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SUMMARY TABLE OF SURVEY IMPLEMENTATION AND THE SURVEY POPULATION

Survey implementation — Serbia and Serbia Roma Settlements

Sample frame 2011 Population Census

- Updated January — February 2019

Household

Women (age 15-49)

Children under five

Children age 5-17

Questionnaire form for vaccination
records at health facility

Questionnaires

Interviewer training August 2019

Fieldwork

September — December 2019

Survey sample

Serbia Serbia Roma Settlements

Households Households

- Sampled 8,101 | - Sampled 1,934
- Occupied 7,463 | - Occupied 1,833
- Interviewed 6,346 | - Interviewed 1,774
- Response rate (Percent) 85.0 | - Response rate (Percent) 96.8
Women (age 15—49) Women (age 15—49)

- Eligible for interviews 4,219 | - Eligible for interviews 1,912
- Interviewed 3,740 | - Interviewed 1,790
- Response rate (Percent) 88.6 | - Response rate (Percent) 93.6
Children under five Children under five

- Eligible 1,967 | - Eligible 1,096
- Mothers/caregivers interviewed 1,838 | - Mothers/caregivers interviewed 1,049
- Response rate (Percent) 93.4 | - Response rate (Percent) 95.7
Children age 5-17 Children age 5-17

- Eligible 1,824 | - Eligible 1,010
- Mothers/caregivers interviewed 1,734 | - Mothers/caregivers interviewed 981
- Response rate (Percent) 95.1 | - Response rate (Percent) 97.1

Survey population
Serbia

Serbia Roma Settlements

Average household size 2.9 | Average household size 4.6
Percentage of population under: Percentage of population under:

- Age5 44 | - AgeS 13.2
- Age 18 16.8 | - Age 18 38.9
Percentage of women aged 15-49 years Percentage of women aged 15-49 years

with at least one live birth in the with at least one live birth in the

last 2 years 8.9 | last 2 years 21.2
Percentage of population living in Percentage of population living in
- Urban areas 58.4 | - Urban areas 66.7
- Other areas 41.6 | - Other areas 333
- Belgrade 22.7

- Vojvodina 27.7

- Sumadija and Western Serbia 27.2

- Southern and Eastern Serbia 22.4
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey is a nationally representative survey collecting data on the situation of
households, women and children. This report is based on the 2019 Serbia MICS and the 2019 Serbia Roma
Settlements MICS, conducted in 2019 by the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia with technical and
financial support from UNICEF, the European Union, UNFPA and the Government of the Republic of Serbia.

The surveys provide statistically sound and internationally comparable data essential for developing evidence-

based policies and programmes, and for monitoring progress toward national goals and global commitments.

Among these global commitments are those arising from the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.

The MICS surveys were carried out in 2019 on two separate samples — the Serbia MICS on a nationally
representative sample and the Serbia Roma Settlements MICS on a sample of Roma households living in Roma

settlements.

The survey findings from both samples are presented jointly in this report. The findings pertain, unless stated
otherwise, to the period September—December 2019, when the fieldwork was conducted.

CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

Literacy Among Women

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

There are very high rates of literacy among women in
the general population in Serbia, where 99 percent
of women are literate. The lowest rates of literacy
are among women who only have a primary
education and who live in the poorest households.
Seven percent of women who only had a primary
education, were able to read a statement given to
them. Another 1 percent had primary education but
were not able to read the statement.

Among women living in Roma settlements, 80
percent are literate. Among literate women, 19
percent said they have secondary education.
Socioeconomic status is positively correlated with
the literacy rate, as 64 percent of women living in
households from the poorest wealth index quintile
are literate, compared to 93 percent of women living
in the households from the richest wealth index
quintile.?

Among women living in Roma settlements, 59
percent reported primary education as their highest
level of education and were literate (i.e., could read
the statement shown to them), while 10 percent
reported that they had primary education but could
not read the statement.

Overall, 10 percent of women reported that they had
received no education, and were not literate (i.e.,
could not read a statement shown to them), and a
further 2 percent also reported that they had
received no education, but could read the statement.

1See Section 4.5 for information on how the wealth index is determined.
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Children's Living Arrangements

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

The percentage of children under the age of 18 living
with both biological parents is 85, the percentage of
children living only with their mother is 11, while 3
percent live only with their father. The percentage of
children under the age of 18 who do not live with
either biological parent, although both biological
parents are alive, is 2 percent. Among Serbia’s overall
population, 3 percent of children have lost one or
both parents. As expected, older children are less
likely to live with both parents than younger children
and older children are more likely to be without one
or both parents than younger children.

Child Mortality

The percentage of children under the age of 18 living
with both biological parents is 81, the percentage of
children living only with their mother is 12, while 4
percent live only with their father. Three percent of
children under the age of 18 do not live with either
biological parent, although both biological parents
are alive. In Roma settlements, 4 percent of children
have lost one or both parents. The highest
percentage of children under the age of 18 who have
lost both parents are children living in households
from the poorest wealth index quintile (6 percent).

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Child mortality rates were only calculated on the
basis of the MICS data for Roma settlements.

THRIVE — REPRODUCTIVE AND MATERNAL HEALTH

Fertility

The estimated infant mortality rate among children
in Roma settlements is 8 per 1,000 live births, while
the probability that a child will die before their fifth
birthday is about 9 per 1,000 live births. Child
mortality rates are notably higher in Roma
settlements than the national average, when
compared to national-level vital statistics data.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

The total fertility rate (TFR) for the year preceding
the 2019 Serbia MICS was 1.6 births per woman.

Early Childbearing

The TFR for the year preceding the 2019 Serbia Roma
Settlements MICS was 3.5 births per woman.?

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

The adolescent birth rate among Serbia’s overall
population is 12 births per 1,000 women aged 15—
19. Only 3 percent of women aged 15-19 years have
given birth or are currently pregnant, and none of
the women surveyed aged 15—19 years gave birth to
a live-born child before the age of 15. Additionally, 3
percent of women aged 20-24 years gave birth to a
live-born child before the age of 18.

The birth rate for adolescent girls in Roma
settlements is 163 births per 1,000 women aged 15—
19. Almost one third (31 percent) of women aged
15-19 years have given birth or are currently
pregnant, and 3 percent gave birth to a live-born
child before the age of 15. More than one third of
women aged 20-24 years (38 percent) gave birth to
a live-born child before the age of 18.

2 Figure based on 125-249 unweighted person-years of exposure.
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Contraception

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

MICS data show that almost all women have heard of
some type of contraceptive method; the mean
number of methods known by women is 11 (out of
14 surveyed methods). Current use of contraception
was reported by 62 percent of women who are
married or in union.

Traditional methods are dominant and are used by
41 percent of women, while modern methods are
used by 21 percent of women. The most popular
method is withdrawal, which is used by 31 percent of
married women in Serbia as a whole, followed by
male condom, which is used by 15 percent of
women. Contraceptive prevalence ranges from 55
percent in the Belgrade region to 69 percent in
Southern and Eastern Serbia.

Prevalence of any modern method rises with level of
education and wealth. Only 11 percent of women
with primary education use any modern method
compared with 27 percent of women with higher
education.

Only 13 percent of women living in the poorest
households use modern methods, compared to the
richest households where twice as many women use
a modern method (27 percent of women).

More than one-fifth of women (22 percent) who are
married or living in union have never used any
method of contraception, the main reason reported
by these women being that they wanted to get
pregnant (71 percent).

Informed Decisions on Reproductive Health

Among women from Roma settlements, 98 percent
have heard of some type of contraceptive method;
the mean number of methods known by women is 6
(out of 14 surveyed methods). Ten percent of
women who do not have any education have not
heard of any modern method.

Current use of contraception was reported by 60
percent of women who are married or in union.
Modern methods are used only by 7 percent of
women, while traditional methods are used by 53
percent of women. The most popular method is
withdrawal, which is used by 53 percent of married
women, followed by male condom, which is used by
3 percent of women.

The percentage of women who are married or living
in union who have never used any method of
contraception is 29, and the main reasons are that
they wanted to get pregnant (61 percent) and lack of
knowledge about contraception (13 percent).

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

In Serbia overall, among women aged 15-49 years
who are married or in union, decisions on
reproductive health are mostly made by women
independently (82 percent), while almost one fifth
make decisions jointly with their husbands/partners
(18 percent). The percentage of women who make
independent decisions about reproductive health
increases with level of education (from 65 percent of
women with primary education to 87 percent with
higher education) and wealth (from 67 percent in the
poorest to 89 percent in the richest quintile).

In Roma settlements, among women aged 15-49
years who are married or in union, slightly more than
half (56 percent) make decisions on reproductive
health independently, while 41 percent make
decisions jointly with their husbands/partners. The
percentage of women who make independent
decisions about reproductive health increases with
the level of education (from 46 percent of women
with no education to 67 percent of women with
secondary or higher education) and wealth (from 48
percent in the poorest to 70 percent in the richest
quintile).
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The percentage of married women who make their
own decisions about when to have sexual
intercourse, contraceptive use, and reproductive
health is 84.

Abortions

The percentage of married women who make their
own decisions about having sexual intercourse,
contraceptive use and reproductive health is 68.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia overall, 11 percent of women aged 15-49
years have had at least one induced abortion.
Experience of abortion is more widespread among
women with primary education (28 percent) and
among those living in the poorest households (15
percent). As expected, the percentage of women
who have had an induced abortion rises with age and
is highest among older women 45-49 years (24
percent). There are differences by regions, and the
percentage of women who reported having had
induced abortions varies from 8 percent in the
Belgrade region to 13 percent in the Vojvodina
region.

Out of all women aged 15-49 years who had an
abortion, 57 percent had one abortion, 36 percent
had two or three and 7 percent had four or more
abortions.

The total induced abortion rate in the last 12 months
among women aged 15—49 years is 4 per 1,000
women, 27 per 1,000 in the last five years, and 189
per 1,000 throughout the woman’s life. The number
of stillbirths is 8 per 1,000 women.

Antenatal Care

In total, 28 percent of women aged 15-49 years from
Roma settlements have had at least one induced
abortion. Experience of abortion is more widespread
among women with no education (28 percent) and
among employed women (39 percent). The
percentage of women who have had an abortion
rises with age and is highest among women 45-49
years (54 percent).

Of all women aged 15—-49 years who had an abortion,
40 percent had one abortion, 42 percent had two or
three and 18 percent had four or more abortions.

The total induced abortion rate in the last 12 months
among women aged 15—-49 years is 38 per 1,000
women, 164 per 1,000 in the last five years and 763
per 1,000 throughout the woman’s life. The number
of stillbirths is 11 per 1,000 women.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Almost all women aged 15-49 years who had a live
birth during the two years preceding the survey
received antenatal care. Antenatal care was provided
by medical doctors in almost all cases. In total, 97
percent of women received antenatal care at least
four times, while 80 percent of women received
antenatal care eight or more times.

Overall, 97 percent of women who had a live birth in
the last two years received their first antenatal care
visit during the first trimester of their last pregnancy,
with the median time of first visit of 1.2 months into
the pregnancy. Women from the poorest households
tend to have their first antenatal visit later; a lower
percentage from this group (86 percent) had their
first visit during the first trimester. Women with a

Out of all women aged 15-49 years living in Roma
settlements who had a live birth during the two years
preceding the survey, 96 percent received antenatal
care. Antenatal care was provided by medical
doctors in 96 percent of cases. Overall, 95 percent of
mothers received antenatal care more than once, 83
percent received antenatal care at least four times,
and 43 percent received antenatal care eight or
more times. Among mothers from the poorest
households, 73 percent received antenatal care four
or more times, compared with 96 percent among
those living in the richest households.

Overall, 84 percent of women from Roma
settlements who had a live birth in the last two years
received their first antenatal care visit during the first
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lower level of education also go later for a first
examination compared to women with a higher level
of education. In total, 93 percent of women received
the recommended package of antenatal care.?

The percentage of those who received a home visit
from a patronage nurse during pregnancy is low,
with only 30 percent of women receiving a visit. The
lowest coverage is in the Belgrade region (22
percent), while the highest is in Southern and
Eastern Serbia (40 percent). Much more importance
is given to home visits after the birth, where 94
percent of women were visited by a patronage nurse
within a week after delivery. The average number of
postnatal visits by a patronage nurse after birth is
3.8.

Only 16 percent of women who had live births in the
last two years attended a childbirth preparation
programme in a primary health-care facility. The
main reasons for low utilization were as follows: 60
percent of women stated they did not need it, 15
percent did not have time, 14 percent reported that
no such programme was organized in their
neighbourhood, and 9 percent did not know that
such programmes exist.

Assistance at Delivery

trimester of their last pregnancy, with the median
time of first visit of 2.0 months into the pregnancy.
There are some differences by socioeconomic status
as only 78 percent of women from the poorest
households had their first visit during the first
trimester of their last pregnancy while this was the
case for 91 percent of women from the richest
households. In total, 89 percent of women received
the recommended package of antenatal care.?

A quarter of women were visited by a patronage
nurse during pregnancy (25 percent), while 90
percent were visited by a patronage nurse within a
week after returning home following delivery. On
average, they were visited 3.6 times.

The percentage of women in Roma settlements who
had a live birth in the two years preceding the survey
who attended a childbirth preparation programme is
very low, at 3 percent.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Skilled personnel carried out almost all deliveries
(almost 100 percent). In 32 percent of births, women
had a C-section; for 26 percent of women the
decision was made before the onset of labour pains
and for 6 percent after the onset of labour pains. The
decision to perform a C-section before the onset of
labour pains was made at the suggestion of a doctor
in 94 percent of cases, and in 3 percent at the
request of the woman. The highest percentage of
births by caesarean section are among women aged
35-49 years (36 percent).

In the population as a whole, 100 percent of births
were delivered in a health-care facility; of these, less
than one percent took place in a private health-care
facility.

Skilled personnel carried out 99 percent of deliveries
to women living in Roma settlements. Overall, 18
percent of women had a C-section; for 12 percent
the decision was made before the onset of labour
pains, and for 6 percent after the onset of labour
pains.

Almost all births to women from Roma settlements
were delivered in a health facility (99 percent), and
less than one percent outside of a health facility.

The percentage of women aged 1549 years who
reported that they had stayed in the same room as
the baby after giving birth is 73 percent. Among
those who did not remain in the same room with the
baby after giving birth, slightly more than a half of
women (53 percent) said the main reason was that
there were no conditions, 40 percent reported the

3 See Section 6.6 for information on the content of antenatal care.
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The percentage of women aged 15-49 years who
reported that they had stayed in the same room as
the baby after giving birth is 59 percent. Among
those who did not remain in the same room with the
baby, over two-thirds of women (69 percent)
reported that the main reason was that ‘there were
no conditions’, a quarter of women (25 percent)
reported the reason was that they or the baby were
ill, and 5 percent did not want to be in the same
room with the baby after the birth.

Birthweight

reason was that they or the baby were ill, while 6
percent did not want to be in the same room with
the baby after the birth.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Almost 100 per cent of children in Serbia as a whole
had their birthweight measured right after delivery.
Among live births whose weight was measured, 6
percent of children weighed less than 2,500 grams
(g). The highest percentage of live births that were
less than 2,500 g at birth was in the region of
Vojvodina (9 percent), and the lowest in the region of
Sumadija and Western Serbia (2 percent). In urban
and other areas® the percentages were 7 and 4
percent, respectively.

Thermal Care for Newborns

Overall, 99 percent of children from Roma
settlements had their birthweight measured right
after delivery. Among live births whose weight was
measured, 11 percent of children weighed less than
2,500 g.

The highest percentage of live births where babies
weighed less than 2,500 g right after delivery was
among newborns in the 60 percent of poorest
households in Roma settlements: 12 percent of
babies born to households in this category had low
birthweight. >

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia as a whole, 81 per cent of newborns were
dried or wiped immediately after birth. In total, 63
percent of newborns were placed on the bare skin of
the mother's chest immediately after birth, and
about half of those children were not wrapped
before being placed directly on the bare skin (32
percent). Two-thirds of all newborns (67 percent)
were bathed for the first time in the first five hours
after birth.

Sexual Behaviour

Among babies born to women living in Roma
settlements, 82 percent were dried or wiped
immediately after birth. In total, 72 percent of
newborns were placed on the bare skin of the
mother's chest immediately after birth, and about
half of those children were not wrapped before
being placed directly on the bare skin (37 percent).
Almost three quarters of all newborns (74 percent)
were bathed for the first time in the first five hours
after birth.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Among women aged 15-49 years, 88 percent have
ever had sexual intercourse. There are differences by
regions, the percentage being highest in the Belgrade
region (91 percent) and the lowest in Sumadija and

The percentage of women in Roma settlements aged
15-49 years who have ever had sexual intercourse is
87. There are differences by level of education,
whereby the percentage of women who have had

4 See Section 2.1 for information on the definition of ‘other’ areas.
5 See Section 4.5 for information on how the wealth index is determined.
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Western Serbia (83 percent). About one half of girls
and young women aged 15—-24 years had had sexual
intercourse and 1 percent had sexual intercourse
before the age of 15, whereas almost all women over
the age of 30 had sexual intercourse (over 99
percent).

In the last 12 months, 73 percent of women aged
15-49 years had sexual intercourse, of whom only 1
percent with more than one partner.

Among women aged 15-24 years, 8 percent had had
sexual intercourse with a partner who was 10 or
more years older in the 12 months preceding the
survey, while in the same period the percentage of
women in this age group who had sexual intercourse
with a partner they were not married to or
cohabitating with is 67 percent.

sexual intercourse is highest among women with the
lowest level of education (95 percent) and notably
lower among women with secondary or higher
education (73 percent). Two-thirds of girls and young
women aged 15-24 years had sexual intercourse (67
percent) and 14 percent had sexual intercourse
before the age of 15, whereas almost all women over
the age of 30 had sexual intercourse (over 99
percent).

In the 12 months preceding the survey, 77 percent of
women aged 15-49 years had sexual intercourse, of
whom fewer than 1 percent with more than one
partner.

Among women aged 15-24 years, 4 percent had
sexual intercourse with a partner who was 10 or
more years older in the 12 months preceding the
survey, while in the same period the percentage of
women in this age group who had sexual intercourse
with a partner they were not married to or
cohabitating with is 12 percent.

THRIVE — CHILD HEALTH, NUTRITION AND DEVELOPMENT

Immunization

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Eighty percent of children aged 24—-35 months
received all the vaccines recommended in Serbia (at
any time before the survey), excluding the vaccine
against pneumococcal infections/disease (PCV) and
revaccinations, while 69 percent received all vaccines
on time (by their second birthday for measles,
mumps and rubella (MMR) and by their first birthday
for all other vaccines). There are differences by area,
region and education of the mother. In urban areas
the percentage is 74 percent, while in other areas
this percentage is higher at 87 percent. In the
Belgrade region the percentage is the lowest at 66
percent, while in the region of Sumadija and Western
Serbia it is the highest at 91 percent. Coverage with
all recommended vaccines is higher for children
whose mothers have no education or have primary
education than for children with highly educated
mothers, at 86 and 75 percent respectively.®

Sixty-three percent of children aged 24-35 months
living in Roma settlements received all the vaccines
recommended in Serbia (at any time before the
survey), excluding the vaccine against pneumococcal
infections/disease (PCV) and revaccinations, while
only around one-third (35 percent) received all
vaccines on time (by their second birthday for
measles, mumps and rubella (MMR) and by their first
birthday for all other vaccinations). There are
differences by area, meaning that in urban areas the
percentage of children who received all
recommended vaccines is 56 percent, while in other
areas the percentage is higher and is 79 percent.

Coverage with the first and second doses of all
individual vaccines, except for the PCV vaccine, is
over 85 percent for children aged 24—-35 months. The
percentage of children who received the third dose
for individual vaccines is slightly lower, but not below

6 The figure for children whose mothers/fathers have primary education or have no education is based on 25-49

unweighted cases.
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Coverage with the first, second, and third doses of all
individual vaccines, except for the PCV vaccine, is
over 94 percent for children aged 24—-35 months. The
percentage of children who received the
revaccination for individual vaccines is lower, but not
below 73 percent (excluding PCV).

Among children aged 24—-35 months, 43 percent
received the MMR vaccine by the age of 15 months,
with marked differences by type of area (35 percent
in urban areas and 54 in other areas) and by region
(27 percent in Belgrade compared to 61 percent in
the region of Sumadija and Western Serbia).

Household Energy Use

80 percent (excluding PCV). The percentage of
children who received revaccinations for individual
vaccines is nearly 50 percent — revaccination for
polio (IPVR1/OPVR1) is 53 percent, revaccination for
diphtheria, tetanus and pertussis (DTPR1) is 51
percent, while revaccination for haemophilus
influenza type b (HibR1) is 49 percent.

Among children aged 24-35 months, 44 percent
received the MMR vaccine by the age of 15 months,
with marked differences by type of area (38 percent
in urban areas and 57 in other areas).

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia as a whole, 82 percent of households rely
on clean fuels and technologies for cooking, of which
almost 67 percent use an electric stove. In urban
areas, the use of electric stoves goes up to 80
percent, while in other areas it is 47 percent.
Conversely, manufactured solid fuel stoves are
significantly more prevalent in other areas (30
percent) than in urban areas (6 percent), especially in
the regions of Sumadija and Western Serbia, and
Southern and Eastern Serbia (around 27 percent
each).

Among household members living in households that
use environmentally polluting fuels and technologies
for cooking, less than one percent cook in poorly
ventilated areas.

For heating, 54 percent of households rely on clean
fuels and technologies (mostly on central heating —
44 percent), while 46 percent use environmentally
polluting fuels (mostly wood — 43 percent). Ninety-
three percent of the poorest households use
environmentally polluting fuels.

Almost all households in Serbia as a whole use
electricity to light their homes.

The percentage of households that use clean fuels
and technologies for cooking, heating and lighting for
the national survey is 52 percent.

In Roma settlements, clean fuels and technologies
are used for cooking in 42 percent of households
(mostly electric stoves — 39 percent), while 58
percent of households use environmentally polluting
fuels for cooking, mostly manufactured solid fuel
stoves — 80 percent of households from the poorest
quintile and 19 percent from the richest quintile.

Among household members living in households
using polluting fuels and technology to cook, 14
percent cook in poorly ventilated areas.

Only 13 percent of households in Roma settlements
use clean fuels and technologies for space heating, of
which 9 percent use central heating. A high
proportion — 86 percent, use polluting fuels (of which
the majority use wood — 85 percent).

Ninety-eight percent of households in Roma
settlements use electricity to light their homes.

Overall, 12 percent of households in Roma
settlements use clean fuels and technologies for
cooking, heating and lighting.
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Infant and Young Child Feeding

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

Although 93 percent of children in Serbia as a whole
were ever breastfed, only 24 percent of children
aged 0-5 months are exclusively breastfed, while 54
percent of children aged 0-5 months are
predominantly breastfed. The median duration of
exclusive breastfeeding of children aged 0—35
months in Serbia is 1.1 months while for any
breastfeeding it is 7.3 months.

Overall, 96 percent of all children aged 6-23 months
in Serbia receive solid, semi-solid and soft foods
according to the recommended minimum meal
frequency. Eighty-six percent of children had minimal
dietary diversity, while only 75 percent of children
receive adequate nutrition, as measured against the
minimum acceptable nutrition indicator, which as a
composite indicator takes into account diversity and
frequency of meals. Only 84 percent of non-
breastfed children aged 6—23 months received at
least two milk feeds during the day. There is a slight
difference depending on the sex of the child,
whereby the percentage for female children is 88
percent, and for males 81 percent.

