EU SILC 2016
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Agregovany indikator chudoby alebo socialného vyliucenia, EU SILC 2015
Aggregate indicator of poverty or social exclusion, EU SILC 2015
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