Malnutrition

In Roma settlements the percentage of children who
were ever breastfed is 91; 8 percent of children aged
0-5 months are exclusively breastfed, while 40
percent of children aged 0-5 months are
predominantly breastfed. The median duration of
exclusive breastfeeding of children aged 0-35
months in Roma settlements is 0.5 months, while for
any breastfeeding it is 11.8 months.

Overall, 92 percent of all children aged 6-23 months
living in Roma settlements receive solid, semi-solid
and soft foods according to the recommended
minimum meal frequency. Less than one half of
children (48 percent) have minimal dietary diversity,
while only 40 percent of children receive adequate
nutrition, as measured against the minimum
acceptable nutrition indicator, which as a composite
indicator takes into account diversity and frequency
of meals. The values for this composite indicator vary
according to wealth index — 36 percent in the
poorest 60 percent of Roma households and 50
percent in the richest 40 percent.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

The prevalence of child malnourishment (moderate
and severe) in Serbia as a whole is relatively low: the
prevalence of underweight is 1 percent, while 5
percent of children aged under five are stunted (too
short for their age), and 3 percent are wasted (too
thin for their height). About 11 percent of children
are overweight.”

The nutritional status found among children aged
under five living in Roma settlements reveals a less
favourable situation — 7 percent of children are
underweight and 17 percent are stunted. The
prevalence of overweight is 7 percent, while 3
percent of children have a body weight that is too
low for their height. The prevalence of stunting is the
highest among children from the poorest quintile (22
percent) compared to 13 percent of children from
the richest quintile, and among children whose
mothers have no education (20 percent) compared
to 15 percent of children whose mothers have
secondary or higher education

7 See Section 7.4 for information on data quality of nutrition indicators from the 2019 Serbia MICS related to children

excluded from analysis.
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Early Childhood Development

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

For 96 percent of children aged 2—4 years in Serbia,
an adult household member was engaged in four or
more activities that promote learning and school
readiness during the three days preceding the
survey. More children benefited from their mothers’
engagement (91 percent) than their fathers’ (41
percent). Fathers with a higher level of education,
living in urban areas and the Belgrade region were
more involved in activities with children.

Similarly to the older age group, 96 percent of
children aged 1-2 years were engaged in four or
more activities, with higher engagement from
mothers (93 percent) than fathers (48 percent).

Among children under the age of five, 78 percent live
in households with at least three children's books,
while the proportion of children with 10 or more
books drops to 55 percent. Only 48 percent of
children from the poorest households have three or
more books, compared to 90 percent of children
from the richest households. This difference is even
more obvious for children who have 10 or more
books (21 percent of the poorest have 10 or more
books compared to 77 of the richest). For children
under the age of five, 83 percent have two or more
types of toys.

During the week preceding the survey, 4 percent of
children were left without adequate supervision; that
is, left alone or under the supervision of another
child younger than 10 years. The highest proportion
of children left without adequate supervision was in
the region of Sumadija and Western Serbia (7
percent).

Early Child Development Index

For 56 percent of children aged 2—4 years living in
Roma settlements, an adult household member was
engaged in four or more activities that promote early
learning; mothers were involved in such activities
with 45 percent of children, while fathers were
involved in activities with 11 percent of children.
Adults were slightly more involved in activities with
girls (60 percent) than with boys (52 percent).
Involvement of adults in activities with children was
more prevalent among children whose mothers have
secondary or higher education (69 percent), and was
lowest among children whose mothers have no
education (40 percent). Involvement of adults in
activities that promote learning with younger
children, aged 1-2 years, is almost at the same level
as with the older age group.

In Roma settlements in Serbia, only 8 percent of
children under the age of five live in households with
at least three children's books, while the proportion
of children with 10 or more books drops to 2
percent. Among children from the poorest
households, 4 percent have at least 3 or more books,
compared to 18 percent of children from the richest
households. Overall, 66 percent of children under
the age of five have two or more types of toys.

During the week preceding the survey 3 percent of
children were left without adequate supervision; that
is, left alone or under the supervision of another
child younger than 10 years.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia as a whole, 97 percent of children aged 3—4
years are developmentally on track. Analysis of the
four domains of child development shows that all
children are on track in the learning domain, nearly
100 percent in the physical domain and 97 percent in
the social-emotional domain. A much lower
proportion of children are on track (35 percent) in
the literacy-numeracy domain.

Level of attainment in the literacy-numeracy domain
varies depending on the mother's level of education

In Roma settlements, 89 percent of children aged 3—
4 years are developmentally on track. Analysis of the
four domains of child development shows that
almost all children are on track in the learning and
physical domain, (99 percent each), and a bit less in
the social-emotional domain (89 percent). Far fewer
are on track in the literacy-numeracy domain (13
percent).

Level of attainment in the literacy-numeracy domain
varies depending on the mother's level of education
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and the wealth of the household. Among children
whose mothers have primary education or no
education, 14 percent are on track in the literacy-
numeracy domain, compared to 39 percent of
children whose mothers have higher education. In
the poorest households, 18 percent of children are
on-track in the literacy-numeracy domain, compared
to 45 percent of children living in the richest
households.

Attendance at programmes providing early childhood
education (ECE) is also positively associated with
development in the literacy-numeracy domain (40
percent of children who attend ECE are on track,
compared to 27 percent of children who do not
attend).

LEARN

Early Childhood Care and Education

and the wealth of the household. Among children
whose mothers have no education, 7 percent are on
track in the literacy-numeracy domain, compared to
16 percent of children whose mothers have
secondary or higher education. In the poorest Roma
households, 8 percent of children are on-track in the
literacy-numeracy domain, compared to 21 percent
of children living in the richest households

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia as a whole, 61 percent of children aged 3—4
years attend an organized early childhood education
(ECE) programme. The coverage in urban areas is 71
percent, compared to 46 percent in other areas.
Among children living in the richest households, 81
percent of children attend an ECE programme, while
the figure drops to 11 percent in the poorest
households. Attendance at preschool education
programmes is correlated with mother’s education
level: only 17 percent of children whose mothers
have no education or only have primary education
attend ECE, compared to 80 percent of children
whose mothers have higher education. Attendance is
also correlated with the mother’s activity status: 74
percent of children whose mothers are employed
attend ECE, compared to 39 percentage of children
whose mothers are unemployed and 34 percent of
children whose mothers are economically inactive.

The net attendance rate for organized learning
among children who are one year younger than the
age for enrolment at primary school is 97 percent.
The largest percentage of these children (96) attend
preschool, and 1 percent attend primary school.

About 3 percent of children who are one year
younger than the age for enrolment at primary
school do not attend preschool or primary school.

Only 7 percent of children aged 3—4 years from Roma
settlements attend an organized early childhood
education (ECE) programme. ECE programmes are
attended by 24 percent of children from the richest
households, while coverage of children from the
poorest households is only 3 percent. Attendance at
preschool education programmes is correlated with
mother’s education level: only 2 percent of children
whose mothers have no education attend ECE,
compared to 15 percent of children whose mothers
have secondary or higher education.

The net attendance rate for organized learning for
children who are one year younger than the age of
enrolment at primary school is much lower in Roma
settlements — 76 percent. The percentage of children
attending preschool education is 74 percent, while 2
percent attend primary school.

Almost one quarter of children in this age group (24
percent) do not attend preschool or primary school.

A higher proportion of girls are not attending an ECE
programme or primary education (gender parity
index 1.30).

Executive Summary | xxvi



A higher proportion of girls and children in non-
urban areas are not attending an ECE programme or
primary education (gender parity index 1.78, area
parity index 2.30).

Attendance

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Among children currently attending the first grade of
primary school, 96 percent attended preschool
education during the previous school year. For boys
in first grade, 97 percent attended preschool
education during the previous school year, while 95
of girls attended. In urban areas, 97 percent of
children in first grade had attended preschool,
compared to 95 percent in other areas. Rates of
attendance at preschool prior to starting first grade
were somewhat lower in the Belgrade region (93
percent).

Among children of preschool age, 93 percent attend
or have attended a preparatory preschool
programme (PPP) at the appropriate age. Of these,
87 percent attend a public preschool institution, 3
percent attend a private institution, and 10 percent
attend a PPP delivered in a school.

Among children who are old enough to enrol at
primary school (i.e. who reached the age of 6 before
1 March 2019), 90 percent were attending the first
grade of primary school. A higher proportion of boys
(97 percent) than girls (83 percent) enter the first
grade of school on time. More children from non-
urban areas (96 percent) enter first grade on time
than children from urban areas (87 percent).

Overall, 99 percent of children of primary school age
(6—13 years) attend primary school, while 94 percent
of children aged 14—-17 years attend secondary
school, which is not compulsory in Serbia.

Secondary school attendance is correlated with the
mother’s level of education: 79 percent of children
whose mothers have primary or no education attend
secondary school compared to 97 percent of children
whose mothers have higher education. Socio-
economic factors also impact on secondary school
attendance: only 79 percent of children from the
poorest households and 84 percent of children living
in materially deprived households attend secondary

Among children living in Roma settlements currently
attending the first grade of primary school, a lower
proportion (81 percent) attended preschool
education during the previous school year than
among the general population.

Among children of preschool age, 77 percent attend
or have attended a preparatory preschool
programme (PPP) at the appropriate age. Of these
children, 95 percent attend a PPP in a public
preschool institution, less than 1 percent attend a
private institution, and 5 percent attend a PPP
delivered in a school. There is a clear gender
difference in the percentage of children who attend
or have attended a PPP: 71 percent of girls attend or
have attended, compared to 84 percent of boys.
Socioeconomic status also impacts on attendance at
a PPP: 73 percent of children from the poorest 60
percent of households attend or have attended,
compared to 83 percent of children from the richest
40 percent of households.

The percentage of children old enough to start
primary school (i.e. who reached the age of 6 before
1 March 2019) from Roma settlements attending the
first grade of primary school is 85 (82 percent of girls
and 89 percent of boys). Eighty-two percent of
children from the poorest 60 percent of households
and 92 percent of children from the richest 40
percent of households were attending.

Overall, 92 percent of children of primary school age
(6—13 years) attend primary school, a very small
percentage (less than 1) attend preschool education,
while 7 percent of children do not attend any form of
education. Non-attendance is affected by the
mother’s level of education (13 percent of children
whose mothers have primary or no education do not
attend school, compared to 4 percent of children
whose mothers have secondary or higher education)
and socio-economic status (the percentage of
children who do not attend school from households
in the poorest quintile is twice as high (8 percent) as
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school, compared to 99 percent of children from
households not experiencing material deprivation.?

In total, 6 percent of children of secondary school
age are not attending secondary school; 2 percent
attend primary school, while the remaining 4 percent
are not attending school at all. Only 1 percent of
children of secondary school age in urban areas do
not attend school at all, compared to 7 per cent in
non-urban areas. The highest percentage of
secondary-school age children who do not attend
school live in the Southern and Eastern Serbia region
(6 percent).

The primary school completion rate is nearly 100
percent and the transition rate to secondary school is
95 percent, while the secondary school completion
rate is 98. The gender parity index is 0.98 for primary
schools and 0.99 for secondary schools.

Parental Involvement

the percentage of children from households in the
richest quintile (4 percent)).

Only 28 percent of children of the appropriate age
(14-17 years) attend secondary school; 15 percent
still attend primary school, and 57 percent of
children of secondary school age do not go to school
at all. There are notable differences in secondary
school attendance between children from the
households in the poorest quintile (13 percent) and
the households in the richest quintile (53 percent).

Non-attendance at this age is affected by the
mother’s level of education, as well as the socio-
economic status of the household. About one third
of children from households in the richest quintile do
not attend secondary school, while this is the case
for twice as many children from the households in
the poorest quintile.

The primary school completion rate among children
living in Roma settlements is 64 percent and the
effective transition rate® to secondary school is 55
percent, while the secondary school completion rate
is 61 percent. The gender parity index is 0.98 for
primary school while for secondary school it drops to
0.89 (0.83 in urban compared to 0.97 in other areas).

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

All children aged 7—14 years who attend school have
homework, and 67 percent receive help with this
(usually from parents). With regards to school-
related activities that households pay for, many
children participated in sports activities (43 percent),
while approximately 15 percent of households paid
for foreign language classes or private tutoring. As
for school-related activities that are free of charge,
41 percent of children are members of school clubs
(such as choir, drama or maths club), while 35
percent attend extra classes.

During the year preceding the survey, 84 percent of
parents (or other adult household members) were

In Roma settlements, 91 per cent of children aged 7—
14 years attend school, and almost all have
homework. Of children receiving homework, 61
percent received help with it, usually from their
mother or father. Among children attending school,
8 percent participated in paid-for, school-related
activities, while 79 percent participated in school-
related activities that are free of charge (most
notably remedial classes, attended by 37 percent of
children living in Roma settlements).

During the year preceding the survey, 59 percent of
parents (or other adult household members) were
informed about the decisions made at Parents’

8 See Section 4.5 for information on how material deprivation categories are determined.

9 The ‘effective’ transition rate is calculated by taking the number of children who are attending the first grade of the higher
education level in the current school year and were in the last grade of the lower education level the previous year, divided
by the number of children who were in the last grade of the lower education level the previous school year and are not

repeating that grade in the current year.
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informed about the decisions made at Parents’
Council meetings, and 99 percent of parents
attended a parent—teacher meeting.

Slightly less than one-third of children (30 percent)
aged 7-14 years could not attend school at some
point in the year preceding the survey, because the
school was closed. In most cases this was due to a
natural disaster.

Excluding school textbooks and holy books, 86
percent of children have three or more books at
home that they can read.

PROTECTION FROM VIOLENCE AND EXPLOITATION

Birth Registration

Council meetings, and 96 percent of parents
attended a parent—teacher meeting.

One quarter of children in Roma settlements aged 7—
14 could not attend school at some point in the year
preceding the survey, because the school was closed.
In most cases this was due to a natural disaster and,
to a lesser extent, to teacher strikes.

Excluding school textbooks and holy books, 13
percent of children have three or more books at
home that they can read.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

Almost 100 percent of children aged under five in
Serbia were registered at birth. There are no
significant variations in birth registration across
background characteristics.

Child Discipline

Ninety-nine percent of children under five in Roma
settlements were registered at birth. There are no
significant variations in birth registration across
background characteristics.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

Half of children aged 1-14 years in Serbia as a whole
were only subjected to non-violent methods of
discipline from an adult household member in the
month preceding the survey. In the same period, 40
percent were subjected to some form of
psychological aggression, 20 percent were subjected
to physical punishment, and 1 percent were
subjected to severe physical punishment (hit or
slapped on the face, head or ears, or beaten up, i.e.,
hit repeatedly and as hard as possible). Psychological
aggression (shouting, calling a child derogatory
names) and physical discipline of children are most
common in the region of Vojvodina.

Ten percent of respondents (mothers or caregivers)
in Serbia as a whole believe that physical punishment
is needed to bring up, raise, or educate a child
properly. It is interesting to note that this attitude is
most prevalent among respondents living in the
richest households.

Over a quarter (27 percent) of children aged 1-14
years living in Roma settlements were only subjected
to non-violent methods of discipline in the month
preceding the survey. In the same period, 62 percent
were subjected to some form of psychological
aggression from an adult household member, 40
percent were subjected to physical punishment, and
2 percent were subjected to severe physical
punishment. A total of 67 percent of Roma children
were exposed to either psychological or physical
aggression. Children from the materially deprived
household population were more likely to be
subjected to physical discipline (42 percent) than
those from the household population that is not
materially deprived, or is deprived in one item (27
percent). Overall, 8 percent of mothers or caregivers
in Roma settlements believe that physical
punishment is needed to bring up, raise, or educate a
child properly.
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Child Labour

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

In Serbia as a whole, 16 percent of children aged 5—
11 years and 4 percent of children aged 12-14 years
were engaged in economic activities for the number
of hours that would classify their work as child labour
(1 hour or more a week for children aged 5-11 years
and 14 hours or more for children aged 12—-14 years).
Only 1 percent of children aged 15-17 years were
engaged in economic activities that are within the
defined range to be classified as child labour (43
hours or more for children in this age group).
Children from non-urban areas, primarily from the
poorest and the second wealth quintile, are most
likely to be involved in economic activities, while
more children work in the region of Sumadija and
Western Serbia than in other regions.

Fewer than 1 percent of children aged 5-14 years
participate in household chores for the number of
hours that would define this work as child labour (21
hours or more).

Overall, 10 percent of children aged 5-17 years are
involved in child labour.

Additionally, 3 percent of children aged 5-17 years
work under hazardous conditions (these children
make up 10 percent of children who do not go to
school, 7 percent of children from the poorest
households, 6 percent of children aged 1517 years
and 5 percent of children from non-urban areas).

Child Marriage

In Roma settlements, 5 percent of children aged 5—
11 years and 2 percent of children aged 12-14 years
were engaged in economic activities for the number
of hours that would classify their work as child labour
(1 hour or more a week for children aged 5-11 years
and 14 hours or more for children aged 12—-14 years).
Five percent of children aged 15-17 years were
engaged in economic activities that are within the
defined range to be classified as child labour for this
age group. Among children aged 5-11 years, boys
and children from non-urban areas are most likely to
be involved in economic activities.

One percent of children aged 5-11 years and 2
percent of children aged 12—-14 years are engaged in
household chores for the number of hours that
would classify their work as child labour (21 hours or
more).

Overall, 5 percent of children age 5-17 years are
involved in child labour.

Additionally, 5 percent of children from Roma
settlements in this age group work under hazardous
conditions (16 percent of children age 15-17 years
and 12 percent of children who do not go to school).

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Around 4 percent of young women aged 15—19 years
are currently married or in union, but this rises to 13
percent among those from the poorest households.
Among women aged 20-24 years, 1 percent were
married before the age of 15, and 6 percent before
the age of 18. Early marriage is more common for
women with lower levels of education from other
areas, and from the poorest and materially deprived
household population.

Among women aged 20-24 years who are married or
in union, more than half (57 percent) have a
husband/partner who is 04 years older, and 38
percent are married/in union with a partner who is 5
or more years older, including 16 percent who are

Overall, 34 percent of young women aged 15-19
years living in Roma settlements are currently
married or in union, but this rises to 41 percent of
those from the poorest households. Sixteen percent
of women age 20-24 years married before the age of
15, while 56 percent married before the age of 18.
Among women aged 20-24 years, marriage before
the age of 15 and before the age of 18 is much more
common among women who just have a primary
education than among those with secondary or
higher education. Every fifth woman with just a
primary education was married before the age of 15
(21 percent), compared to 2 percent of women with
secondary or higher education. Additionally, child
marriages are more common among women from
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married/in union with a partner who is 10 or more
years older.

Victimization

poorer households. Women from the poorest 60
percent of households are twice as likely to be
married before the age of 15 as those from the
richest 40 percent of households (20 per cent
compared to 11 percent). Seventy-three percent of
women from the poorest households married before
the age of 18.

In terms of spousal age difference, 56 percent of
women aged 15-19 years and 64 percent of women
aged 20-24 years are married to or cohabiting with
men who are 0—4 years older. Women aged 15-19
years are more likely to be living with a partner who
is 5 or more years older (34 percent) compared to
women aged 20-24 (25 percent). Six percent of
women aged 20-24 years from Roma settlements
are married or in union with a partner who is 10 or
more years older.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia, 4 percent of women were victims of a
violent robbery or physical assault in the three years
preceding the survey, and 2 percent of women were
victims of these crimes in the previous year. Women
from the Belgrade region were more likely to have
experienced a violent robbery or physical assault (7
percent in the three years preceding the survey, and
4 percent in the previous year). These assaults
usually did not involve weapons. Women who are
physically assaulted are most likely to be assaulted
on the street (34 percent), at home (19 percent) or in
another person’s home (16 percent). Women
reported incidents of violent robbery and/or physical
assault to the police in 40 percent of cases in the last
year.

Feelings of Safety

Women aged 15—-49 years from Roma settlements
are more likely to be the victims of a violent robbery
or physical assault than other women in Serbia.
Seven percent of women living in Roma settlements
were victims of these crimes in the three years
preceding the survey, and 4 percent were victims in
the previous year. Women from the poorest
households are more likely to experience violent
robbery or physical assault (12 percent in the last
three years and 7 percent in the last year). These
assaults usually did not involve weapons, and when a
weapon was used it was most often a knife (used
during 9 percent of robberies and 6 percent of
physical assaults). Women who are physically
assaulted are most likely to be assaulted on the
street (41 percent), at home (37 percent) or in
another person’s home (14 percent). Women
reported incidents of violent robbery and/or physical
assault to the police in 67 percent of cases in the last
year.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

The majority of women aged 15—49 years in Serbia as
a whole feel safe when they are alone at home after
dark (96 percent). Women from richer households

A high percentage of women aged 1549 years in
Roma settlements feel safe when they are alone at
home after dark (84 percent). Women who have no
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feel somewhat safer (98 percent) compared to those
from poorer households (91 percent).

A slightly lower percentage of women (88 percent)

feel safe walking alone in their neighbourhood after
dark. Women from the Belgrade region and women
from households experiencing material deprivation

feel less safe.

Attitudes toward Domestic Violence

education and women from the poorest households
feel less safe.

A somewhat lower percentage of women living in
Roma settlements (71 percent) feel safe walking
alone in their neighbourhood after dark, compared
to other women in Serbia. Women from urban Roma
settlements feel less safe compared to women from
non-urban areas.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia as a whole, 2 percent of women aged 15—
49 years feel that a husband or partner is justified in
hitting or beating his wife or partner for at least one
of a variety of reasons (if she goes out without telling
her husband/partner, if she neglects the children, if
she argues with her husband/partner, if she refuses
to have sex, if she burns the food). Around 1 percent
of women justify the use of violence by a husband or
partner violence when women neglect the children,
or argue with their husband or partner.

Ninety-four percent of women aged 15-49 years
know where to report domestic violence: 80 percent
reported that they knew they could go to the police,
47 percent to a centre for social work, and 40
percent to a safe house.

LIVE IN A SAFE AND CLEAN ENVIRONMENT

Drinking water, Sanitation and Menstrual Hygiene

Among people living in Roma settlements, 22
percent of women aged 15-49 years think that a
husband or partner is justified in hitting or beating
his wife or partner in a variety of situations. The most
common reasons are when they neglect the children
(16 percent) or argue with their husband or go out
without telling him (both 10 percent). Seven percent
of women consider that a husband has the right to
hit or beat his wife if she refuses to have sex with
him, and 4 percent if she burns the food.

Eighty-two percent of women aged 15-49 years
know where to report domestic violence: 77 percent
reported that they knew they could go to the police,
27 percent to a centre for social work, and 11
percent to a safe house.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Almost all people in Serbia use basic drinking water
services (99 percent), while 98 percent use basic
sanitation services. Overall, almost 100 percent of
the population uses an improved source of drinking
water regardless of area: 82 percent of households in
urban areas have access to water piped into their
dwelling or into their yard or plot, compared to 69
percent of households in other areas. Access to
water at home varies by region; for instance, 61
percent of households in Vojvodina have access to
water piped into their dwelling or into their yard or
plot, compared to 85 percent in the region of
Sumadija and Western Serbia. Bottled water is the
second most important source of drinking water in
Vojvodina (31 percent), followed by the Belgrade
region (15 percent).

Almost all people living in Roma settlements use
basic drinking water services (98 percent), while 86
percent use basic sanitation services. Overall, 99
percent of the population in Roma settlements uses
an improved source of drinking water: 100 percent in
urban and 97 percent in other areas. The proportion
of the population in Roma settlements who have
access to drinking water piped into their dwelling is
78 percent. Six percent use drinking water that is
piped into their dwelling or into their yard or plot,
and 4 percent of households use water from a
protected well or drink bottled water, respectively.

During the month preceding the survey, the majority
of the population had sufficient access to drinking
water (92 percent). Among the population that did
not have sufficient access to drinking water, the main
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During the month preceding the survey, the majority
of the population had sufficient access to drinking
water (92 percent). Among the population that did
not have sufficient access to drinking water, the main
reason reported is that water was not available from
the source (87 percent).

More than 98 percent of the population of Serbia live
in households with access to improved sanitation
facilities that are not shared. In other areas, the
population mostly uses flush to septic tanks (73
percent), while in urban areas the most common
facilities are flush toilets connected to a piped sewer
system (87 percent).

The majority of women aged 1549 years who
reported menstruating during the 12 months
preceding the survey have access to and use
appropriate menstrual hygiene materials and can
wash and change at home in private (97 percent).
One in eleven women (around 9 percent) who
reported menstruating did not participate in social
activities, school or work at some point in the last 12
months because they were menstruating.

EQUITABLE CHANCE IN LIFE

Child Functioning

reason reported is that water was not available from
the source (84 percent).

Around 86 percent of the population in Roma
settlements live in households with access to
improved sanitation facilities that are not shared. In
non-urban areas, the population mostly uses pit
latrines with slabs (37 percent), whereas in urban
areas the most common facilities are flush toilets
connected to a piped sewer system (65 percent). In
the poorest households, nearly 60 percent of the
population use pit latrines with slabs, while 7 percent
do not have access to facilities at all.

The majority of women aged 15-49 years who
reported menstruating during the 12 months
preceding the survey have access to and use
appropriate menstrual hygiene materials and can
wash and change at home in private (95 percent).
Almost every seventh woman (around 15 percent)
who reported menstruating did not participate in
social activities, school or work at some point in the
last 12 months because they were menstruating.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia, 2 percent of children aged 2—4 years have
functional difficulty in at least one domain.® As
expected, the percentage is slightly higher for
children aged 5-17 years at 5 percent. Boys aged 5—
17 years are slightly more likely to have functional
difficulty (6 percent) than girls (3 percent), as are
children living in households where the household
head is Roma (10 percent), children from the region
of Vojvodina (9 percent) and children from the
materially deprived household population (8
percent).

Overall, 4 percent of children aged 2—17 years in
Serbia have functional difficulty in at least one
domain.

In Roma settlements, 3 percent of children aged 2-4
years have functional difficulty in at least one
domain. At 14 percent, the percentage is notably
higher for children aged 5-17 years. Functional
difficulties among children aged 5-17 years are more
frequent among children whose mothers have no
education (24 percent) compared to children whose
mothers have secondary or higher education (6
percent), and among children living in the poorest
households (20 percent) and children who do not
attend school (also 20 percent).

Overall, 11 percent of children aged 2—17 years in
Roma settlements have functional difficulty in at
least one domain.

10 See Section 11.1 for information on functional domains covered in the Questionnaire for Children Under Five and in the

Questionnaire for Children Aged 5-17.
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Attitudes towards Children with Disabilities

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

Eighty-four percent of respondents to the household
questionnaire in Serbia believe that it is better for a
child with physical or sensory disabilities to live in the
family rather than in a specialized childcare
institution. Furthermore, 59 percent think that
children with physical and sensory disabilities who
attend regular schools do not have a negative impact
on the work of other students. Only 36 percent of
respondents expressed positive attitudes towards
children with physical and sensory disabilities on all
five statements used to assess common attitudes.

Seventy-nine percent of respondents believe that it is
better for a child with intellectual disabilities to live
in the family rather than in a specialized childcare
institution. Only 24 percent of respondents believe
that it is better for children with intellectual
disabilities to attend regular schools rather than
special schools. Overall, 17 percent of respondents
expressed positive attitudes toward social inclusion
of children with intellectual disabilities on all five
statements used to measure common attitudes.

Health Insurance

Seventy-eight percent of respondents to the
household questionnaire in Roma settlements
believe that it is better for a child with physical or
sensory disabilities to live in the family rather than in
a specialized childcare institution. A smaller
percentage of respondents living in Roma
settlements (49 percent) than in the wider
population consider that it is better for a child with
physical or sensory disabilities to attend regular
school rather than a special school. The percentage
of respondents who expressed positive attitudes
towards children with physical and sensory
disabilities on all five statements regarding their
social inclusion is 29 percent.

Seventy-five percent of respondents believe that it is
better for a child with intellectual disabilities to live
in the family rather than in a specialized childcare
institution, whereas 25 percent of respondents
believe that it is better for children with intellectual
disabilities to attend regular schools than special
schools. Overall, 11 percent of respondents
expressed positive attitudes towards the social
inclusion of children with intellectual disabilities on
all five statements used to measure common
attitudes.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

Almost all children in Serbia have health insurance
(99 percent of children under the age of five and 99
percent of children aged 5-17 years). The majority
have compulsory health insurance (nearly 100
percent).

Ninety-seven percent of women aged 15-49 years
have health insurance. Almost all insured women
have compulsory health insurance, and 3 percent
have other privately purchased insurance. Women
from the richest households (7 percent), from the
regions of Vojvodina and Belgrade, and women living
in urban areas (4 percent each) are more likely to
have privately purchased health insurance.

Almost all children in Roma settlements are covered
by health insurance: 96 percent of children aged
under five and 97 percent of children aged 5-17
years have health insurance. All insured children
have compulsory health insurance.

Ninety-seven percent of women aged 15-49 in Roma
settlements have health insurance. Almost all insured
women have compulsory health insurance, while
fewer than 1 percent have other privately purchased
insurance.
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Social Transfers

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

There was no household in Serbia as a whole that
had not heard of at least one cash social benefit,
while nearly two thirds (64 percent) of household
members lived in households that were recipients of
some form of benefit in the three months preceding
the survey. Of all the benefits households received in
the previous three months, by far the highest
proportion (54 percent) of household members lived
in households that received a pension (old-age,
family, disability), 9 percent in households that
received child allowance, and 3 percentin
households that received financial social assistance.
Household members living in households that
received social transfers or benefits in the Belgrade
region were the least likely to be receiving
conditional cash benefits, such as financial social
assistance and child allowance (1 and 4 percent
respectively), while in other regions more
households received these benefits and they were
more evenly distributed. As expected, with the
exception of pensions, conditional cash benefits
were mostly received by the poorest households.

Thirty-four percent of children (0—-17 years) live in
households that received a pension in the three
months preceding the survey, 22 percent live in
households that received child allowance, and 5
percent in households that received financial social
assistance. Additionally, 45 percent of children live in
a household that did not receive any cash benefits
from the government or any religious, charitable, or
community-based organization in the three months
preceding the survey.

Fourteen percent of children and young people aged
5-24 years who attend primary education or higher
received a subsidy for kindergarten, a scholarship,
school tuition support or some other type of material
assistance for schooling during the 2019/2020 school
year.

Financial Social Assistance (FSA)

In Roma settlements, all households had heard of at
least one cash social benefit, while 84 percent of
household members lived in households that were
recipients of some form of benefit in the three
months preceding the survey. This included 61
percent of household members living in households
that received child allowance, exactly half of which
received financial social assistance, and 6 percent in
households that received one-time social assistance.
Only 15 percent of household members lived in
households that received a pension in the same
period. Households in the poorest wealth index
quintile are the most frequent recipients of financial
social assistance (65 percent), as opposed to those in
the richest quintile (29 percent).

Seventy-five percent of children (0-17 years) in
Roma settlements live in households that received
child allowance in the three months preceding the
survey, 57 percent in households that received
financial social assistance, and 10 percent in
households that received a pension during the same
period. Only 11 percent of children live in households
that did not received any cash benefits from the
government or any religious, charitable, or
community-based organization in the three months
preceding the survey.

More than half of children and young people aged 5—
24 years (54 percent) who attend primary education
or higher received a subsidy for kindergarten,
scholarship, school tuition support or some other
type of material assistance for schooling during the
2019/2020 school year.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

Over 94 percent of households are aware of financial
social assistance, and 3 percent of households
reported receiving it. Among households in the
poorest quintile, 8 percent of households receive this
cash benefit, compared to less than 1 percent of

In Roma settlements, 53 percent of households are
receiving FSA, with some variation depending on the
level of education of the head of the household and
on socioeconomic status. Sixty-six percent of
households where the head of household has no
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households in the richest quintile. The highest
percentage of households receiving FSA are those
whose head of household is self-declared as Roma
(43 percent).

Of households that have not applied for FSA, most
have not applied because they did not need it. One
third of households from the poorest quintile did not
apply because they knew that they do not meet the
eligibility criteria (32 percent), while 10 percent did
not know how to apply, and another 10 percent were
told that they did not meet the eligibility criteria.

Child Allowance (CA)

education receive FSA, compared to 36 percent of
households where the head of household has
secondary or higher education. Also, 67 percent of
households in Roma settlements from the poorest
quintile receive FSA compared to 30 percent from
the richest quintile.

Of households that have not applied for FSA, most
have not applied because they were told that they do
not meet the eligibility criteria (38 percent) or know
that they do not meet the criteria (36 percent).
Among households in the poorest wealth index
quintile, a similar pattern is evident: 41 percent have
not applied for FSA because they were told that they
do not meet the eligibility criteria and 29 percent
know that they do not meet the criteria. However, 14
percent found the administrative procedure too
complicated and did not apply for this reason.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In Serbia, 31 percent of children aged 0—-18 years
received child allowance (CA), while 24 percent have
been receiving CA for at least 12 months. There is
some regional variation, with only 11 percent of
children this age receiving CA in the last 12 months in
the Belgrade region (the lowest level), 29 percent in
the regions of Vojvodina and Southern and Eastern
Serbia, and 25 percent in the region of Sumadija and
Western Serbia. As expected, receipt of this type of
assistance correlates with socioeconomic status: 58
percent of children living in households in the
poorest quintile received CA, compared to 11
percent of children in households in the richest
quintile.

Parents did not apply for CA for 47 percent of
children aged 0—18 CA in the last 12 months because
they knew that the child or children do not meet the
eligibility criteria, and they did not apply for 29
percent because they did not need the allowance.
Among children living in households from the
poorest wealth index quintile, for more than two-
thirds, parents did not apply because they either
knew the child or children did not meet the criteria
or they were told so, while for 14 percent they felt
they did not need the allowance.

In Roma settlements, 77 percent of children aged 0—
18 years receive child allowance (CA), and 69 percent
have been receiving CA for at least 12 months.
Children living in households experiencing material
deprivation on three or more grounds are most likely
to be receiving CA (77 percent), compared to 64
percent of children in households that do not
experience material deprivation or only experience
material deprivation on one ground.

Parents of children did not apply for CA for 72
percent of children in the last 12 months because
they either knew they did not meet the eligibility
criteria or they were told so, while 11 percent found
the administrative procedure too complicated or
expensive. Parents did not know how to apply for
more than 8 percent of children living in the poorest
wealth index quintile in Roma settlements.
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Birth Grant

ROMA SETTLEMENTS 8

In Serbia, 87 percent of mothers or caregivers of
children under the age of five received a birth grant.
In the Belgrade region and the Southern and Eastern
Serbia region, 89 percent of mothers or caregivers
received this grant, while in Vojvodina the
percentage was 87 and in Sumadija and Western
Serbia region, 84. Since this benefit is not means-
tested, there are no significant differences by wealth
index quintiles.

For 37 percent of children under the age of five
whose mothers or caregivers did not apply for a birth
grant the main reason given was that they did not
need it. Other reasons were that they do not meet
the criteria (15 percent), or that the administrative
procedure was complicated and they did not know
how to apply (both 14 percent). In 9 percent of
cases, mothers or caregivers said they were yet to
apply.

Discrimination and Harassment

In Roma settlements, 70 percent of mothers or
caregivers of children under the age of five received
a birth grant, with correlation between the mother’s
level of education and receipt of the grant. In the
case of fifty-eight percent of children whose mothers
have no education, their mother or caregiver has
received a birth grant, while the same is true in the
case 81 percent of children whose mothers have
secondary or higher education. At the same time, 60
percent of mothers or caregivers of children living in
households from the poorest wealth index quintile
and 85 percent of mothers or caregivers of children
from households in the richest wealth index quintile
received this benefit.

Among mothers and caregivers who did not apply for
a birth grant, the main reason cited was that they did
not meet the criteria (38 percent of children). This
was followed by the complicated administrative
procedure (18 percent of children), other unspecified
reasons (16 percent) and not knowing how to apply
(15 percent). In 7 percent of cases, mothers or
caregivers said they were yet to apply.

For mothers and caregivers from the poorest
households, the main obstacles to applying for the
birth grant were as follows: the administrative
procedure was complicated or too expensive (29
percent) or they did not know how to apply (16
percent). More than one-third (36 percent) did not
apply for some other reason.

ROMA SETTLEMENTS &

In the last 12 months, 7 percent of women aged 15—
49 years experienced discrimination or harassment
on at least one basis, most often gender (3 percent),
age (2 percent) and ethnic or immigration
background (2 percent). Women from urban areas,
from the Belgrade region, Roma women and
unemployed women were more likely to feel that
they had been discriminated against or harassed.

In the last 12 months, a higher proportion of women
aged 15—49 years from Roma settlements
experienced discrimination or harassment on at least
one basis (13 percent). This was most often based on
ethnic or immigration background (12 percent),
religion or belief (2 percent) and sex (2 percent).
Women from urban areas, unemployed women, and
women aged 35-39 years were more likely to feel
that they had been discriminated against or
harassed.
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Subjective Well-being
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In Serbia, 92 percent of women aged 15—-49 years
report feeling very or somewhat happy. The average
life satisfaction score is 8.0 on a scale from 1 to 10,
where 1 is the worst and 10 the best possible life.
Younger women (aged 15—24 years) are somewhat
more satisfied with their lives than older women: 96
percent report feeling very or somewhat happy, and
their average life satisfaction score is 8.3.

The proportion of women aged 1549 years who
think that their lives have improved during the last
one year and who expect that their lives will get
better after one year is 39 percent; for younger
women (15—24 years) the percentage is 49.

Among women aged 15-49 years living in Roma
settlements, 81 percent report feeling very or
somewhat happy. The average life satisfaction score
is 7.5 on a scale from 1 to 10, where 1 is the worst
and 10 the best possible life. Younger women (aged
15-24 years) are somewhat more satisfied with their
lives than older women: 87 percent report feeling
very or somewhat happy, and their average life
satisfaction score is 8.1.

Slightly more than one third (36 percent) of women
aged 15-49 years think that their life has improved
during the last one year and expect that it will get
better after one year, while for younger women (15—
24 years) the percentage is slightly higher: 41.
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1 INTRODUCTION

This report is based on the 2019 Serbia Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) and 2019 Serbia Roma
Settlements MICS, conducted in 2019 by the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia with technical and
financial support from UNICEF and financial support from UNFPA, Instrument for Pre-Accession Assistance (IPA)
2018 and the Government of Serbia. The survey provides statistically sound and internationally comparable data
essential for developing evidence-based policies and programmes, and for monitoring progress toward national
goals and global commitments.

A Commitment to Action: National and International Reporting Responsibilities

More than two decades ago, the Plan of Action for Implementing the World Declaration on the Survival,
Protection and Development of Children in the 1990s called for the following:

Each country should establish appropriate mechanisms for the regular and timely collection,
analysis and publication of data required to monitor relevant social indicators relating to the well-
being of children .... Indicators of human development should be periodically reviewed by national
leaders and decision makers, as is currently done with indicators of economic development...

The Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys (MICS) programme was developed soon after, in the mid-1990s, to
support countries in this endeavour.

Governments that signed the World Fit for Children Declaration and Plan of Action also committed
themselves to monitoring progress towards the plan of action’s goals and objectives:

We will monitor reqularly at the national level and, where appropriate, at the regional level and assess
progress towards the goals and targets of the present Plan of Action at the national, regional and
global levels. Accordingly, we will strengthen our national statistical capacity to collect, analyse and
disaggregate data, including by sex, age and other relevant factors that may lead to disparities, and
support a wide range of child-focused research. (A World Fit for Children, paragraph 60)

Similarly, the Millennium Declaration (paragraph 31) called for periodic reporting on progress:

...We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic
reports for consideration by the General Assembly and as a basis for further action.

The General Assembly Resolution, adopted on 25 September 2015, Transforming Our World: the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development, stipulates that for the success of the universal SDG agenda, “quality,
accessible, timely and reliable disaggregated data will be needed to help with the measurement of progress
and to ensure that no one is left behind” (paragraph 48); recognizes that “...baseline data for several of the
targets remains unavailable...” and calls for: “...strengthening data collection and capacity building in
Member States.”

In September 2015 Serbia, along with 192 other United Nations (UN) member states, committed to the
implementation of Transforming Our World—The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. In response to the
new development agenda, the Government of the Republic of Serbia (GoS) established the Inter-Ministerial
Working Group (IMWG) for the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development in Serbia in
December 2015. The IMWG on SDGs consists of 27 representatives of GoS ministries, offices and agencies led
by the Minister Without Portfolio in charge of Demography and Population Policy, and co-chaired by the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs. The Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia is one of the five members of the core
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SDG working group, and it maps, produces and collects relevant national indicators and data, in order to
measure progress on the SDGs in a credible manner.

In 2018, a multi-agency UN—World Bank and European Union (EU) team) undertook a Mainstreaming,
Acceleration, and Policy Support (MAPS) mission exercise to focus on exploring the mutually reinforcing
potential of implementing the 2030 Agenda and the EU accession and policy agenda. In 2019, Serbia prepared
its first Voluntary National Review on the implementation of the 2030 Agenda. The review was produced by the
IMWG for the Implementation of the United Nations 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, in cooperation
with public administration, local self-government units, civil society organizations, business entities, academia
and international organizations and was presented at the United Nations High Level Political Forum on
Sustainable Development in July 2019. Data remain one of the cornerstones of monitoring and reporting on the
SDGs, with MICS data providing a significant contribution to national data production. The MICS conducted in
2019 provides data to measure progress against 25 SDG indicators, of which seven are new. All data are well
disaggregated, both nationally, but also for the population living in Roma settlements.

MICS data continue to be a highly important source of information for monitoring child outcomes of national
strategies and programmes. It is anticipated that the MICS data collected in 2019 will be helpful in monitoring
the Strategy for Social Inclusion of Roma in the Republic of Serbia, the Strategy on Education 2030 (to be
adopted), the National Programme of Support to Breastfeeding, Family and Developmental Care of Newborns,
national efforts on early childhood development, and the Strategy for Prevention and Protection of Children
from Violence for the period 2020-2023, among others.

The 2019 Serbia MICS and 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS have as their primary objectives:

e To provide high-quality data for assessing the situation of children, adolescents, women and households in
Serbia;

e To furnish data needed for monitoring progress toward national goals, as a basis for future action;

e To collect disaggregated data for the identification of disparities and to inform policies aimed at social
inclusion of the most vulnerable;

e To validate data from other sources and the results of focused interventions;

e To generate data on national and global SDG indicators;

e To generate internationally comparable data for the assessment of the progress made in various areas, and
to put additional efforts in those areas that require more attention; and

e To generate behavioural and attitudinal data not available from other data sources.

This report presents the results of the 2019 Serbia MICS and 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS. In order to
visually differentiate findings coming from the two surveys, the headings of tables from the 2019 Serbia Roma
Settlements MICS are shaded in a different colour. Following Chapter 2 on survey methodology, including
sample design and implementation, all indicators covered by the survey, with their definitions, are presented in
‘Indicators and definitions’. Prior to presenting the survey results, which are organized in thematic chapters, the
coverage of the sample and the main characteristics of respondents are covered in Chapter 4, ‘Sample coverage
and characteristics of respondents’.

Starting with Chapter 5, all survey results are presented in seven thematic chapters. In each chapter, a brief
introduction to the topic and description of all the tables included in the chapter are followed by the
tabulations.

Chapter 5, ‘Survive’, includes findings on under-five and infant mortality.

This is followed by Chapter 6, ‘Thrive — Reproductive and maternal health’, which presents findings on fertility,
early childbearing, contraception, informed decision-making on reproductive health, wasted pregnancies,
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unmet contraceptive need, antenatal care, delivery care, birthweight and postnatal care, and ends with sexual
behaviour.

The following chapter, ‘Thrive — Child health, nutrition and development’ presents findings on immunization,
household energy use, infant and young child feeding, malnutrition and early childhood development.

Learning is the topic of Chapter 8, where survey findings on early childhood education, educational attendance
and paternal involvement in children’s education are covered.

The next chapter, ‘Protected from violence and exploitation’, includes survey results on birth registration, child
discipline, child labour, child marriage, victimization, feelings of safety and attitudes toward domestic violence.

Chapter 10, ‘Live in a safe and clean environment’, covers the topics of drinking water, sanitation and menstrual
hygiene.

The final thematic chapter is on equity — ‘Equitable chance in life’. The chapter presents findings on a range of
equity-related topics, including child functioning, social transfers, discrimination and harassment, and subjective
well-being.

The report ends with appendices, with detailed information on sample design, personnel involved in the survey,
estimates of sampling errors, data quality, and the questionnaires used.
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2 SURVEY METHODOLOGY

In 2019, two MICS surveys were carried out in Serbia using two different samples: one was the 2019 Serbia
MICS and the other, the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS. The 2019 Serbia MICS was carried out on a
sample representative of the whole population of Serbia. The 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS was carried
out on a sample representative of the population living in Roma settlements. The two samples and their
technical characteristics will be described separately in the relevant sections of the report.

Elements of the methodology and of findings that are common for both surveys are presented jointly.

2.1 SAMPLE DESIGN

Serbia

The sample for the 2019 Serbia MICS was designed to provide estimates for progress against a large number of
indicators on the situation of children and women at the national level, for urban and other'! areas, and four
regions: Belgrade, Vojvodina, Sumadija and Western Serbia, and Southern and Eastern Serbia. The urban and
other areas within each region were identified as the main sampling strata and the sample of households was
selected in two stages. Within each stratum, a specified number of census enumeration areas (EAs) were
selected systematically with probability proportional to size. After a household listing was carried out within the
selected EAs, the listed households were divided into households with and without children under five, and a
separate systematic sample of households was selected for each group, with an oversampling strategy of
households with children under five.

At the national level a total of 8,101 households were selected: 2,425 households with children and 5,676
households without children. The 2019 Serbia MICS sample is not self-weighting. For reporting of the results,
sample weights were used. A more detailed description of the 2019 Serbia MICS sample design can be found in
Appendix A: Sample Design.

Serbia Roma Settlements

The sample for the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS was designed to provide estimates for a large number
of indicators on the situation of children and women in Roma settlements, at the national level and for urban
and other areas. The urban and other areas within four regions were identified as the main sampling strata, and
the sample was selected in two stages. The primary sampling units (PSUs) selected at the first stage were the
census EAs which had at least 20 Roma households each. Within each stratum, a specified number of
enumeration areas were selected systematically with probability proportional to size. After a household listing
was carried out within the selected EAs, a systematic sample of households was selected in each sample EA. A
total of 1,934 Roma households were selected in Roma settlements. The 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS
sample is not self-weighting. For reporting of the results, sample weights were used. A more detailed
description of the sample design can be found in Appendix A.

2.2 QUESTIONNAIRES

Four questionnaires were used in the survey: 1) a household questionnaire to collect basic demographic
information on all household members who are usually resident, the household and the dwelling; 2) a
questionnaire for individual women, administered in each household to all women aged 15-49 years; 3) an

11 Official statistics in Serbia do not include a specific definition for rural settlements. Instead, an ‘administrative-legal’
criterion is applied that designates settlements as either ‘Urban’ or ‘Other’. Urban settlements are recognized as such by an
act of the local self-government, with all other settlements falling into the category of ‘Other’.
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under-five questionnaire, administered to mothers (or caregivers) of all children under 5 living in the household;
and 4) a questionnaire for children aged 5-17 years, administered to the mother (or caregiver) of one randomly
selected child aged 517 years living in the household.?

The questionnaires included the following modules:

List of Household Members Woman’s Background Child’s Background
Education Fertility Child Labour
Employment Desire for Last Birth Child Discipline
Household Characteristics Maternal and Newborn Health | Child Functioning \
Material Deprivation Contraception | Parental Involvement \
Social Transfers Unmet Need
Attitudes Toward Children Attitudes Towards Domestic Questionnaire for Children
with Disabilities Violence Under Five
Household Energy Use Victimization Under-Five’s Background
Water and Sanitation Marriage/Union Birth Registration
Informed Decision on Birth Grant
Reproductive Health Care Early Childhood Development
Sexual Behaviour Child Discipline
Life Satisfaction Child Functioning
Breastfeeding and Dietary
Intake
Immunization
Anthropometry

Additionally, for all children aged 0-2 years with a completed Questionnaire for Children Under Five, the
Questionnaire Form for Vaccination Records at a Health Facility was used to record vaccinations from the
registers at health facilities.

Survey-specific modules and questions

The following modules and questions, which are not part of the global standard MICS questionnaires, were
included based on national needs:

Household Questionnaire

e  Education: a set of questions was added about age at the start of primary school, type of school attended
and attendance at a compulsory preparatory preschool programme (PPP).

e Employment: a survey-specific module was added to explore the employment status of household
members aged 15 years and above, and for use as a background characteristic.

e  Material Deprivation: EU SILC questions used to estimate the material deprivation rate were added to the
Household Characteristics module, and as a separate Material Deprivation module, with the aim of
supplementing the wealth index calculation and to present material deprivation as a background
characteristic.

e Social Transfers: a set of questions was added to the Social Transfers module to estimate applications,
coverage and reasons for not applying for Financial Social Assistance (FSA) and Child Allowance (CA) as the
key social protection benefits available to the poorest households in Serbia.

12 Children aged 1517 years living without their mother and with no identified caregiver in the household were considered
emancipated and the questionnaire for children aged 5-17 years was administered directly to them. This slightly reworded
guestionnaire that only includes the Child’s Background, Child Labour and Child Functioning modules is not reproduced in
Appendix E.
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e Attitudes Toward Children with Disabilities: a survey specific module originally developed for the 2014
Serbia MICS was modified slightly and includes questions on attitudes towards children with disabilities.

Questionnaire for Individual Women

e Woman’s Background: the module included survey-specific questions related to the woman’s current
employment status.

e Fertility: a set of questions was added about wasted pregnancies and the sex and twin/single birth status®3
of the most recent live birth in the two years preceding the survey.

e Maternal and Newborn Health: this module included survey-specific questions about visits conducted at
home by auxiliary (patronage) nurses, attendance at childbirth preparation programmes, and whether the
mother and child remained in the same room after birth.

e Contraception: the module included a set of questions about knowledge of contraceptive methods, the use
of methods and reasons for stopping or never using methods to delay or avoid pregnancy.

e Unmet Need: a question on the ideal number of children was added to the module.

e Informed Decision on Reproductive Health Care: a survey-specific module, developed in collaboration with
UNFPA, included questions on the ability to refuse sexual intercourse and the person making decisions
about health care, reproductive care and contraception.

e Attitudes Towards Domestic Violence: the module included survey-specific questions on knowledge of
places to report cases of domestic violence.

Questionnaire for Children Aged 5-17 Years

e Parental Involvement: the module included survey-specific questions on assistance with homework,
participation in paid activities, attendance at free school activities, existence of a Parent Council and
familiarity with decisions of the Parent Council.

Questionnaire for Children Under Five

e Under-Five's Background: a set of survey-specific questions related to preschool facilities that the child
attends and reasons for non-attendance were added to the module.**

e  Birth Grant: a survey-specific module related to this country-specific cash benefit programme. This module
was developed and included in the 2014 Serbia MICS.

e Early Childhood Development: the age group for the standard MICS6 question on engagement of adults
with children in activities that promote learning and school readiness (question EC5) was broadened from
2—-4 years to 1-4 years. The module also included two survey-specific questions on additional activities
household members engaged in with/for the child.

In addition to the administration of questionnaires, fieldwork teams measured the weights and heights of
children age under five years.

The questionnaires were based on the MICS6 standard questionnaires.'® The questionnaires were customized
and translated into Serbian from the English version of the MICS6 model questionnaires and were pre-tested for
2.5 days by 11 fieldworkers in Zrenjanin in December 2018, following a 7-day training. The pre-test was
conducted in 14 EAs for the Serbia sample (12 urban and 2 other) and 4 EAs for the Roma Settlements sample (1
urban and 3 other). An additional three EAs that had originally been selected could not be visited due to bad

13 The questions on the sex and twin-birth status of the most recent live-born child were added to support further analysis
on improvement of indirect estimation of fertility and mortality indicators.

14 Due to a skip error at questions UBS in the Under Five's Background module, question UB8D on reasons for non-
attendance at preschool did not collect valid information.

15 The standard MICS6 questionnaires can be found at: ‘MICS6 TOOLS’. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23 August 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#survey-design.
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weather conditions (1 urban and 2 other). Based on the results of the pre-test, modifications were made to the
wording and translation of the questionnaires. A copy of the 2019 Serbia MICS and the 2019 Serbia Roma
Settlements MICS questionnaires is provided in Appendix E (the questionnaires for both surveys are identical).

2.3 ETHICAL PROTOCOL

The survey protocol was approved by the Health Media Lab (HML) Institutional Review Board in March 2019.
The protocol included a Protocol on Ethical Considerations which outlines the potential risks during the lifecycle
of the survey and management strategies to mitigate these.

Participants were included in the survey on a voluntary basis. Participants were asked to give their informed
consent to participate, having been informed about the purpose of the survey, the lead agency, the average
length of the questionnaire and their right to refuse to answer all or particular questions, as well as to stop the
interview at any time.

Verbal consent was obtained for each respondent participating and, for children aged 15—-17 years interviewed

individually, adult consent was obtained in advance of the child’s assent. All respondents were informed of the

confidentiality and anonymity of information. Written consent was sought from the mother/caregiver to collect
vaccination records at health facilities for children under 3 years of age.

In collaboration with the Ministry of Health, all health facilities where vaccination records are kept were
informed about the survey and the need to provide vaccination records for children under 3 years selected
within the survey. Data on immunization were recorded at the health facilities by the fieldwork team
supervisors.

All collected data were anonymized before publication of the survey findings and only aggregated data are
presented. Personally identifiable information that was used to access households during the listing was later
coded so that survey responses cannot be linked to personal data.

Throughout the research, confidentiality was maintained in the following ways:

e  During the fieldwork training, field staff and survey managers were trained on the importance of and
practical steps towards maintaining confidentiality;

e  Survey supervision included ensuring that interviewers adhered to privacy and confidentiality standards;

e Data were handled only by the MICS survey team and all necessary precautions were taken to prohibit
access by third parties (e.g., through password protection of technical equipment);

e Data collected through Computer-Assisted Personal Interviewing (CAPI) were transmitted through a
secure, encrypted connection and to servers that are secured to prevent external access.

The privacy of all participants was respected through adequate arrangements during implementation of the
survey (e.g., by proposing a setup where the interviewer and the respondent would not be in hearing distance of
other adults or of children old enough to understand the interview, or proposing to postpone sensitive questions
till the required privacy conditions could be met).

Anthropometric measurements of children under five were conducted following the consent of a
parent/caregiver, and measurements were discontinued if they caused disturbance to the child.

Ethical dilemmas encountered during fieldwork were reported to supervisors and when required, to the survey

coordinators. There was no instance that required the further engagement of the Institutional Review Board for
ethics.
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2.4 DATA COLLECTION METHOD

MICS surveys utilize Computer-Assisted Personal Interviewing (CAPI). The data collection application was based
on the Census and Survey Processing System (CSPro) software, Version 6.3, including a MICS-dedicated data
management platform. Procedures and standard programmes'® developed under the global MICS programme
were adapted to the 2019 Serbia MICS and 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS final questionnaires and used
throughout. The CAPI application was tested in the area of the town of Ub, in urban and other areas, during
February 2019. Based on the results of the CAPI-test, modifications were made to the questionnaires and
application.

2.5 TRAINING

Training for fieldwork was conducted over a period of 23 days in August 2019. Training included lectures on
interviewing techniques and the contents of the questionnaires, and mock interviews between trainees to gain
practice in asking questions. Participants first completed full training on paper questionnaires, followed by
training on the CAPI application. Following the training on paper questionnaires, the trainees spent two days in
the field to practise using paper questionnaires. Towards the end of the training, trainees spent three days on a
full CAPI pilot survey, conducted by 11 teams in EAs around Zrenjanin (10 urban and 12 other, of which two
urban and four other were in Roma settlements). Enumeration areas for the CAPI pilot survey were listed as
part of the MICS6 listing operation, and were not part of the MICS6 sample. The training agenda was based on
the template MICS6 training agenda.’

Measurers received dedicated training on how to take anthropometric measurements for a total of 14 days,
including practice on measuring children at the training venue, in three kindergartens and during the five days
of field practice and pilot survey. Two standardization tests were conducted. Tests involved setting up six
stations each with a child and trainer, with a length/height measurement board, measuring scale and station
number. The trainers measured each group of children before starting the standardization practice with the
measurers. Measurers rotated counter clockwise between the stations in pairs (one in the role of measurer, the
other in the role of assistant), each starting at the first station and moving to the sixth, after which the roles
were switched and a second rotation started. Following the first standardization exercise, measurers were given
feedback based on the practice results. After additional in-class practice, a second standardization test was
conducted on a separate day.

Field Supervisors attended additional training on team supervision duties and responsibilities.

2.6 FIELDWORK

The data were collected by 11 teams (eight for the national sample and three for Roma Settlements); each
comprised four or five interviewers, one measurer and a supervisor who was also the driver. Fieldwork began in
September 2019 and concluded in November 2019. Following a review of response rates, fieldwork was
extended into the second half of November and the first week of December (12 working days). Namely, clusters
in which households were not found or refusal was high (response rate lower than 60 percent) were visited
again. A total of five teams conducted follow-up visits (to 614 households in all four regions in Serbia) and
surveyed 280 households.

16 The standard MICS6 data collection application can be found at: ‘MICS6 TOOLS'. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23
August 2018. http://mics.unicef.org/tools#data-processing.

17 The template training agenda can be found at: ‘MICS6 TOOLS’. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23 August 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#survey-design.

Survey Methodology | 8



Data were collected using laptops running the Windows 10 operating system, utilizing a Bluetooth application
for field operations, enabling transfer of assignments and completed questionnaires between supervisor and
interviewer laptops.

2.7 FIELDWORK QUALITY CONTROL MEASURES

Team supervisors were responsible for the daily monitoring of fieldwork. Mandatory re-interviewing (spot
checks) was implemented in three households per cluster. Daily observations of interviewer skills and
performance were conducted.

During the fieldwork period, each team was visited multiple times by survey management team members and
field visits were arranged for UNICEF MICS Team members.

Throughout the fieldwork, field check tables (FCTs) and interviewer performance charts were produced weekly
for analysis and action with field teams. The FCTs were customized versions of the standard tables produced for
the MICS Programme. '8

2.8 DATA MANAGEMENT, EDITING AND ANALYSIS

Data were received at the Statistical Office via the Internet File Streaming System (IFSS) integrated into the
management application on the supervisors’ tablets. Whenever logistically possible, synchronization was daily.
The central office communicated application updates to field teams through this system.

During data collection and following the completion of fieldwork, data were edited according to the editing
process described in detail in the Guidelines for Secondary Editing, a customized version of the standard MICS6
documentation.®

Data were analysed using Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) software, Version 24. Model syntax and
tabulation plans developed by UNICEF were customized and used for this purpose.?®

2.9 DATA SHARING

Unique identifiers such as location and names collected during interviews were removed from datasets to
ensure privacy. These anonymized data files have been made available on the SORS website (www.stat.gov.rs)
and on the MICS website?! and can be freely downloaded for legitimate research purposes. Users are required
to submit final research to entities listed in the included ReadMe file, strictly for information purposes.

2.10 REPORT STRUCTURE

As noted before, this report presents findings from the 2019 Serbia MICS and 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements
MICS. Although they are two independent surveys, the decision was made to present findings in a joint report to
facilitate the use and comparability of data.

18 The standard field check tables can be found at: ‘MICS6 TOOLS’. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23 August 2020.
http://mics.unicef.org/toolsttdata-collection.

19 The standard guidelines can be found at: ‘MICS6 TOOLS’. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23 August 2020.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#data-processing.

20 The standard tabulation plan and syntax files can be found at: ‘MICS6 TOOLS'. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23 August
2020. http://mics.unicef.org/tools#analysis

21 The survey datasets can be found at: ‘Surveys’. Home — UNICEF MICS. Accessed 23 August 2020.
http://mics.unicef.org/surveys.
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Each chapter starts with a common introduction, followed by tables that refer to the 2019 Serbia MICS and
2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS findings, respectively. In order to visually differentiate findings from the
two surveys, the headings of tables from the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS are shaded in a different
colour.

2.11 HOW TO READ THE TABLES

BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS
Education

When education is used as a background characteristic in the tables, primary and secondary education levels
are defined in line with the national education system classification (eight grades of primary school and four
grades of secondary school).

The findings for the education category ‘None’ within the 2019 Serbia MICS are mainly based on fewer than 25
unweighted cases, too few to present them separately. Therefore, the category ‘None’ has been combined with
the category ‘Primary’ and presented as ‘Primary or none’. The numbers of cases for the two individual
categories are presented in Tables SR.3.1, SR.5.1W, SR.5.2 and SR.5.3.

Within the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS, the findings for the education category ‘Higher’ are mainly
based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases. The category ‘Higher’ has therefore been combined with the
category ‘Secondary’ and presented as ‘Secondary or higher’. The numbers of cases for the two individual
categories are presented in Tables SR.3.1R, SR.5.1WR, SR.5.2R and SR.5.3R.

Ethnicity

The ethnicity background characteristic is presented only in tables giving findings from the 2019 Serbia MICS.
However, this background characteristic is not presented where data for all ethnic groups apart from one
(mostly Serbian) are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases. The categories ‘Albanian’, ‘Other’ and ‘Does not
want to declare’ are combined in all tables apart from Tables SR.3.1, SR.5.1W, SR.5.2 and SR.5.3.

Age groupings

Age groups presented in this report also include those persons who had reached the full age indicated by the
upper limit for an age group, for instance, respondents aged 15-49 years include persons who had reached a
full 49 years of age, while the age group of children aged 20-23 months includes those who had reached a full
23 months.

Child’s functional difficulties

Data on functional difficulties were collected for children aged 2—-17 years. However, the background
characteristic ‘Child’s functional difficulties’ is not shown in many of the tables due to the small number of
unweighted cases for the category ‘Has functional difficulties’. The total number of cases is shown in Tables
SR.5.2, SR.5.3, SR.5.2R and SR.5.3R.

Wealth index

In the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS tables, denominators for wealth index quintiles are often too small,
therefore data are merged into two groups—the poorest 60 percent (bottom three wealth quintiles) and the
richest 40 percent (top two wealth quintiles)—in order to allow for presentation of findings by wealth status.
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MARKINGS USED IN TABLES
Tables also contain particular markings that are used consistently to indicate the following:

» (*)—an asterisk in tables indicates that the percentage or proportion is based on fewer than 25 unweighted
cases and is therefore supressed

» (number) — a figure in parenthesis indicates that the percentage or proportion is based on 25 to 49
unweighted cases and should be treated with caution

» ‘—'—for cases when the denominator is 0

» (R) —the letter R after a table number indicates that it refers to the Roma Settlements sample
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3 INDICATORS AND DEFINITIONS

Serbia Roma
Settlements

SAMPLE COVERAGE AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESPONDENTS

MICS INDICATOR SDG* | Module? | Definition? Serbia

SR.1 Access to electricity 7.1.1 HC Percentage of household members with access to electricity 99.8 98.3
R W |Pece e el ey o e e s ae | ms | s
SR.4 Households with a radio HC Percentage of households that have a radio 50.2 26.2
SR.5 Households with a television HC Percentage of households that have a television 98.6 929
SR.6 Households with a telephone# HC—MT | Percentage of households that have a telephone (fixed line or mobile phone) 99.2 94.1
SR.7 Households with a computer HC Percentage of households that have a computer 64.4 28.8
SR.8 Households with internet HC Percentage of households that have access to the internet by any device from home 75.5 65.0
SR.18 Children’s living arrangements HL Percentage of children aged 0—17 years living with neither biological parent 1.5 2.6

SR.19 Prevalence of children with HL Percentage of children aged 0—17 years with one or both biological parents dead 2.9 4.0
one or both parents dead

SR.20 Children with at least one HL Percentage of children aged 0—17 years with at least one biological parent living
’ parent living abroad abroad

22 Systainable Development Goal (SDG) Indicators, http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/indicators-list/. The Inter-agency Working Group on SDG Indicators is continuously updating the
metadata of many SDG indicators and changes are being made to the list of SDG indicators. MICS covers many SDG indicators with an exact match of their definitions, while some indicators are
only partially covered by MICS. The latter cases are included here as long as the current international methodology allows for only the way that the MICS indicator is defined, and/or a significant
part of the SDG indicator can be generated by the MICS indicator. For more information on the metadata of the SDG indicators, see http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/metadata/

23 Some indicators are constructed by using questions in several modules in the MICS questionnaires. In such cases, only the module(s) which contains most of the necessary information is indicated.

24 All MICS indicators are or can be disaggregated, where relevant, by wealth quintiles, sex, age, ethnicity, migratory status, disability and geographic location (as per the reporting domains), or
other characteristics, as recommended by the Inter-agency Expert Group on SDG Indicators: http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/Official%20List%200f%20Proposed%20SDG%20Indicators.pdf
25 |n the 2019 Serbia MICS and the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS this indicator is calculated only using data collected in the Household Questionnaire since the Mass Media and ICT
module is not included in the Questionnaire for Individual Women.
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MICS INDICATOR SDGZ | Module® | Description® Serbia Roma
Settlements

Cs.3 Infant mortality rate M Probability of dying between birth and the first birthday 8

CS.5 Under-five mortality rate 3.2.1 CM Probability of dying between birth and the fifth birthday 9

26 Mortality indicators are calculated only for the population of children from Roma settlements. Mortality indicators refer to September 2017. The East Model was assumed to approximate the
age pattern of mortality in Serbia Roma settlements.
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_— . Serbia Roma
MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
THRIVE — REPRODUCTIVE AND MATERNAL HEALTH
T™™.1 Adolescent birth rate 3.7.2 CM Age-specific fertility rate for women aged 15-19 years 12 163
T™M.2 Early childbearing CM Percentage of women aged 20-24 years who have had a live birth before age 18 2.8 38.0
™3 Contraceptive prevalence rate cp Percentage of women aged 15-49 years currgr}tly married or |n'un|on who are using 623 593
(or whose partner is using) a (modern or traditional) contraceptive method
TM.S1 Never used. any method of cp Number of women aged 15-49 years who have never used any method to avoid or 310 409
contraception delay pregnancy
Never used contraception Number of women aged 15-49 years who never used any method of contraception
TM.S2 . CcP 2.6 7.6
because uninformed because lack of knowledge
Need for family planning 3.71& Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union who have
TM.4 | satisfied with modern - UN centag nen 8ged ZomAY years ¢ Y , 30.0 9.1
) 381 their need for family planning satisfied with modern contraceptive methods
contraception?’
Percentage of women aged 15-49 years currently married or in union, who are not
Informed decision on pregnant and think they are physically able to get pregnant, who make their own
TM.S3 . 5.6.1 ID . . ) . ) ) 84.2 67.7
reproductive health care informed decisions regarding sexual relations, contraceptive use and reproductive
health care
Total induced abortion rate Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) in the last 12 months among women aged 15-49
TM.S4 . CM 4 38
(TIAR) in the past 12 months years
TM.SS Total |r‘1duced abortion rate oM Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) in the last five years among women aged 15-49 27 164
(TIAR) in the last 5 years years
TM.S6 Total mdgcec} abortion rate ™M Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) in lifetime among women aged 15-49 years 189 763
(TIAR) in lifetime
TM.S7 | Stillbirth rate M Stillbirth rate in a lifetime among women aged 15—49 years 8 11

27 See Table TM.3.3 for a detailed description
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
TM.S8 !_n‘et|me exper}ence with CM Percentage of women aged 1549 years with at least one induced abortion 10.6 27.8
induced abortions
Percentage of women aged 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who
TM.5a during the pregnancy of the most recent live birth were attended
TM.5b | Antenatal care coverage 3.8.1 MN (@) atleast once by skilled health personnel 99.4 96.1
TM.5c (b) atleast four times by any provider 96.6 82.7
(c) atleast eight times by any provider 80.3 42.6
- ) Percentage of women aged 1549 years with a live birth in the last 2 years, who
Patronage nurse visits during - .
TM.S9 MN were visited at home by a patronage nurse during the pregnancy of the most recent 29.9 25.2
pregnancy i .
live birth
Patronage nurse visits during Percentage of women aged 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 yearsin a
TM.S10 | the first week following MN health facility, who were visited at home by a patronage nurse during the first week 94.3 90.2
discharge following discharge from a health facility
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who
T™.6 Content of antenatal care MN during the pregnancy of the most recent live birth, at least once, had blood pressure 96.9 92.1
measured and gave urine and blood samples as part of antenatal care
Attendance to childbirth Percentage of'wo'men aged 15'—49 years with a I|v§ birth in the last 2 years who
TM.S11 ) MN attended a childbirth preparation programme during the pregnancy of the most 16.0 3.0
preparation programme . )
recent live birth
TM.8 Institutional deliveries MN Percentage of women aged 15—49 ygars with a Ilvg plrth in the last 2 years whose 100.0 99.1
most recent live birth was delivered in a health facility
T™M.9 Skilled attendant at delivery 312 MN Percentage of women aged 15-49 years Wlth a live birth in the last 2 years whose 99.9 99.2
most recent live birth was attended by skilled health personnel
™10 | caesarean section MN Percentage of women aged 15—49 years with a live blr.th in the last 2 years whose 318 18.4
most recent live birth was delivered by caesarean section
TM.11 | Infants weighed at birth MN Percentage of women aged 15-49 Years Wlth. a live birth in the last 2 years whose 99.9 986
most recent live-born child was weighed at birth
TM.S12 Coverage by baby-friendly MN Percentage of women aged 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 yearsin a 59.4 730

services

health facility, who reported being in the same room with the child after birth
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
™14 | Newborns dried MN Percentage of women aged 15—49'years Wlth a live birth in the last 2 years whose 813 823
most recent live-born child was dried after birth
TMAS | Skin-to-skin care MN Percentage of women aged 15-49 years with a live bltth inthe last 2 year§ whose 317 374
most recent live-born child was placed on the mother’s bare chest after birth
) Percentage of women aged 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose
TM.16 | Delayed bathing MN most recent live-born child was first bathed more than 24 hours after birth 102 65
TM.22 | Multiple sexual partnerships B Percentage of women aged 15-49 years who had sex with more than one partner in 10 03
the last 12 months
Condom use at last sex among Percentage of women aged 15—49 years reporting having had more than one sexual
TM.23 | people with multiple sexual SB partner in the last 12 months who reported that a condom was used the last time (71.6) (*)
partnerships they had sex
Sex before age 15 among
TM.24 SB Percentage of women aged 15-24 years who had sex before age 15 1.2 14.3
young women
TM.25 Ezzr;ge;/vomen who have never SB Percentage of never married women aged 15-24 years who have never had sex 58.5 87.7
Age-mixing among sexual Percentage of women aged 15-24 years reporting having had sex in the last 12
TM.26 SB 7.5 4.3
partners months who had a partner 10 or more years older
TM.27 | Sex with non-regular partners B Percentage of women aged '15—24 years re'por'tlng having had sex in the last 12 670 116
months who had a non-marital, non-cohabitating partner
Condom use with non-reular Percentage of women aged 15-24 years reporting having had sex in the last 12
TM.28 & SB months with a non-marital, non-cohabiting partner who reported that a condom was 72.5 (34.0)

partners

used the last time they had sex

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
*

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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- . Serbia Roma
MICS INDICATOR SDG?* Module® Description®* Serbia
Settlements
THRIVE — CHILD HEALTH, NUTRITION AND DEVELOPMENT
Tuberculosis immunization Percentage of children aged 12—23 months who received BCG containing vaccine
TC.1 IM ) 96.6 93.5
coverage at any time before the survey
Polio immunization Percentage of children aged 12—23 months who received the third dose of
TC.2 IM ] . . . 92.6 74.3
coverage Inactivated Polio Vaccine (IPV3) at any time before the survey
Dlphthgrla, tetanus and 3b1l& Percentage of children aged 12-23 months who received the third dose of DTP
TC.3 pertussis (DTP) IM . . ) 91.8 73.3
. o 38.1 containing vaccine (DTP3) at any time before the survey
immunization coverage
TC4 Hepatitis B immunization M Percentage of children aged 12—-23 months who received the third/fourth dose of 336 69.9
’ coverage Hepatitis B containing vaccine (HepB3) at any time before the survey ’ ’
Haemophilus influenzae Percentage of children aged 12—-23 months who received the third dose of Hib
TC.5 type b (Hib) immunization IM . & . . & ) 91.1 73.4
containing vaccine (Hib3) at any time before the survey
coverage
Pneumococcal (Conjugate) Percentage of children aged 12—23 months who received the third dose of
TC.6 ) . 3.b.1 IM ) ) ; 65.4 47.0
immunization coverage?8 Pneumococcal (Conjugate) vaccine (PCV3) at any time before the survey
Tc8 Rubella immunization M Percgntage of chlldren aged 24-35 months who received rubella containing 879 76.5
coverage vaccine at any time before the survey
TCS1 Measles immunization 3b1 M Perce'nt'age of chlldren ageq 24-35 months who received the first measles 872 76.5
coverage?® containing vaccine at any time before the survey

28 |n Serbia, active immunization against diseases caused by pneumonia has been implemented since 1 March 2018, and refers to children born from 1 January 2018. For this reason, the PCV
vaccine is not included in indicator TC.11b ‘Full immunization coverage by all antigens’.
29 |n Serbia, the measles vaccine is administered as part of the vaccine containing measles, mumps and rubella (MMR) and this vaccine is given to children at age 12 months or later.
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?* Module® Description®* Serbia
Settlements
Percentage of children who at age
) - a) 24-35 months had received all basic vaccinations at any time before the 81.0 66.2
TC.11a | Full immunization
TC.11b | coverage3© M survey
' b)  24-35 months had received all vaccinations recommended in the 65.8 45.2
national immunization schedule
TC.S2 jl'lmelm'essAof measles IM Percentage of children aged 24-35 months vaccinated on time against measles 43.2 439
immunization coverage
Primary reliance on clean ) ) )
7C.15 | fuels and technologies for EU Percentag.e of househ}old mgmpers with primary reliance on clear.w fuels and 819 420
) technologies for cooking (living in households that reported cooking)
cooking
Primary reliance on clean Percentage of household members with primary reliance on clean fuels and
TC.16 | fuels and technologies for EU technologies for space heating (living in households that reported the use of space 54.4 13.4
space heating heating)
Primary reliance on clean ) ) )
7C.17 | fuels and technologies for EU Percentag.e of hogsehold r.m.emt.)ers with primary reliance on clean fuels. anq 99.6 98.4
lighting technologies for lighting (living in households that reported the use of lighting)
Primary reliance on clean
TCA18 fuels.and technolog{es for 712 U Percentag.e of househ'old members wlth prlm'ary .reI|ance on clean fuels and 54 124
cooking, space heating and technologies for cooking, space heating and lighting3!
lighting
1¢.30 | Children ever breastfed MN Percentage of most recent live-born children to women with a live birth in the last 93.4 906
2 years who were ever breastfed
TC31 Early initiation of MN Percentage of most recent live-born children to women with a live birth in the last 2 77 11.9

breastfeeding

years who were put to the breast within one hour of birth

30 Basic vaccinations include: BCG, 3 doses of polio, 3 doses of DTP by 12 months and 1 dose of measles vaccination by 24 months of age. ‘All antigens: excluding PCV’ includes: BCG, PolioR1,
DTPR1, HibR1, HepB3 and MMR recommended for children under age 2 years in the national schedule. See Section Error! Reference source not found. for information on immunization

indicators.
31 Household members living in households that report no cooking, no space heating, or no lighting are not excluded from the numerator
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?* Module® Description®* Serbia
Settlements

Exclusive breastfeeding ) )

TC.32 BD Percentage of infants under 6 months of age who are exclusively breastfed3? 23.6 8.3
under 6 months
Predominant breastfeeding Percentage of infants under 6 months of age who received breast milk as the

TC.33 BD . . . ) 54.0 40.4
under 6 months predominant source of nourishment33 during the previous day

TC.34 Continued breastfeeding at 8D Percgntage of children aged 12—15 months who received breast milk during the 6.7 481
1year previous day

TC35 Continued breastfeeding at 8D Pergentage of children aged 20-23 months who received breast milk during the 82 )75
2 years previous day

7C36 | Duration of breastfeeding 8D The age m mon;hs when SQ percent of children aged 0—35 months did not receive 73 118

breast milk during the previous day
. . ) B ) 344 )

TC37 Age approprlate 8D Percentage of children aged 0—23 months appropriately fed34 during the previous 5.0 345
breastfeeding day

TC38 Introductlon of solid, semi- 8D PerFentage of |r'1fants age 6—8 months who received solid, semi-solid or soft foods 95.7 (96.8)
solid or soft foods during the previous day

Percentage of children aged 6—23 months who had at least the minimum dietary
TC.39a - ) diversity and the minimum meal frequency during the previous day
TC.39b Minimum acceptable diet BD (a) breastfed children 85.2 55.4
(b) non-breastfed children 71.6 28.2

Milk feeding frequency for Percentage of non-breastfed children aged 6—23 months who received at least 2

TC.40 ) BD ) - ) ) 84.3 69.9
non-breastfed children milk feedings during the previous day

TC.41 | Minimum dietary diversity 8D Percentage of children aged 6—23 months who received foods from 5 or more 85.9 477

food groups®® during the previous day

32|nfants receiving breast milk, and not receiving any other fluids or foods, with the exception of oral rehydration solution, vitamins, mineral supplements and medicines
33 |Infants who receive breast milk and certain fluids (water and water-based drinks, fruit juice, oral rehydration solution, drops, vitamins, minerals, and medicines), but do not receive anything

else (in particular, non-human milk and food-based fluids)

34|nfants aged 0-5 months who are exclusively breastfed, and children aged 6—23 months who are breastfed and eat solid, semi-solid or soft foods
35 The indicator is based on consumption of any amount of food from at least five out of the eight following food groups: 1) breastmilk, 2) grains, roots and tubers, 3) legumes and nuts, 4) dairy
products (milk, infant formula, yogurt, cheese), 5) flesh foods (meat, fish, poultry and liver/organ meats), 6) eggs, 7) vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables, and 8) other fruits and vegetables
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?* Module® Description®* Serbia
Settlements
Percentage of children aged 6—23 months who received solid, semi-solid and soft
TC.42 | Minimum meal frequency BD foods (plus milk feeds for non-breastfed children) the minimum number of times3® 96.3 91.9
or more during the previous day
TC.43 | Bottle feeding 8D Percgntage of children aged 0-23 months who were fed with a bottle during the 83.0 877
previous day
Percentage of children under age 5 who fall below
TC.44a Underweight prevalence” AN (a) minus two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 1.0 6.5
TC.44b gntp (b) minus three standard deviations (severe) 0.2 0.8
of the median weight for age of the WHO standard
Percentage of children under age 5 who fall below
TC.45a Stuntine orevalence?’ 291 AN (a) minus two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 5.4 16.9
TC.45b gp - (b) below minus three standard deviations (severe) 1.9 4.7
of the median height for age of the WHO standard
Percentage of children under age 5 who fall below
TC.46a . (@) minus two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 2.6 2.8
37
TC.46b Wasting prevalence 2:22 AN (b) minus three standard deviations (severe) 0.5 0.6
of the median weight for height of the WHO standard
Percentage of children under age 5 who are above
TC.47a . (@) two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 10.9 6.9
37
TC.47b Overweight prevalence 2:22 AN (b) three standard deviations (severe) 2.5 2.8
of the median weight for height of the WHO standard
Percentage of children aged 24-59 months engaged in four or more activities to
TC.49a Early stimulation and provide early stimulation and responsive care in the last 3 days with
TC.49b res yonsive care EC (@) Any adult household member 95.6 56.0
TC.49¢ | TP (b) Father 408 105
(c) Mother 90.8 44.5

36 Breastfeeding children: Solid, semi-solid, or soft foods, two times for infants aged 6-8 months, and three times for children aged 9-23 months; Non-breastfeeding children: Solid, semi-solid,

or soft foods, or milk feeds, four times for children age 6—23 months

37 Because of the high proportion of children excluded from analysis of nutrition indicators due to measurements not being taken, it is recommended that findings for the 2019 Serbia MICS are
interpreted with caution and not used as the sole evidence to trigger policy and programme decisions.
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?* Module® Description®* Serbia
Settlements

Percentage of children aged 12—-35 months engaged in four or more activities to

TC.S3a | Early stimulation and provide early stimulation and responsive care in the last 3 days with

TC.S3b | responsive care (children EC (@) Any adult household member 95.8 56.3

TC.S3c | aged 1-2 years) (b) Father 48.0 9.0

(c) Mother 92.8 47.2

TC.50 @Zg:bmty of children’s EC Percentage of children under age 5 who have three or more children’s books 78.1 8.0

TC.51 | Availability of playthings EC Percentage of children under age 5 who play with two or more types of playthings 82.7 66.4
Percentage of children under age 5 left alone or under the supervision of another

TC.52 | Inadequate supervision EC child younger than 10 years of age for more than one hour at least once in the last 3.6 3.0
week

Early child develobment Percentage of children aged 36—59 months who are developmentally on track in at
TC.53 v P 4.2.1 EC least three of the following four domains: literacy-numeracy, physical, social- 97.2 89.2

index

emotional, and learning

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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_— . Serbia Roma
MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
LEARN
N1 Attendance to early childhood UB Percentage of children aged 36—59 months who are attending an early childhood education 60.6 74
' education programme ' ’
Participation rate in organized Percentage of children in the relevant age group (one year before the official primary school
LN.2 ) ) 4.2.2 ED ) ) } ) 96.9 76.0
learning (adjusted) entry age) who are attending an early childhood education programme or primary school
Preschool Preparation
LN.S1 Programme (PPP) attendance ED Percentage of children of PPP age38 attending/having attended PPP 93.1 76.8
rate
LN.S2 fPaIZIiDHati/tendance In school ED Percentage of children of PPP age3® attending/having attended PPP in school facility 9.8 4.5
LN.S3 Dl'stance to PPP facility ED Average distance in kilometres travelled to the PPP by children aged 5-7 years 1.9 1.9
(kilometres)
Children living more than 2 ) ) ) )
LN.S4 kilometres from the PPP D Percentage of children aggq 5-7 years attending/having attended PPP who live more than 2 220 201
L km away from the PPP facility
facility
IN.3 School readiness D Pe.rcentage of chl!dren attending the.ﬂrst grade Qf primary school who attended early 96.4 80.8
childhood education programme during the previous school year
LN.4 Sgi;gi?;ﬁ rate in primary ED Percentage of children of school-entry age who enter the first grade of primary school 90.0 85.4

38 Children of PPP age are those children that have turned 5 before 1 March 2019, as per the national legislation defining PPP enrolment age. It refers to children that have turned 5 during the
period from 1 March 2018 to 1 March 2019.
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
Indicators according to the national education system classification3?
LN.S5a | Net attendance ratio Percentage 9f children of . .
LN.S5b | (adjusted) ED (@) primary school age currently attending primary or secondary school 98.6 92.3
' (b) secondary school age currently attending secondary school or higher 94.1 28.4
Percentage of children of
LN.S6a (@) primary school age who are not attending early childhood education, primary or 0.4 7.3
LN'SGb Out-of-school rate ED secondary school
' (b) secondary school age who are not attending primary school or secondary school 3.8 57.1
or higher
Rate of children attending the last grade for the first time to children at appropriate age to
LN.S7a | Gross intake rate to the last D the last grade
LN.S7b | grade (@) Primary school 102.8 62.0
(b) Secondary school 107.0 74.0
Percentage of children aged 3-5 years above the intended age for the last grade who have
LN.S8a ) completed that grade
LN.S8b Completion rate ED (@) Primary school 99.5 63.7
(b) Secondary school 97.7 61.0
Transition rate to secondary Percentage of children attending the last grade of primary school during the previous school
LN.S9a ED ) ) ) 95.2 52.6
school year who are in the first grade of secondary school during the current school year
Effective transition rate to Percentage of children attending the last grade of primary school during the previous school
LN.S9b ED year who are not repeating the last grade of primary school and in the first grade of 95.2 54.9

secondary school

secondary school during the current school year

39 The national education system classification comprises eight grades of obligatory primary school education (typically for ages 6—13 years): children who turn 6 by the end of February of the
current school year are required to enrol in first grade of primary school; and four grades of secondary school education (typically for ages 14—18 years). Age is adjusted to take into account age
eligibility criteria for starting primary school. Since age eligibility criteria for starting primary school changed in Serbia in 2006, separate calculations were applied for children born in 1998 or
earlier and those born afterwards. For the first group, the appropriate age at the start of primary school refers to the age in the 2019 calendar year, while for the second group, adjusted age is
the age of the child (in completed years) at the end of February 2019.
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
Percentage of students attending in each grade who are 2 or more years older than the
LN.S10a official school age for grade
LN.510b | Over-age for grade ED (a) Primary school 0.2 31
(b) Secondary school 0.3 2.9
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for girls divided by net attendance ratio (adjusted) for boys
(@) organized learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 0.98 0.92
(b) primary school 0.98 0.98
(c) secondary school 0.99 0.89
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for the poorest quintile divided by net attendance ratio
Education Parity Indices (adjusted) for the richest quintile
LN.S11a . ) - .
(@) Gender (@) organized learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) (0.84) (0.73)
LN.S11b ED .
LN.S11c (b) Wealth (b) primary school 1.01 0.95
' (c) Area (c) secondary school 0.80 0.24
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for residents of other areas divided by net attendance ratio
(adjusted) for urban residents
(@) organized learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 0.97 1.07
(b) primary school 1.01 1.03
(c) secondary school 0.94 1.16
Indicators according to the ISCED classification®
Percentage of children of
LN.5a . ) ) )
Net attendance ratio (@) primary school age currently attending primary or secondary school 97.2 93.0
LN.5b . ED ; )
LN.5¢ (adjusted) (b) lower secondary school age currently attending lower secondary school or higher 98.6 79.6
' (c) upper secondary school age currently attending upper secondary school or higher 94.1 28.4

40 The classification of primary school and secondary school education in the Republic of Serbia according to ISCED 2011 comprises the following: (i) ISCED 1 — primary school, corresponding to
grades 1-4 of primary school (typically for ages 69 years); (ii) ISCED 2 — lower secondary school, corresponding to grades 5-8 of primary school within the national education system (typically
for ages 10—13 years); and (iii) ISCED 3 — upper secondary school, corresponding to grades 1-4 of secondary school within the national education system (typically for ages 14—18 years). Age is
adjusted to take into account age eligibility criteria for starting primary school. Since age eligibility criteria for starting primary school changed in Serbia in 2006, separate calculations were
applied for children born in 1998 or earlier and those born afterwards. For the first group, the appropriate age at the start of primary school refers to the age in the 2019 calendar year, while for
the second group, adjusted age is the age of the child (in completed years) at the end of February 2019.
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG* | Module? | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
Percentage of children of
(@) primary school age who are not attending early childhood education, primary or 0.6 6.3
LN.6a lower secondary school
LN.6b Out-of-school rate ED (b) lower secondary school age who are not attending primary school, lower or upper 0.2 8.5
LN.6c secondary school or higher
(c) upper secondary school age who are not attending primary school, lower or upper 3.8 57.1
secondary school or higher
Rate of children attending the last grade for the first time to children at appropriate age to
LN.7a Gross intake rate to the last D the last grade
LN.7b grade (@) Primary school 103.1 108.4
(b) Lower secondary school 102.8 62.0
Percentage of children aged 3-5 years above the intended age for the last grade who have
LN.8a completed that grade
LN.8b Completion rate 4.1.2 ED (@) Primary school 99.9 88.9
LN.8c (b) Lower secondary school 99.5 63.7
(c) Upper secondary school 97.7 61.0
Effective transition rate to Percentage of children a.ttendmg the last grade' of primary schoo.l durlng the previous school
LN.9 ED year who are not repeating the last grade of primary school and in the first grade of lower 100.0 96.8
lower secondary school )
secondary school during the current school year
Percentage of students attending in each grade who are 2 or more years older than the
LN.10a official school age for grade
LN.10b Over-age for grade ED (@) Primary school 0.3 4.8
(b) Lower secondary school 0.4 6.3

Indicators and Definitions | 25




Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for girls divided by net attendance ratio (adjusted) for boys
(@) organized learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 0.98 0.92
(b) primary school 0.96 0.98
(c) lower secondary school 0.99 0.95
(d) upper secondary school 0.99 0.89
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for the poorest quintile divided by net attendance ratio
Education Parity Indices (adjusted) for the richest quintile
LN.11a (a) Gend\ér (a) organized learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) (0.84) (0.73)
LN.11b (b) Wealth 45.1 ED (b) primary school 1.04 0.94
LN.11c (© Area (c) lower secondary school 0.97 0.88
(d) upper secondary school 0.80 0.24
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for residents of other areas divided by net attendance ratio
(adjusted) for urban residents
(a) organized learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 0.97 1.07
(b) primary school 1.03 1.00
(c) lower secondary school 1.00 1.17
(d) upper secondary school 0.94 1.16
Availability of information on Percentage of children aged 7—14 years attending schools who provided student report
LN.12 ) . PR 95.4 91.4
children's school performance cards to parents
Awareness of existence of Percentage of children aged 7—14 years attending school for whom an adult household
LN.S12 , ) PR ) ) . 97.3 75.8
Parents' Council member is aware of the existence of a Parent Council in the school
Awareness of Parent Council Percentage of children aged 7-14 years attending school for whom an adult household
LN.S13 o PR § . , . 833 58.8
decisions member is aware of the decisions taken by the school’s Parent Council
Awareness of discussions on Percentage of children aged 7—14 years attending school for whom an adult household
LN.S14 | key education issues by PR member knows that key education issues/performance reviews were discussed by the 75.7 53.6
Parents' Council school’s Parent Council
Discussion with teachers Percentage of children aged 7-14 years attending school for whom an adult household
LN.16 . : , PR . o i 93.2 86.6
regarding children’s progress member discussed child’s progress with teachers
LN.18 Availability of books at home PR Percentage of children aged 7—14 years who have three or more books to read at home 85.8 13.1
IN21 Support with homework PR Percentage of children aged 7—14 years attending school who have homework and received 671 60.9

help with homework
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MICS INDICATOR

SDG*

Module?

Description®*

Serbia

Serbia Roma
Settlements

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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_— . Serbia Roma
MICS INDICATOR SDG?2 | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
PROTECTED FROM VIOLENCE AND EXPLOITATION
PR1 Birth registration 1691 BR Percenﬁage of children under age 5 whose births are reported registered with a civil 99.9 98.5
authority
PR Violent discipline 1621 UCD — FCD Percentage of chl!dren aged }—14 years vyho e?<per|enced any physical punishment 445 673
and/or psychological aggression by caregivers in the past one month
PR.3 Child labour 8.7.1 CL Percentage of children aged 5—17 years who are involved in child labour#! 9.5 5.4
PR .42 Percentage of women aged 20-24 years who were first married or in union
PR'4b Child marriage 53.1 MA (@) before age 15 1.2 15.9
' (b) before age 18 5.5 55.8
Young women aged 15-19
PR.5 years currently married orin MA Percentage of women age 15-19 years who are married or in union 3.8 34.1
union
Percentage of women who are married or in union and whose spouse is 10 or more
PR.7a ) years older
PR 7b Spousal age difference MA (a) age 15-19 years, *) 38
(b) age 20-24 years 16.4 5.6
Experience of robbery and Percentage of women aged 15—49 years who experienced physical violence of
PR.12 VT s 1.9 3.9
assault robbery or assault within the last 12 months
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years experiencing physical violence of robbery
PR.13 | Crime reporting 16.3.1 VT and/or assault in the last 12 months and reporting the last incidences of robbery 40.0 67.0
and/or assault experienced to the police

41 Child labourers are defined as children involved in economic activities or in household chores above the age-specific thresholds. While the concept of child labour includes exposure to
hazardous working conditions, and this is collected in MICS and was previously included in the reported indicator, the present definition, which is also used for SDG reporting, does not include
children who are working under hazardous conditions. See Tables PR.3.1-3.4 for more detailed information on thresholds and classifications.
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?2 | Module?® | Description®* Serbia
Settlements
PR14 | Safety 1614 VT Percentage of women aged 15-49 years feeling safe walking alone in their 875 710
neighbourhood after dark
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years who state that a husband is justified in
PR.1S Attitudes towards domestic DV hitting or beating his wife in at least one of the following circumstances: (1) she 16 21

violence

goes out without telling him, (2) she neglects the children, (3) she argues with him,
(4) she refuses sex with him, (5) she burns the food

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description? Serbia
Settlements
LIVE IN A SAFE AND CLEAN ENVIRONMENT
Use of improved drinking L S
WS.1 WS Percentage of household members using improved sources of drinking water 99.8 98.8
water sources
WS.2 Use pf basic drinking water 141 WS Percehtage of household memk?er.s using fmproved sourges of drlrjklng water either 99 1 98.2
services in their dwelling/yard/plot or within 30 minutes round trip collection time
WS.3 Availability of drinking water WS Percentage of household members with a water source that is available when 923 68.8
needed
Use of improved sanitation L I I
WS.8 facilities 3.8.1 WS Percentage of household members using improved sanitation facilities 98.6 93.0
WS.9 Use of basic sanitation services 1.41& WS Percentage of household members using improved sanitation facilities which are not 98.4 86.4
6.2.1 shared
Safe disposal in situ of excreta Percentage of household members in households with improved on-site sanitation
WS.10 | from on-site sanitation 6.2.1 WS facilities from which waste has never been emptied or has been emptied and buried 45.5 41.6
facilities in a covered pit
WS.11 Removal of exc.reta for 621 WS Per.centage (?f house.hold members using an improved on-site s;nltatlon facility from 152 18.7
treatment off-site which a service provider has removed waste for treatment off-site
. Percentage of women aged 15-49 years reporting menstruating in the last 12
Menstrual hygiene ) ) ; ; .
WS.12 UN months and using menstrual hygiene materials with a private place to wash and 97.4 94.9
management )
change while at home
Exclusion from activities durin Percentage of women aged 15-49 years reporting menstruating in the last 12
WS.13 & UN months who did not participate in social activities, school or work due to their last 9.2 14.8

menstruation

menstruation
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_— . Serbia Roma
MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description? Serbia
Settlements
EQUITABLE CHANCE IN LIFE
FQ1 Ch|!dren with functional UCF — FCF Percentagg of children aged 2—-17 years reported with functional difficulty in at least 39 113
difficulty one domain
Q.23 Percentage of women and children covered by health insurance
EQ.Zb Health insurance coverage we a)  women aged 15-49 96.9 968
fo o & cB b) children aged 5-17 98.8 97.4
' uB c) children underage 5 98.6 95.5
FQ3 Population covered by social 131 ST—ED PerFentage of household members living in households that received any type of 641 836
transfers social transfers and benefits in the last 3 months
FQ4 External economic support ST—ED Percehtage of hou§eho|ds in the two lowest wealth quintiles that received any type 795 837
to the poorest households of social transfers in the last 3 months
Children in the households ) o )
EQS that received any type of ST—ED Percerjtage of chll(jren under age 18 living in the households that received any type 549 89.0
) of social transfers in the last 3 months
social transfers
Percentage of children and young people age 5—-24 years currently attending school
EQ.6 School-related support ED that received any type of school-related support in the current/most recent 14.2 53.5
academic year
EQ.S1 Re§e|pt of financial social ST Percentage of households that have ever received financial social assistance 3.1 52.5
assistance
Children for whom ) . )
FQS? households received child T Percentage of children aged 0—18 years for whom households received child 30.8 76.6
allowance (CA)
allowance
Children for whom
households received child ) )
EQ.S3 ST Percentage of children for whom households received CA for at least 12 months 23.7 69.2
allowance for at least 12
months
Children for whom
EQ.S4 household received a birth BG Percentage of children under age 5 for whom households received a birth grant 87.3 69.9
grant
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Serbia Roma

MICS INDICATOR SDG?? | Module?® | Description? Serbia
Settlements
The share of the unemployed population in the total active population age 15 years
" or above, where the active population (labour force) includes all employed
EQ.S5 Unemployment rate EQ household members age 15 years or above and unemployed household members nd 235
age 15-74 years
10318& Percentage of women aged 15—49 years having personally felt discriminated against
EQ.7 Discrimination 16 b 1 VT or harassed within the previous 12 months on the basis of a ground of discrimination 6.9 12.5
o prohibited under international human rights law
Q.93 Average life satisfaction score for women
EQ.9b Overall life satisfaction index LS (@) age 15-24 8.3 8.1
: (b) age 15-49 8.0 75
FQ.10a Percentage of women who are very or somewhat happy
EQ'lob Happiness LS (a) age 15-24 95.6 86.6
: (b) age 15-49 91.8 81.4
ercentage of women whose life improved during the last one year and who expect
p f hose life i d during the | dwh
EQ.11a ) . that their life will be better after one year
FQ11b Perception of a better life LS (a) age 15-24 487 414
(b) age 15-49 39.2 35.8

nd: data not available

42 The unemployment indicator is only calculated for Roma Settlements, because, for the general population in Serbia, it is available from the Labour Force Survey.
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4 SAMPLE COVERAGE AND CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

4.1 RESULTS OF INTERVIEWS

Serbia

Table SR.1.1 presents results of the sample implementation, including response rates. Of the 8,101 households
selected for the sample, 7,463 were found to be occupied. Of these, 6,346 were successfully interviewed for a
household response rate of 85.0 percent.

In the interviewed households, 4,219 women (aged 15-49 years) were identified. Of these, 3,740 were
successfully interviewed, yielding a response rate of 88.6 percent within the interviewed households.

There were 1,967 children under age five listed in the household questionnaires. Questionnaires were
completed for 1,838 of these children, which corresponds to a response rate of 93.4 percent within interviewed
households.

A sub-sample of children aged 5-17 years was used to administer the questionnaire for children aged 5-17.
Only one child was selected at random in each household interviewed. There were 2,774 children aged 5-17
years listed in the household questionnaires. Of these, 1,824 children were selected, and questionnaires were
completed for 1,734, which corresponds to a response rate of 95.1 percent within the interviewed households.

Overall response rates of 75.4, 79.5 and 80.8 were calculated for the individual interviews with women, under-
fives, and children aged 5—-17 years, respectively.

Table SR.1.1: Results of household, women's, under-5's and children aged 5-17's interviews

Number of households, women, children under 5, and children aged 5-17 by interview results, by area of residence and region, Serbia,
2019
Area Region
Sumadija  Southern
and and
Western Eastern
Total Urban Other Belgrade  Vojvodina Serbia Serbia

Households

Sampled 8,101 5,084 3,017 2,179 2,014 1,898 2,010

Occupied 7,463 4,647 2,816 1,982 1,879 1,746 1,856

Interviewed 6,346 3,785 2,561 1,501 1,644 1,597 1,604

Household completion rate 78.3 74.4 84.9 68.9 81.6 84.1 79.8

Household response rate 85.0 81.5 90.9 75.7 87.5 91.5 86.4
Women age 1549 years

Eligible 4,219 2,565 1,654 1,031 1,041 1,067 1,080

Interviewed 3,740 2,259 1,481 860 965 1,001 914

Women's response rate 88.6 88.1 89.5 83.4 92.7 93.8 84.6

Women's overall response rate 75.4 71.7 81.4 63.2 81.1 85.8 73.1
Children under 5 years

Eligible 1,967 1,206 761 526 427 474 540

Mothers/caregivers interviewed 1,838 1,117 721 482 413 455 488

Under-5's response rate 934 92.6 94.7 91.6 96.7 96.0 90.4

Under-5's overall response rate 79.5 75.4 86.2 69.4 84.6 87.8 78.1
Children age 5-17 years?

Number of children in interviewed households 2,774 1,635 1,139 637 661 767 709

Eligible 1,824 1,092 732 429 428 482 485

Mothers/caregivers interviewed 1,734 1,034 700 394 419 469 452

Children age 5-17's response rate 95.1 94.7 95.6 91.8 97.9 97.3 93.2

Children age 5-17's overall response rate 80.8 77.1 87.0 69.6 85.7 89.0 80.5
AThe Questionnaire for Children Age 5-17 was administered to one randomly selected child in each interviewed household.
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Roma Settlements

Table SR.1.1R presents results of the sample implementation, including response rates for the 2019 Serbia
Roma Settlements MICS. Of the 1,934 households selected for the sample, 1,833 were found to be occupied. Of
these, 1,774 were successfully interviewed for a household response rate of 96.8 percent.

In the interviewed households, 1,912 women (aged 15-49 years) were identified. Of these, 1,790 were
successfully interviewed, yielding a response rate of 93.6 percent within the interviewed households.

There were 1,096 children under age five listed in the household questionnaires. Questionnaires were
completed for 1,049 of these children, which corresponds to a response rate of 95.7 percent within interviewed
households.

A sub-sample of children aged 5-17 years was used to administer the questionnaire for children aged 5-17.
Only one child was selected at random in each household interviewed. There were 2,174 children aged 5-17
years listed in the household questionnaires. Of these, 1,010 children were selected, and questionnaires were
completed for 981, which corresponds to a response rate of 97.1 percent within the interviewed households.

Overall response rates of 90.6, 92.6 and 94.0 were calculated for the individual interviews with women, under-
fives, and children aged 5—-17 years in Roma settlements, respectively.

Table SR.1.1R: Results of household, women's, under-5's and children aged 5-17's interviews

Number of households, women, children under 5, and children aged 5-17 by interview results, by area of residence,
Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Area
Total Urban Other

Households

Sampled 1,934 1,294 640

Occupied 1,833 1,226 607

Interviewed 1,774 1,178 596

Household completion rate 91.7 91.0 93.1

Household response rate 96.8 96.1 98.2
Women age 15-49 years

Eligible 1,912 1,305 607

Interviewed 1,790 1,214 576

Women's response rate 93.6 93.0 94.9

Women's overall response rate 90.6 89.4 93.2
Children under 5 years

Eligible 1,096 766 330

Mothers/caregivers interviewed 1,049 734 315

Under-5's response rate 95.7 95.8 95.5

Under-5's overall response rate 92.6 92.1 93.7
Children age 5-17 years*

Number of children in interviewed households 2,174 1,508 666

Eligible 1,010 679 331

Mothers/caregivers interviewed 981 663 318

Children age 5-17's response rate 97.1 97.6 96.1

Children age 5-17's overall response rate 94.0 93.8 94.3
AThe Questionnaire for Children Age 5-17 was administered to one randomly selected child in each interviewed
household.
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4.2 HOUSING AND HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

Tables SR.2.1, SR.2.2 and SR.2.3 provide further details on household-level characteristics obtained through the
Household Questionnaire. Most of the information collected on these housing characteristics were used to

define the wealth index.

Table SR.2.1 presents characteristics of housing, disaggregated by area and region, distributed by whether the

dwelling has electricity, energy used for cooking, internet access, and/or a shower unit or bathtub; the dwelling

type; the main materials used for flooring, roof, and exterior walls; total number of rooms available to the

household®® as well as the number of rooms used for sleeping; and whether there are problems with the dwelling.

In Table SR.2.2 households are distributed according to ownership of assets by households and by individual

household members. This also includes ownership of the dwelling.

Table SR.2.3 shows how the household populations in areas and regions are distributed according to household

wealth quintiles and degrees of material deprivation.

Tables SR.2.1R-SR.2.3R provide information on household level characteristics within Roma settlements.

Table SR.2.1: Housing characteristics

Percent distribution of households by selected housing characteristics, by area of residence and region, Serbia, 2019
Area Region
Sumadija  Southern
and and
Western Eastern
Total Urban Other Belgrade Vojvodina Serbia Serbia

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Electricity

Yes, interconnected grid 99.5 99.6 99.4 99.7 99.1 99.8 99.7

Yes, off-grid 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2

No 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.7 0.1 0.1

DK/Missing 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
Energy use for cooking®

Clean fuels and technologies 83.1 94.4 64.6 94.9 93.2 69.8 70.9

Other fuels 16.7 5.2 35.2 4.7 6.6 30.0 28.9

No cooking done in the household 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2

DK/Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Internet access at home®

Yes 75.5 81.3 66.1 81.7 76.0 74.2 69.0

No 24.4 18.7 33.8 18.3 23.8 25.8 30.8

DK/Missing 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3
Dwelling type

House 71.1 54.5 98.1 39.1 76.9 80.4 88.6

Apartment 28.8 45.4 1.9 60.6 23.1 19.6 114

Other 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
Main material of flooring®

Natural floor 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.4

Rudimentary floor 4.3 2.3 7.4 0.8 3.7 8.5 3.9

Finished floor 95.5 97.6 92.0 99.2 95.9 91.3 95.6

Other 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0

DK/Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

43 Kitchens used only for cooking, bathrooms, toilets, corridors, utility rooms, lobbies and verandas are not counted as
rooms.
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Table SR.2.1: Housing characteristics

Percent distribution of households by selected housing characteristics, by area of residence and region, Serbia, 2019
Area Region
Sumadija  Southern
and and
Western Eastern
Total Urban Other Belgrade Vojvodina Serbia Serbia
Main material of roof®
Natural roofing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Rudimentary roofing 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.0
Finished roofing 99.1 98.6 99.8 98.0 99.1 99.6 99.8
Other 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.0
DK/Missing 0.4 0.6 0.0 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.1
Main material of exterior walls¢
Natural walls 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.9
Rudimentary walls 4.6 2.6 7.8 1.4 11.8 11 2.2
Finished walls 94.4 96.2 91.5 97.1 87.4 98.5 96.5
Other 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.4
DK/Missing 0.5 0.7 0.0 1.0 0.7 0.0 0.0
Rooms available to the household
1 6.1 8.2 2.8 9.5 8.1 2.0 4.3
2 27.4 32.6 19.0 34.9 29.5 18.6 26.4
3 or more 66.4 59.2 78.1 55.5 62.3 79.4 69.2
DK/Missing 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1
Rooms used for sleeping
1 39.1 42.3 33.8 45.1 45.8 30.5 32.7
2 38.1 39.2 36.3 38.7 34.9 40.8 38.8
3 or more 22.8 18.5 29.9 16.2 19.3 28.7 28.4
DK/Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Shower unit or bathtub in dwelling
Yes 96.9 98.7 93.9 99.2 97.2 96.6 94.2
No 3.1 1.2 6.0 0.8 2.8 34 5.8
DK/Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
Problems with dwelling: Leaking roof
Yes 14.6 12.0 18.8 12.0 16.7 14.0 15.2
No 85.4 88.0 81.2 87.9 83.2 86.0 84.8
Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
Problems with dwelling: Damp walls, floors or foundation
Yes 19.6 15.5 26.3 16.5 20.2 18.5 23.8
No 80.3 84.5 73.7 83.4 79.7 81.5 76.2
Missing 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Problems with dwelling: Rot in window frames or floor
Yes 13.7 9.7 20.3 8.9 15.9 13.0 17.1
No 86.2 90.3 79.6 91.0 84.0 87.0 82.9
Missing 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Number of households 6,346 3,926 2,420 1,535 1,890 1,595 1,327
Mean number of persons per room used for sleeping 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.5
Percentage of household members 99.8 99.9 99.7 99.9 99.4 1000  100.0
with access to electricity in the household?
Number of household members 18,105 10,571 7,534 4,109 5,016 4,925 4,055
1MICS indicator SR.1 — Access to electricity; SDG Indicator 7.1.1
ACalculated for households. For percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies for cooking, please
refer to Table TC.4.1
BSee Table SR.9.2 for details and indicators on ICT devices in households
CPlease refer to the Household Questionnaire in Appendix E, questions HC4, HC5 and HC6 for definitions of natural, rudimentary, finished and
other.
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Table SR.2.2: Household and personal assets

Percentage of households by ownership of selected household and personal assets, and percent distribution by ownership of

dwelling, by area of residence and region, Serbia, 2019

Area Region
Sumadija  Southern
and and
Western Eastern
Total Urban Other Belgrade Vojvodina Serbia Serbia
Percentage of households that own a
Fixed telephone line? 74.7 75.4 73.6 77.2 75.3 76.1 69.4
Radio” 50.2 46.0 56.9 41.2 55.2 56.9 45.3
Wardrobe 99.3 99.6 98.8 99.7 99.4 99.2 98.9
Table with chairs 99.9 99.9 99.9 99.7 99.9 99.9 100.0
Bed 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.0 99.9
Television? 98.6 98.8 98.3 98.9 97.9 98.8 99.1
Washing machine 95.6 97.6 92.3 98.0 94.9 96.5 92.5
Refrigerator 98.8 99.4 97.7 99.6 98.1 98.9 98.6
Iron 95.4 97.4 92.3 98.0 94.1 96.4 93.0
Hair dryer 90.7 94.4 84.7 96.1 90.4 92.4 82.8
Water heater 94.7 95.4 93.6 95.0 92.6 96.9 94.8
Vacuum cleaner 93.9 96.3 89.8 96.4 93.2 95.2 90.3
Chest or upright freezer 68.5 56.9 87.3 50.8 67.4 76.2 81.4
Electrical stove 96.0 98.4 92.2 98.4 95.6 94.1 96.2
Drying machine 11.1 12.9 8.3 114 16.9 9.6 4.6
Dishwasher 25.1 29.4 18.2 36.4 20.2 25.9 18.2
Microwave 34.5 38.0 28.8 34.0 40.0 32.8 29.2
Cable TV/Total TV 76.2 85.2 61.5 88.5 78.9 68.6 67.1
Air conditioner 41.0 51.6 23.7 66.8 46.0 22.2 26.5
Video surveillance system 9.3 13.1 3.1 18.4 10.8 3.6 3.5
Percentage of households that own
Agricultural land 34.8 19.7 59.4 17.2 27.7 52.4 44.3
Farm animals/Livestock 24.0 6.6 52.2 6.8 24.2 35.9 29.2
Percentage of households where at
|east one member owns or has a
Wristwatch 67.9 73.4 59.2 78.5 65.2 64.0 64.4
Bicycle 56.1 52.5 61.9 39.5 73.5 51.8 55.7
Motorcycle or scooter 9.2 6.5 13.6 4.8 134 8.3 9.2
Animal-drawn cart 0.9 0.2 2.2 0.4 0.9 1.0 14
Car, truck, or van 61.9 60.9 63.4 59.9 59.6 68.0 60.1
Boat with a motor 1.0 1.2 0.6 1.2 15 0.5 0.6
Computer or tablet? 64.4 70.5 54.4 73.9 65.8 59.9 56.7
Laptop 39.9 47.0 28.4 50.7 41.0 353 31.5
Desktop PC 42.6 45.2 38.4 44.6 43.2 441 37.7
Tablet 21.2 24.8 15.4 28.5 20.0 22.0 135
Mobile telephone? 95.3 96.6 93.3 98.0 93.9 95.9 93.7
Bank account 91.6 94.4 87.0 94.4 90.7 92.9 88.0
Ownership of dwelling
Owned by a household member 87.4 83.7 93.2 78.6 87.2 93.6 90.1
Not owned 12.5 16.1 6.7 21.0 12.7 6.4 9.8
Rented 6.5 9.3 1.9 9.3 8.1 5.2 2.5
Other 6.0 6.8 4.8 11.7 4.6 1.2 7.3
DK/Missing 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0
Ownership of a second dwelling
Owned by a household member 21.2 24.6 15.7 29.6 22.0 17.8 14.5
Number of households 6,346 3,926 2,420 1,535 1,890 1,595 1,327

ASee Table SR.9.2 for details and indicators on ICT devices in households.
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Table SR.2.3: Wealth quintiles and material deprivation

Percent distribution of the household population, by wealth index quintile and material deprivation, Serbia, 2019
Wealth index quintile Material deprivation Number
Three of
or One or household
Poorest Second Middle  Fourth  Richest Total more two None Total members
Total 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 100.0 25.1 37.9 37.0 100.0 18,105
Area
Urban 6.9 13.8 22.6 26.8 29.8 100.0 22.2 354 42.4 100.0 10,571
Other 38.3 28.8 16.3 10.4 6.2 100.0 29.0 41.5 29.5 100.0 7,534
Region
Belgrade 7.5 11.1 19.8 23.0 38.7 100.0 19.6 35.0 45.3 100.0 4,109
Vojvodina 15.2 19.2 21.5 22.6 21.5 100.0 23.2 34.3 42.4 100.0 5,016
Sumadija and Western Serbia 26.1 26.6 17.9 17.0 12.5 100.0 25.0 39.2 35.8 100.0 4,925
Southern and Eastern Serbia 31.1 22.2 20.9 17.4 8.3 100.0 32.9 43.8 23.3 100.0 4,055
Sex of household head
Male 19.7 20.9 19.8 20.1 19.5 100.0 23.1 38.1 38.8 100.0 13,654
Female 20.8 17.3 20.6 19.7 21.6 100.0 30.9 37.5 31.5 100.0 4,451
Education of household head
Primary or none 47.4 25.0 15.6 8.3 3.8 100.0 42.7 39.2 18.1 100.0 3,906
Secondary 16.1 23.8 23.6 21.5 15.0 100.0 24.5 40.0 35.5 100.0 9,371
Higher 53 8.8 16.6 26.6 42.7 100.0 11.8 329 55.2 100.0 4,828
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 18.2 19.5 20.2 21.0 21.1 100.0 23.5 38.1 38.4 100.0 15,811
Hungarian 25.5 21.9 19.9 14.4 18.3 100.0 29.8 41.6 28.6 100.0 597
Bosnian 36.9 32.7 19.2 7.3 39 100.0 35.2 42.2 22.5 100.0 458
Roma 81.6 10.0 6.7 0.2 1.5 100.0 86.7 10.2 3.0 100.0 326
Other/Does not want to declare 17.0 25.6 213 19.4 16.7 100.0 21.4 40.8 37.8 100.0 914
Activity status of household head
Employed 15.9 18.4 20.6 20.8 24.3 100.0 19.7 37.0 43.3 100.0 9,536
Unemployed 29.7 22.3 16.4 159 15.7 100.0 45.7 39.7 14.6 100.0 734
Inactive 24.0 21.8 19.7 19.4 15.2 100.0 29.6 38.9 31.5 100.0 7,836
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Table SR.2.1R: Housing characteristics

Percent distribution of households by selected housing characteristics, by area of residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Area
Total Urban Other

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Electricity

Yes, interconnected grid 95.1 95.7 93.9

Yes, off-grid 2.6 2.9 2.2

No 2.3 1.5 3.9
Energy use for cooking®

Clean fuels and technologies 41.4 50.9 23.3

Other fuels 57.4 47.7 75.8

No cooking done in the household 1.2 14 0.9
Internet access at home®

Yes 65.0 69.0 57.6

No 35.0 31.0 42.4
Dwelling type

House 94.5 92.2 99.0

Apartment 4.8 6.9 0.8

Other 0.7 0.9 0.3
Main material of flooring®

Natural floor 3.2 2.1 5.3

Rudimentary floor 1.6 1.5 1.8

Finished floor 95.1 96.3 93.0

Other 0.1 0.1 0.0
Main material of roof®

Natural roofing 0.5 0.4 0.8

Rudimentary roofing 0.9 1.1 0.4

Finished roofing 98.3 98.0 98.7

Other 0.2 0.4 0.0

DK/Missing 0.1 0.1 0.0
Main material of exterior walls®

Natural walls 1.2 0.6 2.4

Rudimentary walls 5.8 4.5 8.1

Finished walls 92.1 93.7 89.2

Other 0.8 1.1 0.2

DK/Missing 0.1 0.1 0.2
Rooms available to the household

1 15.8 16.2 15.1

2 40.8 42.7 37.2

3 or more 43.4 41.1 47.7
Rooms used for sleeping

1 34.7 33.7 36.6

2 435 45.8 39.2

3 or more 21.8 20.5 24.2
Shower unit or bathtub in dwelling

Yes 71.8 76.5 63.0

No 28.2 23.5 37.0
Problems with dwelling: Leaking roof

Yes 50.1 48.5 53.3

No 49.8 51.5 46.7

Missing 0.1 0.1 0.0
Problems with dwelling: Damp walls, floors or foundation

Yes 68.0 67.6 68.9

No 31.9 32.4 30.9

Missing 0.1 0.1 0.2
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Table SR.2.1R: Housing characteristics

Percent distribution of households by selected housing characteristics, by area of residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Area
Total Urban Other
Problems with dwelling: Rot in window frames or floor
Yes 41.8 38.8 47.6
No 58.1 61.1 52.3
Missing 0.1 0.1 0.1
Number of households 1,774 1,161 613
Mean number of persons per room used for sleeping 2.6 2.6 2.5
Pe.rcentage of househqld members 98.3 98.8 979
with access to electricity in the household?
Number of household members 8,244 5,497 2,748
1MICS indicator SR.1 — Access to electricity; SDG Indicator 7.1.1
ACalculated for households. For percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies
for cooking, please refer to Table TC.4.1
B See Table SR.9.2R for details and indicators on ICT devices in households.
CPlease refer to the Household Questionnaire in Appendix E, questions HC4, HC5 and HC6 for definitions of natural,
rudimentary, finished and other.

Table SR.2.2R: Household and personal assets

Percentage of households by ownership of selected household and personal assets, and percent distribution by ownership of
dwelling, by area of residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Area
Total Urban Other
Percentage of households that own a
Fixed telephone line? 28.6 28.8 28.1
Radio* 26.2 24.0 30.2
Wardrobe 85.4 87.2 81.8
Table with chairs 86.1 85.5 87.2
Bed 98.4 98.0 99.3
Television” 92.9 93.5 91.6
Washing machine 76.2 80.4 68.1
Refrigerator 83.5 84.8 81.1
Iron 57.6 59.6 53.7
Hair dryer 41.1 42.0 39.5
Water heater 73.8 79.8 62.5
Vacuum cleaner 46.2 49.8 39.5
Chest or upright freezer 55.1 51.4 62.2
Electrical stove 68.5 77.5 51.6
Drying machine 0.8 0.9 0.6
Dishwasher 3.7 3.5 4.0
Microwave 14.4 15.1 13.1
Cable TV/Total TV 48.6 49.3 47.4
Air conditioner 9.0 9.4 8.2
Video surveillance system 0.7 0.7 0.8
Percentage of households that own
Agricultural land 3.3 0.4 8.7
Farm animals/Livestock 10.6 4.0 23.0
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Table SR.2.2R: Household and personal assets

Percentage of households by ownership of selected household and personal assets, and percent distribution by ownership of
dwelling, by area of residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Area
Total Urban Other
Percentage of households where at least one member owns or has a
Wristwatch 29.5 30.7 27.3
Bicycle 44.9 44.0 46.8
Motorcycle or scooter 4.6 3.6 6.3
Animal-drawn cart 1.6 1.2 2.4
Car, truck, or van 28.1 23.2 37.3
Boat with a motor 0.1 0.1 0.2
Computer or tablet? 28.8 30.0 26.4
Laptop 10.7 11.3 9.4
Desktop PC 16.9 17.4 15.8
Tablet 8.2 9.7 5.5
Mobile telephone? 90.9 90.4 91.9
Bank account 58.1 60.8 52.8
Ownership of dwelling
Owned by a household member 87.4 84.6 92.6
Not owned 12.6 15.4 7.4
Rented 4.2 5.6 1.5
Other 8.5 9.8 5.8
Ownership of a second dwelling
Owned by a household member 3.8 3.1 5.2
Number of households 1,774 1,161 613
A See Table SR.9.2R for details and indicators on ICT devices in households.

Table SR.2.3R: Wealth quintiles and material deprivation

Percent distribution of the household population, by wealth index quintile and material deprivation, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Wealth index quintile Material deprivation Number
Three of
or None household
Poorest Second Middle Fourth Richest Total more Two or one Total members
Total 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 100.0 83.0 9.7 7.3 100.0 8,244
Area
Urban 133 17.0 22.0 24.9 22.8 100.0 82.9 9.6 7.5 100.0 5,497
Other 33.4 26.0 16.0 10.2 14.4 100.0 83.1 9.9 7.0 100.0 2,748
Sex of household head
Male 18.8 19.3 19.9 20.3 21.6 100.0 82.5 9.8 7.7 100.0 6,530
Female 24.3 22.7 20.2 19.0 13.9 100.0 85.0 9.3 5.8 100.0 1,714
Education of household head
None 27.0 27.0 22.8 16.4 6.9 100.0 88.1 4.8 7.1 100.0 932
Primary 21.7 20.6 20.6 19.2 18.0 100.0 85.0 9.9 5.1 100.0 5,822
Secondary or higher 9.1 13.4 15.8 25.6 36.1 100.0 71.9 12.1 16.1 100.0 1,490
Activity status of household head
Employed 21.1 18.3 20.0 19.2 21.4 100.0 81.2 9.8 9.0 100.0 4,567
Unemployed 24.1 26.0 22.2 16.5 11.3 100.0 93.7 4.2 2.1 100.0 707
Inactive 17.3 21.2 19.5 22.1 19.9 100.0 83.2 10.8 5.9 100.0 2,970
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4.3 HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION

Table SR.3.1 provides the distribution of households by selected background characteristics, including the sex,
level of education, ethnicity,* religion® and activity status of the household head; region; area; number of
household members; as well as degree of material deprivation. Both unweighted and weighted sample numbers
are presented. Such information is essential for the interpretation of findings presented later in the report and
provides background information on the representativeness of the survey sample. The remaining tables in this
report are presented only with weighted sample numbers.*®

The presented background characteristics are used in subsequent tables in this report; the figures in the tables
are also intended to show the numbers of observations by major categories of analysis in the report.

The weighted and unweighted total number of households are equal, since sample weights were normalized.*
The table also shows the weighted mean household size estimated by the survey.

44 This was determined by asking “To what ethnic group does (name of the head of the household from HL2) belong?” Refer
to the Household Questionnaire in Appendix E for a detailed view of the questions.

45 This was determined by asking “What is the religion of (name of the head of the household from HL2)"?

For the most part, the religion and the ethnicity of the household head will reflect the same sociocultural characteristics of
the household in Serbia. Therefore, the background variable ‘Religion of household head’ has not been shown in the tables.
For further analysis needs, the data is available in the survey datasets.

46 See Appendix A: Sample design, for more details on sample weights.
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Table SR.3.1: Household composition

Percent and frequency distribution of households, Serbia, 2019
Weighted Number of households
percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 6,346 6,346
Sex of household head
Male 67.8 4,304 4,487
Female 32.2 2,042 1,859
Age of household head
<18 0.0 0 0
18-34 7.9 504 668
35-64 52.1 3,304 3,439
65-84 37.0 2,351 2,090
85+ 2.9 187 149
Area
Urban 61.9 3,926 3,785
Other 38.1 2,420 2,561
Region
Belgrade 24.2 1,535 1,501
Vojvodina 29.8 1,890 1,644
Sumadija and Western Serbia 25.1 1,595 1,597
Southern and Eastern Serbia 20.9 1,327 1,604
Education of household head
Primary or none 22.1 1,405 1,402
None 0.5 35 33
Primary 21.6 1,370 1,369
Secondary 48.9 3,105 3,159
Higher 28.9 1,836 1,785
Number of household members
1 21.8 1,382 1,122
2 29.3 1,862 1,511
3 17.4 1,104 1,112
4 16.2 1,027 1,191
5 7.8 492 649
6 4.9 308 459
7 2.0 124 212
8 0.5 30 53
9 0.2 10 16
10+ 0.1 7 21
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 87.4 5,547 5,562
Albanian 0.5 29 31
Hungarian 4.1 263 222
Bosnian 1.7 111 145
Roma 1.3 83 108
Other 4.5 285 247
Does not want to declare 0.5 29 31
Religion of household head
Orthodox 88.3 5,605 5,622
Catholic 58 369 316
Muslim 2.1 134 183
Other religion 1.0 64 62
No religion 2.3 143 130
Does not want to declare 0.5 29 33
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Table SR.3.1: Household composition

Percent and frequency distribution of households, Serbia, 2019
Weighted Number of households
percent Weighted Unweighted

Households withA

At least one child under age 5 years 11.6 638 1,571

At least one child aged 5—-17 years 26.8 1,471 1,824

At least one child aged <18 years 33.1 1,816 2,662
ye:rtsleast one woman aged 15-49 59 2 860 3,441

No member aged <50 459 2,514 2,097

No adult (18+) member 0.0 0 0
Activity status of household head

Employed 47.2 2,993 3,256

Unemployed 3.6 231 252

Inactive 49.2 3,122 2,838
Material deprivation

Three or more 26.5 1,680 1,665

One or two 38.1 2,416 2,359

None 355 2,250 2,322
Mean household size 2.9 6,346 6,346
AEach proportion is a separate characteristic based on the total number of households.

Table SR.3.1R provides the distribution of households by selected background characteristics in Roma
settlements, including the sex of the household head, age of the household head, area, number of household
members, education and activity status of the household head, as well as material deprivation.

Table SR.3.1R: Household composition

Percent and frequency distribution of households, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Weighted Number of households
percent Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 1,774 1,774
Sex of household head

Male 77.2 1,369 1,370

Female 22.8 405 404
Age of household head

<18 0.1 1 1

18-34 20.1 356 352

35-64 64.5 1,144 1,153

65-84 14.9 264 261

85+ 0.5 10 7
Area

Urban 65.4 1,161 1,178

Other 34.6 613 596
Education of household head

None 2.7 48 51

Primary 77.3 1,372 1,379

Secondary or higher 20.0 354 344

Secondary 19.0 336 329
Higher 1.0 18 15
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Table SR.3.1R: Household composition ‘

Percent and frequency distribution of households, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Weighted Number of households
percent Weighted Unweighted
Number of household members
1 8.5 150 151
2 15.9 282 284
3 114 202 195
4 13.9 246 232
5 15.2 269 268
6 14.1 250 250
7 9.6 171 174
8 55 97 107
9 2.3 40 43
10+ 3.7 66 70
Households withA
At least one child under age 5 years 43.1 718 710
At least one child aged 5—-17 years 60.6 1,008 1,010
At least one child aged <18 years 72.3 1,203 1,196
ye;’]\rtsleast one woman aged 15-49 768 1278 1273
No member age <50 19.7 328 334
No adult (18+) member 0.0 0 0
Activity status of household head
Employed 51.7 917 914
Unemployed 8.8 156 158
Inactive 39.5 701 702
Material deprivation
Three or more 83.7 1,484 1,488
Two 8.8 157 152
None or one 7.5 133 134
Mean household size 4.6 1,774 1,774
AEach proportion is a separate characteristic based on the total number of households
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4.4 AGE STRUCTURE OF HOUSEHOLD POPULATION

The weighted age and sex distribution of the survey population is provided in Table SR.4.1. In the households
successfully interviewed in the survey, a weighted total of 18,105 household members were listed. Of these,
8,899 were males, and 9,206 were females.*’

Table SR.4.1: Age distribution of household population by sex

Percent and frequency distribution of the household population” in five-year age groups and child (age 0—17 years) and adult
populations (age 18 or more), by sex, Serbia, 2019
Males Females Total
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total 8,899 100.0 9,206 100.0 18,105 100.0
Age
0-4 418 4.7 378 4.1 795 4.4
5-9 451 5.1 385 4.2 835 4.6
10-14 487 5.5 398 4.3 885 4.9
15-19 483 5.4 419 4.6 902 5.0
15-17 290 3.3 232 2.5 522 2.9
18-19 193 2.2 187 2.0 381 2.1
20-24 516 5.8 453 4.9 970 5.4
25-29 509 5.7 443 4.8 952 53
30-34 535 6.0 528 5.7 1,063 59
35-39 591 6.6 584 6.3 1,176 6.5
40-44 606 6.8 559 6.1 1,165 6.4
45-49 589 6.6 645 7.0 1,234 6.8
50-54 619 7.0 658 7.1 1,276 7.0
55-59 649 7.3 671 7.3 1,320 7.3
60-64 658 7.4 726 7.9 1,383 7.6
65-69 666 7.5 791 8.6 1,457 8.0
70-74 459 5.2 582 6.3 1,041 5.7
75-79 326 3.7 454 4.9 780 4.3
80-84 215 2.4 336 3.7 552 3.0
85+ 122 14 197 2.1 319 1.8
Dependency age groups
0-14 1,355 15.2 1,160 12.6 2,516 13.9
15-64 5,755 64.7 5,686 61.8 11,441 63.2
65+ 1,789 20.1 2,360 25.6 4,149 22.9
Child and adult populations
Children age 0-17 years 1,645 18.5 1,392 15.1 3,037 16.8
Adults age 18+ years 7,253 81.5 7,814 84.9 15,068 83.2
AAs this table includes all household members listed in interviewed households, the numbers and distributions by sex do not
match those found for individuals in tables SR.5.1W, SR.5.2 and SR.5.3 where interviewed individuals are weighted with
individual sample weights.

The weighted age and sex distribution of the survey population in Roma settlements is provided in Table
SR.4.1R. In the households successfully interviewed in the survey, a weighted total of 8,244 household members
were listed. Of these, 4,108 were males, and 4,136 were females.*®

47 The single year age distribution is provided in Table DQ.1.1 in Appendix D: Data quality: 2019 Serbia MICS
48 The single year age distribution is provided in Table DQ.1.1R in Appendix D: Data quality: 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements
MICS
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Table SR.4.1R: Age distribution of household population by sex

Percent and frequency distribution of the household population” in five-year age groups and child (age 0—17 years) and adult
populations (age 18 or more), by sex, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Males Females Total
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total 4,108 100.0 4,136 100.0 8,244 100.0
Age
0-4 537 13.1 549 13.3 1,087 13.2
5-9 461 11.2 436 10.5 897 10.9
10-14 380 9.3 384 9.3 765 9.3
15-19 340 8.3 372 9.0 712 8.6
15-17 234 5.7 226 55 460 5.6
18-19 106 2.6 146 3.5 252 3.1
20-24 342 8.3 345 8.3 686 8.3
25-29 313 7.6 303 7.3 616 7.5
30-34 257 6.2 222 54 478 5.8
35-39 251 6.1 226 55 477 5.8
40-44 222 54 224 54 446 5.4
45-49 219 5.3 224 54 443 5.4
50-54 206 5.0 224 54 430 5.2
55-59 194 4.7 199 4.8 393 4.8
60-64 157 3.8 186 4.5 343 4.2
65-69 124 3.0 118 2.9 241 2.9
70-74 66 1.6 76 1.8 142 1.7
75-79 23 0.6 28 0.7 51 0.6
80-84 8 0.2 16 0.4 24 0.3
85+ 8 0.2 5 0.1 13 0.2
Dependency age groups
0-14 1,378 33.5 1,370 33.1 2,748 33.3
15-64 2,501 60.9 2,523 61.0 5,025 60.9
65+ 229 5.6 243 59 472 5.7
Child and adult populations
Children age 0-17 years 1,613 39.3 1,595 38.6 3,208 38.9
Adults age 18+ years 2,496 60.7 2,541 61.4 5,036 61.1

AAs this table includes all household members listed in interviewed households, the numbers and distributions by sex do not
match those found for individuals in tables SR.5.1WR, SR.5.2R and SR.5.3R where interviewed individuals are weighted with
individual sample weights.
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4.5 RESPONDENTS” BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS

Tables SR.5.1W, SR.5.2 and SR.5.3 provide information on the background characteristics of female respondents
aged 15-49 years, children under age 5 and children aged 5-17 years. In all these tables, the total numbers of
weighted and unweighted observations are equal, since sample weights have been normalized (standardized).*®
Note that in Table SR.5.3, an additional column is presented (Weighted total number of children aged 5-17
years) to account for the random selection of one child in households with at least one child aged 5-17 years.
The final sample weight of each child is the weight of the household multiplied by the number of children aged
5-17 years in the household.

In addition to providing useful information on the background characteristics of women, children aged 5-17,
and children under age 5, the tables are also intended to show the numbers of observations in each background
category. These categories are used in the subsequent tabulations of this report.

Table SR.5.1W provides background characteristics of female respondents aged 15-49 years. The tables include
information on the distribution of women in this age category according to area, region, age, level of
education,* marital/union status, motherhood status, health insurance, ethnicity of the household head,

49 Throughout this report when used as a background variable, unless otherwise stated, ‘education’ refers to highest
educational level ever attended by the respondent.
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religion of the household head, activity status of women, activity®® status of the household head, material
deprivation®! and wealth index quintiles.>> >3

50 Activity status is the current relationship of a person to economic activity, based on a reference period of one week.
Accordingly, individuals are classified in three categories as employed, unemployed and economically inactive. Employed
persons are persons who performed a paid job (paid in cash or in kind) for at least one hour in the reference week, as well as
persons who were employed, but were absent from work in that week. Unemployed persons are those who did not perform
any paid job in the reference week nor held a job from which they were absent, who undertook active steps to find a job
during the four weeks preceding the reference week, and who were able to start working within two weeks after the
reference week. The inactive population consists of the population aged 15 and over who were not categorized as employed
or unemployed. The inactive population encompasses students, pensioners, persons doing housework, as well as other
persons who, in the respective week, did no work for remuneration, undertook no active steps to find a job, nor were able to
start working within two weeks after the respective week.

51 Material deprivation is a composite indicator calculated as the percentage of the population that cannot afford at least
three of the following nine items: to pay their rent, mortgage, utility bills, hire purchase instalments or other loan payments;
to keep their home adequately warm; to face unexpected expenses; to eat a meal with meat, chicken, fish (or vegetarian
equivalent) every second day; to go on a one-week annual holiday away from home; a television set; a washing machine; a
car; a telephone. For creating the background characteristic for the 2019 Serbia MICS, the survey household population is
divided into three groups of material deprivation: inability to afford three or more items (Three or more); inability to afford
one or two items (One or two); ability to afford all items (None). For the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS, the survey
household population is divided into the categories ‘Three or more’, “‘Two’ and ‘None or one’.

52 The wealth index is a composite indicator of wealth. To construct the wealth index, principal components analysis is
performed by using information on the ownership of consumer goods, dwelling characteristics, water and sanitation, and
other characteristics that are related to the household’s wealth, to generate weights (factor scores) for each of the items
used. First, initial factor scores are calculated for the total sample. Then, separate factor scores are calculated for
households in urban and other areas. Finally, the urban and other area factor scores are regressed on the initial factor scores
to obtain the combined, final factor scores for the total sample. This is carried out to minimize the urban bias in the wealth
index values. Each household in the total sample is then assigned a wealth score based on the assets owned by that
household and on the final factor scores obtained as described above. The survey household population is then ranked
according to the wealth score of the household they are living in, and is finally divided into five equal parts (quintiles) from
lowest (poorest) to highest (richest). In the 2019 Serbia MICS, the following assets were used in these calculations: main
material of the dwelling floor, roof and exterior walls; fixed telephone line, radio, wardrobe, bed; whether the household has
electricity (connected to a grid or off-grid); television, washing machine, refrigerator, iron, hair dryer, water heater, vacuum
cleaner, chest/upright freezer, electric stove, drying machine, dishwasher, microwave, cable TV/satellite TV, air-conditioner,
video surveillance system, a shower unit or bathtub; whether any household member owns a wristwatch, bicycle,
motorcycle or scooter, boat with a motor, car, truck or van, laptop/desktop PC or tablet, mobile phone, bank account;
whether the household has internet access at home, owns another dwelling, owns agricultural land; main type of cookstove,
space heater and lighting source used by the household and the type of fuel/energy sources used for cooking, space heating
and lighting; cooking location; main type of water source, location of water source, and whether the household has
sufficient quantities of water when needed; type of toilet facility, location of toilet facility and whether the household shares
its toilet with other households or uses a public toilet, as well as whether a live-in servant resides in the household. In the
2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS, apart from boat with motor and live-in servants, all of the above-listed assets were
used in calculations, as well as the following: persons per room for sleeping, ownership of main dwelling, ownership of
livestock, herds, other farm animals and poultry. The wealth index is assumed to capture underlying long-term wealth
through information on the household assets, and is intended to produce a ranking of households by wealth, from poorest
to richest. The wealth index does not provide information on absolute poverty, current income or expenditure levels. The
wealth scores calculated are applicable for only the particular data set they are based on. Further information on the
construction of the wealth index can be found in:

Filmer, D., and L. Pritchett. ‘Estimating Wealth Effects without Expenditure Data — or Tears: An Application to Educational
Enrollments in States of India*’, Demography, vol. 38, no. 1, 2001, pp 115-32. doi:10.1353/dem.2001.0003.;

Rutstein, S., and K. Johnson. The DHS Wealth Index. DHS Comparative Reports No. 6, ORC Macro, Calverton, 2004.
https://dhsprogram.com/pubs/pdf/CR6/CR6.pdf.;

Rutstein, S. The DHS Wealth Index: Approaches for Rural and Urban Areas, Macro International, Calverton, 2008.
https://dhsprogram.com/pubs/pdf/WP60/WP60.pdf.

53 When describing survey results by wealth quintiles, appropriate terminology is used when referring to individual
household members, such as for instance ‘women in the richest population quintile’, which is used interchangeably with
‘women in the wealthiest survey population’, ‘women living in households in the richest population wealth quintile’, and
similar.
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The wealth index has been constructed using information on household assets and is assumed to capture
underlying long-term wealth, ranking households by wealth, from poorest to richest. The calculations have been
conducted separately on the Serbia sample and the Serbia Roma Settlements sample, using characteristics for
each respective sample. Therefore, the wealth scores calculated are applicable for only the particular dataset
they are based on, and differ for the two surveys.

In the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS tables, denominators for wealth index quintiles are often too small,
therefore data are merged into two groups—the poorest 60 percent (bottom three wealth quintiles) and the
richest 40 percent (top two wealth quintiles)—in order to allow for presentation of findings by wealth status.
Background characteristics of children aged 5-17 and under 5 are presented in Tables SR.5.2 and SR.5.3. These
include the distribution of children by several attributes: sex, area, region, age in months, mother’s (or
caregiver’s) education, respondent type, health insurance, functional difficulties (for children under age 5 only
for age 2—4 years), ethnicity of the household head and wealth index quintiles.

Table SR.5.1W: Women's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of women aged 15—49 years, Serbia, 2019
Weighted Number of women
percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 3,740 3,740
Area
Urban 62.8 2,349 2,259
Other 37.2 1,391 1,481
Region
Belgrade 24.3 908 860
Vojvodina 30.1 1,125 965
Sumadija and Western Serbia 25.2 941 1,001
Southern and Eastern Serbia 20.5 765 914
Age
15-19 10.3 384 296
15-17 5.5 204 166
18-19 4.8 179 130
20-24 11.9 443 390
25-29 11.7 436 520
30-34 14.8 555 764
35-39 16.9 631 736
40-44 15.9 596 524
45-49 18.6 695 510
Education
Primary or none 8.0 299 330
None 0.3 11 13
Primary 7.7 288 317
Secondary 50.5 1,887 1,872
Higher 41.6 1,554 1,538
Marital/Union status
Currently married/in union 60.7 2,272 2,672
Widowed 1.0 39 34
Divorced 5.2 194 140
Separated 2.3 85 74
Never married/in union 30.5 1,140 812
Missing 0.3 11 8
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Table SR.5.1W: Women's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of women aged 15—49 years, Serbia, 2019
Weighted Number of women
percent Weighted Unweighted

Motherhood and recent births

Never gave birth 38.1 1,425 989

Ever gave birth 61.9 2,315 2,751

Gave birth in last two years 8.9 331 660
No birth in last two years 53.0 1,984 2,091

Health insurance

Has coverage 96.9 3,625 3,630

Has no coverage 3.1 115 110
Ethnicity of household head

Serbian 86.8 3,248 3,248

Hungarian 3.0 112 97

Bosnian 2.8 106 132

Roma 2.3 85 100

Other 4.7 176 149

Does not want to declare 0.4 14 14
Religion of household head

Orthodox 89.0 3,330 3,312

Catholic 49 185 156

Muslim 3.5 131 169

Other 0.7 27 28

No religion 1.6 59 63

Does not want to declare 0.2 8 12
Activity status

Employed 60.9 2,279 2,304

Unemployed 11.7 439 443

Inactive 27.3 1,022 993
Activity status of household head

Employed 66.3 2,480 2,531

Unemployed 5.2 193 205

Inactive 28.5 1,067 1,004
Material deprivation

Three or more 21.5 804 812

One or two 36.6 1,371 1,342

None 419 1,565 1,586
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 13.1 490 522

Second 18.3 686 703

Middle 21.5 804 763

Fourth 22.7 847 856

Richest 24.4 914 896

Sample Coverage and Characteristics of Respondents | 51



Table SR.5.2: Children under 5's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children under five years, Serbia, 2019
Weighted Number of under-5 children
percent Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 1,838 1,838
Sex

Male 52.1 958 944

Female 47.9 880 894
Area

Urban 58.5 1,075 1,117

Other 41.5 763 721
Region

Belgrade 26.4 484 482

Vojvodina 26.8 492 413

Sumadija and Western Serbia 25.6 471 455

Southern and Eastern Serbia 21.2 390 488

Age in months

0-5 8.1 149 94

6-11 10.5 193 186

12-23 199 365 384

24-35 20.9 384 412

36-47 20.7 380 392

48-59 20.0 367 370

Mother's education”

Primary or none 10.5 193 167
None 0.9 16 13
Primary 9.7 177 154

Secondary 442 812 819

Higher 45.3 833 852

Respondent to the under-5 questionnaire
Mother 99.0 1,819 1,818
Other primary caregiver 1.0 19 20
Health insurance
Has coverage 98.6 1,813 1,814
Has no coverage 14 25 24
Child's functional difficulties (age 2—4 years)B<
Has functional difficulty 1.6 18 25
Has no functional difficulty 98.4 1,113 1,149
Ethnicity of household head

Serbian 84.6 1,554 1,603

Hungarian 2.1 39 32

Bosnian 3.6 66 60

Roma 4.6 84 72

Other 4.6 85 62

Does not want to declare 0.5 9 9

Religion of household head

Orthodox 89.5 1,645 1,649

Catholic 33 62 51

Muslim 4.7 86 80

Other religion 0.6 11 12

No religion 1.6 29 37

Does not want to declare 0.3 6 9
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Table SR.5.2: Children under 5's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children under five years, Serbia, 2019
Weighted Number of under-5 children
percent Weighted Unweighted
Mother's activity statusP
Employed 64.6 1,187 1,211
Unemployed 9.6 177 194
Inactive 25.8 474 433
Activity status of household head
Employed 72.6 1,334 1,340
Unemployed 4.9 90 109
Inactive 22.5 414 389
Material deprivation
Three or more 20.7 381 381
One or two 339 622 619
None 45.4 835 838
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 16.6 305 265
Second 15.2 279 290
Middle 16.9 310 323
Fourth 24.1 443 464
Richest 27.3 501 496
Aln this table and throughout the report where applicable, mother’s education refers to educational attainment of
the respondent: Mothers (or caregivers, interviewed only if the mother is deceased or is living elsewhere).
BThe results of the Child Functioning module are presented in Chapter 11.1.
CChildren age 0-1 years are excluded, as functional difficulties are only collected for age 2—4 years.
P|n this table and throughout the report, mother’s activity status refers to the activity status of the respondent as
described in note A.
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Table SR.5.3: Children age 517 years' background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children aged 5-17 years, Serbia, 2019
Weighted total Number of households with at least
Weighted number of children one child aged 5-17 years
percent aged 5-17 years? Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 2,655 1,734 1,734
Sex
Male 54.0 1,435 944 918
Female 46.0 1,220 790 816
Area
Urban 59.6 1,582 1,053 1,034
Other 40.4 1,073 681 700
Region
Belgrade 21.8 579 386 394
Vojvodina 28.6 759 492 419
Sumadija and Western Serbia 28.1 747 469 469
Southern and Eastern Serbia 21.5 570 387 452
Age
5-9 37.2 989 652 850
10-14 39.0 1,037 638 565
15-17 23.7 630 444 319
Mother's education®
Primary or none 14.0 373 213 213
None 0.6 16 8 8
Primary 134 357 205 205
Secondary 55.0 1,461 965 924
Higher 30.6 813 548 592
Emancipated¢ 0.3 8 8 5
Respondent to the children aged 5-17 questionnaire
Mother 93.4 2,480 1,602 1,630
Other primary caregiver 6.3 167 123 99
Emancipated¢ 0.3 8 8 5
Health insurance
Has coverage 98.8 2,623 1,710 1,711
Has no coverage 12 32 24 23
Child's functional difficulties®
Has functional difficulty 4.9 131 81 81
Has no functional difficulty 95.1 2,525 1,653 1,653
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 83.6 2,221 1,480 1,487
Hungarian 3.7 100 68 53
Bosnian 4.7 124 56 69
Roma 3.7 99 56 57
Other 3.7 97 63 59
Does not want to declare 0.6 15 11 9
Religion of household head
Orthodox 86.5 2,298 1,526 1,521
Catholic 5.4 144 95 78
Muslim 5.8 153 69 87
Other religion 1.0 26 15 15
No religion 1.0 27 23 26
Does not want to declare 0.3 8 5 7
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Table SR.5.3: Children age 517 years' background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children aged 5-17 years, Serbia, 2019
Weighted total Number of households with at least
Weighted number of children one child aged 5-17 years
percent aged 5-17 years? Weighted Unweighted
Mother's activity statusE
Employed 69.2 1,837 1,224 1,189
Unemployed 116 309 195 199
Inactive 189 501 307 341
No information 0.3 8 8 5
Activity status of household head
Employed 69.2 1,837 1,183 1,200
Unemployed 4.9 131 92 93
Inactive 25.9 688 459 441
Material deprivation
Three or more 253 672 417 416
One or two 36.9 979 653 636
None 37.8 1,004 664 682
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 15.3 405 248 257
Second 18.1 480 315 323
Middle 20.8 552 355 343
Fourth 20.6 546 375 372
Richest 253 672 441 439
AAs one child is randomly selected in each household with at least one child aged 5-17 years, the final weight of each child is the weight of
the household multiplied with the number of children aged 5—-17 years in the household. This column is the basis for the weighted percent
distribution, i.e. the distribution of all children aged 5-17 years in sampled households.
8n this table and throughout the report where applicable, mother’s education refers to educational attainment of the respondent:
Mothers (or caregivers, interviewed only if the mother is deceased or is living elsewhere). The category of “Emancipated” applies to
children aged 15-17 years as described in note C. This category is not presented in individual tables.
CChildren age 15-17 years were considered emancipated and individually interviewed if not living with his/her mother and the respondent
to the Household Questionnaire indicated that the child does not have a primary caregiver.
PThe results of the Child Functioning module are presented in Chapter 11.1.
Eln this table and throughout the report, mother’s activity status refers to the activity status of the respondent as described in note B. The
category of “No information” applies to mothers or caregivers for whom information in the Employment module was not collected.
Emancipated children are also included in this category. This category is not presented in individual tables.

Tables SR.5.1WR, SR.5.2R and SR.5.3R provide information on the background characteristics of female
respondents aged 15—49 years, children under age 5 and children aged 5-17 years belonging to the survey
population in Roma settlements.
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Table SR.5.1WR: Women's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of women aged 15-49 years, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Weighted Number of women
percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 1,790 1,790
Area
Urban 67.3 1,205 1,214
Other 32.7 585 576
Age
15-19 18.4 329 323
15-17 10.8 194 195
18-19 7.6 136 128
20-24 18.1 324 333
25-29 16.2 290 279
30-34 11.7 209 213
35-39 12.0 216 219
40-44 12.1 216 218
45-49 11.5 206 205
Education
None 12.0 214 234
Primary 68.8 1,232 1,236
Secondary or higher 19.2 344 320
Secondary 18.4 329 305
Higher 0.8 15 15
Marital/Union status
Currently married/in union 73.1 1,308 1,313
Widowed 2.0 35 32
Divorced 2.3 41 36
Separated 6.8 121 116
Never married/in union 15.6 280 289
Missing 0.2 4 4
Motherhood and recent births
Never gave birth 20.5 367 372
Ever gave birth 79.5 1,423 1,418
Gave birth in last two years 21.2 379 383
No birth in last two years 58.4 1,044 1,035
Health insurance
Has coverage 96.8 1,733 1,725
Has no coverage 3.2 57 65
Activity status
Employed 24.6 441 431
Unemployed 15.7 281 287
Inactive 59.7 1,068 1,072
Activity status of household head
Employed 57.7 1,033 1,034
Unemployed 10.4 186 192
Inactive 31.9 571 564
Material deprivation
Three or more 82.1 1,469 1,488
Two 9.6 171 158
None or one 8.4 150 144
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 18.3 327 338
Second 19.9 357 349
Middle 20.0 357 356
Fourth 20.8 373 369
Richest 21.0 377 378
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 58.2 1041 1043
Richest 40 percent 41.8 749 747
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Table SR.5.2R: Children under 5's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children under five years, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Weighted Number of under-5 children
percent Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 1,049 1,049
Sex

Male 499 524 537

Female 50.1 525 512
Area

Urban 69.1 725 734

Other 30.9 324 315
Age in months

0-5 10.5 110 114

6-11 9.4 99 97

12-23 17.8 187 191

24-35 22.2 233 229

36-47 19.8 208 205

48-59 20.2 212 213
Mother's education

None 11.3 119 138

Primary 70.5 740 734

Secondary or higher 18.1 190 177

Secondary 17.3 181 168
Higher 0.9 9 9

Respondent to the under-5 questionnaire

Mother 97.8 1,026 1,023

Other primary caregiver 2.2 23 26
Health insurance

Has coverage 95.5 1,002 990

Has no coverage 4.5 47 59
Child's functional difficulties (age 2—4 years)8<

Has functional difficulty 3.2 21 23

Has no functional difficulty 96.8 632 624
Mother's activity status®

Employed 12.8 134 137

Unemployed 8.3 87 89

Inactive 78.9 828 823
Activity status of household head

Employed 60.0 630 627

Unemployed 7.6 80 85

Inactive 32.3 339 337
Material deprivation

Three or more 84.1 882 892

Two 8.7 91 83

None or one 7.3 76 74
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 26.4 277 291

Second 22.0 230 222

Middle 19.4 204 203

Fourth 17.0 178 169

Richest 15.2 160 164
Wealth index

Poorest 60 percent 67.8 711 716

Richest 40 percent 32.2 338 333

Aln this table and throughout the report where applicable, mother’s education refers to educational attainment of the
respondent: Mothers (or caregivers, interviewed only if the mother is deceased or is living elsewhere).

8The results of the Child Functioning module are presented in Chapter 11.1.

CChildren age 0-1 years are excluded, as functional difficulties are only collected for age 2—4 years.

Pn this table and throughout the report, mother’s activity status refers to the activity status of the respondent as described in
note A.
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Table SR.5.3R: Children aged 5-17 years' background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children aged 5-17 years, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Number of households with at least one

Weighted total number of child aged 5-17 years
Weighted percent  children aged 5-17 years® Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 2,056 981 981
Sex

Male 53.3 1,097 506 512

Female 46.7 959 475 469
Area

Urban 68.0 1,399 649 663

Other 32.0 657 332 318
Age

5-9 42.5 874 422 429

10-14 36.2 745 319 321

15-17 21.2 437 240 231
Mother's education®

None 17.9 368 152 170

Primary 69.3 1,426 684 677

Secondary or higher 11.2 231 127 116

Secondary 10.8 223 121 112
Higher 0.4 8 6 4

Emancipated® 1.6 32 19 18
Respondent to the children aged 5-17 questionnaire

Mother 90.2 1,855 879 875

Other primary caregiver 8.2 168 83 88

Emancipated® 1.6 32 19 18
Health insurance

Has coverage 97.4 2,003 961 956

Has no coverage 2.6 53 20 25
Child's functional difficulties®

Has functional difficulty 13.9 286 121 120

Has no functional difficulty 86.1 1,770 860 861
Mother's activity statust

Employed 32.7 672 309 301

Unemployed 14.3 293 143 149

Inactive 51.5 1,059 510 513

No information 16 32 19 18
Activity status of household head

Employed 59.5 1,224 580 583

Unemployed 9.7 199 94 97

Inactive 30.8 634 307 301
Material deprivation

Three or more 84.4 1,736 819 826

Two 9.9 203 95 89

None or one 5.7 117 67 66
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 236 485 207 210

Second 21.7 446 203 198

Middle 20.5 422 209 211

Fourth 18.5 380 190 189

Richest 15.7 322 173 173
Wealth index

Poorest 60 percent 65.9 1354 618 619

Richest 40 percent 34.1 702 363 362

AAs one child is randomly selected in each household with at least one child aged 5-17 years, the final weight of each child is the weight of the household multiplied
with the number of children aged 5-17 years in the household. This column is the basis for the weighted percent distribution, i.e. the distribution of all children aged
5-17 years in sampled households.

8 In this table and throughout the report where applicable, mother’s education refers to educational attainment of the respondent: Mothers (or caregivers,
interviewed only if the mother is deceased or is living elsewhere). The category of “Emancipated” applies to children aged 15-17 years as described in note C. This
category is not presented in individual tables.

CChildren age 15-17 years were considered emancipated and individually interviewed if not living with his/her mother and the respondent to the Household
Questionnaire indicated that the child does not have a primary caregiver.

PThe results of the Child Functioning module are presented in Chapter 11.1.

En this table and throughout the report, mother’s activity status refers to the activity status of the respondent as described in note B. The category of “No
information” applies to mothers or caregivers for whom information in the Employment module was not collected. Emancipated children are also included in this
category. This category is not presented in individual tables.
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4.6 LITERACY

The literacy rate reflects the outcomes of primary education provision over the previous 30-40 years. As a

measure of the effectiveness of the primary education system, it is often seen as a proxy measure of social

progress and economic achievement. In MICS, literacy is assessed on the ability of the respondent to read a
short simple statement, or is based on school attendance.

Table SR.6.1W shows the survey findings for the total number of interviewed women, respectively. The Youth
Literacy Rate, MICS Indicator SR.2, is calculated for women aged 15—-24 years and presented in the Age
disaggregate in the two tables.

Note that those who have ever attended secondary or higher education are immediately classified as literate
due to their education level, and are therefore not asked to read the statement. All others who successfully
read the statement are also classified as literate. The tables are designed as full distributions of the survey
respondents, by level of education ever attended. The total percentage of respondents who are literate
presented in the final column is the sum of literate women among those with: 1) primary; and 2) at least some
secondary or higher education.

Table SR.6.1W: Literacy

Percent distribution of women aged 15—49 years by highest level of school attended and literacy, and the total percentage
literate, Serbia, 2019
Percent distribution of highest level
attended and literacy? Total Number
Primary Secondary or percentage of
Literate llliterate higher8 Total literate! women
Total 6.9 1.1 92.0 100.0 98.9 3,740
Area
Urban 3.4 0.7 95.9 100.0 99.3 2,349
Other 12.8 1.8 85.4 100.0 98.2 1,391
Region
Belgrade 3.1 0.3 96.6 100.0 99.7 908
Vojvodina 7.1 1.8 91.0 100.0 98.2 1,125
Sumadija and Western Serbia 9.1 0.6 90.3 100.0 99.4 941
Southern and Eastern Serbia 8.3 1.6 90.2 100.0 98.4 765
Age
15-241 3.2 1.2 95.5 100.0 98.8 827
15-19 4.7 0.8 94.5 100.0 99.2 384
15-17 4.8 14 93.8 100.0 98.6 204
18-19 4.5 0.2 95.3 100.0 99.8 179
20-24 2.0 1.6 96.4 100.0 98.4 443
25-34 6.2 1.0 92.8 100.0 99.0 992
35-49 8.8 11 90.1 100.0 98.9 1,922
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 4.3 0.6 95.1 100.0 99.4 3,248
Hungarian 12.2 2.2 85.6 100.0 97.8 112
Bosnian 24.4 13 74.3 100.0 98.7 106
Roma 67.8 19.2 131 100.0 80.8 85
Other/Does not want to declare 10.4 1.4 88.2 100.0 98.6 189
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Table SR.6.1W: Literacy

Percent distribution of women aged 15—-49 years by highest level of school attended and literacy, and the total percentage

literate, Serbia, 2019

Percent distribution of highest level
attended and literacy?

Total Number
Primary Secondary or percentage of
Literate llliterate higher8 Total literate! women

Activity status

Employed 4.7 0.7 94.6 100.0 99.3 2,279

Unemployed 9.2 0.8 90.0 100.0 99.2 439

Inactive 10.8 2.1 87.0 100.0 97.9 1,022
Material deprivation

Three or more 16.0 4.0 80.1 100.0 96.0 804

One or two 6.4 0.6 93.0 100.0 99.4 1,371

None 2.7 0.0 97.3 100.0 100.0 1,565
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 26.7 6.7 66.7 100.0 933 490

Second 10.6 0.5 88.9 100.0 99.5 686

Middle 4.7 0.2 95.0 100.0 99.8 804

Fourth 1.4 0.4 98.2 100.0 99.6 847

Richest 0.5 0.0 99.5 100.0 100.0 914

1 MICS indicator SR.2 — Literacy rate (age 15-24 years)
AThe category “No education” is not shown because no cases were found.

BRespondents who have attended secondary school or higher are considered literate and are not tested.
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Table SR.6.1WR shows the findings on literacy for the total number of women interviewed in the Roma
settlements. The overall approach to the calculation of these figures is similar to that outlined above. For Roma
settlements, the total percentage of respondents who are literate presented in the final column is the sum of
literate women among those with: 1) no education; 2) primary education; and 3) at least some secondary
education or higher.

Table SR.6.1WR: Literacy

Percent distribution of women aged 15—-49 years by highest level of school attended and literacy, and the total percentage literate,

Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Percent distribution of highest level attended and literacy Total Number
No education Primary Secondary percentage of
Literate llliterate Literate llliterate  or higher? Total literate! women
Total 1.7 10.2 58.6 10.3 19.2 100.0 79.5 1,790
Area
Urban 2.0 12.1 57.1 9.3 19.5 100.0 78.6 1,205
Other 1.2 6.3 61.5 12.2 18.8 100.0 81.5 585
Age
15-241 0.8 4.2 56.5 10.4 28.1 100.0 85.4 653
15-19 0.8 2.0 58.4 8.9 29.8 100.0 89.0 329
15-17 0.8 2.0 51.6 114 34.3 100.0 86.7 194
18-19 0.9 2.1 68.3 5.5 23.3 100.0 92.5 136
20-24 0.8 6.3 54.6 11.9 26.4 100.0 81.7 324
25-34 2.4 9.4 56.6 9.8 21.7 100.0 80.7 499
35-49 2.1 17.0 62.2 10.4 8.2 100.0 72.5 638
Activity status
Employed 2.8 9.6 57.6 10.9 19.1 100.0 79.5 441
Unemployed 1.7 4.0 68.4 7.3 18.6 100.0 88.7 281
Inactive 13 12.1 56.4 10.8 19.4 100.0 77.1 1,068
Material deprivation
Three or more 1.7 10.8 58.8 10.9 17.8 100.0 78.3 1,469
Two 1.8 6.1 62.9 6.2 23.0 100.0 87.6 171
None or one 1.8 8.9 51.2 8.6 294 100.0 82.5 150
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 1.9 134 53.0 22.7 9.0 100.0 63.9 327
Second 1.6 14.5 58.8 119 13.1 100.0 73.6 357
Middle 1.5 8.9 63.5 9.7 16.5 100.0 81.5 357
Fourth 2.6 12.1 57.8 4.4 23.1 100.0 83.5 373
Richest 1.2 2.9 59.1 4.3 32.6 100.0 92.9 377
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 1.6 12.2 58.6 14.5 13.0 100.0 73.3 1,041
Richest 40 percent 1.9 7.4 58.5 4.3 27.9 100.0 88.2 749

1 MICS indicator SR.2 — Literacy rate (age 15-24 years)
ARespondents who have attended secondary school or higher are considered literate and are not tested.
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4.7 MIGRATORY STATUS

The Background module for the 2019 Serbia MICS and 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS asked respondents
to the Individual Questionnaire for Women how long they had been continuously living in their current place of
residence, and if they had not been living there since birth, whether they had previously lived in a city, town or
rural area, and the name of the region where they lived before moving to their current place of residence.
Tables SR.7.1W and SR.7.1WR present the percentages of women who have changed residence according to the
time elapsed since their last move, and also compares the place of residence of each individual at the time of
the survey with that of their last place of residence and the type of residence.

To facilitate data collection, information about the respondent’s place of previous residence was collected at
municipality level. For the purposes of presenting findings, the municipalities have been recoded into the four
statistical regions (Belgrade, Vojvodina, Sumadija and Western Serbia, and Southern and Eastern Serbia).

Sample Coverage and Characteristics of Respondents | 62



Table SR.7.1W: Migratory status

Percent distribution of women aged 15-49 years by migratory status and years since last migration, and percent distribution of women who migrated, by type and place of last residence, Serbia, 2019

Years since most recent migration Most recent migration was from: Most recent migration was from: Number
of
Less 10 Sumadija  Southern women
than years Number and and Kosovo who
Never one 1-4 5-9 or of Rural Western Eastern and Outside ever
migrated year years years more Total women City Town area DK/Missing Total Belgrade  Vojvodina Serbia Serbia Metohija Serbia Missing Total migrated
Total 58.1 1.9 6.7 75 25.8 100.0 3,740 19.0 449 35.4 0.7 100.0 20.8 23.0 20.5 20.8 3.8 11.1 0.1 100.0 1,568
Area
Urban 59.8 2.0 7.1 7.6 23.5 100.0 2,349 24.0 50.1 24.9 1.0 100.0 25.3 22.4 18.6 17.1 3.9 12.7 0.0 100.0 944
Other 55.2 1.8 5.8 7.4 29.8 100.0 1,391 11.3 37.0 51.3 0.4 100.0 13.9 23.9 23.4 26.3 3.6 8.7 0.2 100.0 624
Region
Belgrade 44.6 2.0 111 10.5 31.8 100.0 908 38.0 46.6 14.7 0.7 100.0 50.0 8.2 16.7 9.8 3.5 11.7 0.0 100.0 503
Vojvodina 60.9 3.1 6.4 6.1 235 100.0 1,125 13.0 43.8 42.3 0.9 100.0 7.5 68.2 4.1 3.2 0.4 16.5 0.0 100.0 439
Sumadija and Western Serbia 67.9 1.4 3.9 5.6 21.2 100.0 941 11.8 45.5 42.3 0.4 100.0 11.7 4.2 68.4 2.9 4.9 7.9 0.0 100.0 302
Southern and Eastern Serbia 57.8 0.8 5.1 8.5 27.7 100.0 765 41 43.4 51.6 0.9 100.0 1.7 2.2 3.7 78.5 7.7 5.8 03 100.0 323
Age
15-19 87.1 3.8 3.8 2.8 2.5 100.0 384 (3.4) (51.3) (45.3) (0.0) 100.0 (7.4) (42.2) (16.6) (21.9) (2.9) (9.0) (0.0) 100.0 49
15-17 88.6 4.1 34 1.6 2.4 100.0 204 (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 23
18-19 85.5 3.4 4.2 4.3 2.5 100.0 179 (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 26
20-24 70.8 3.4 111 6.9 7.8 100.0 443 16.8 56.9 25.0 13 100.0 16.0 16.5 34.7 20.4 5.7 6.6 0.0 100.0 129
25-29 56.9 4.1 13.7 15.8 9.5 100.0 436 213 46.4 31.8 0.5 100.0 22.0 23.8 18.6 26.8 4.5 4.2 0.0 100.0 188
30-34 53.2 0.9 12.2 12.6 21.1 100.0 555 22.0 48.1 29.9 0.0 100.0 20.3 22.8 25.0 20.0 2.6 9.3 0.0 100.0 260
35-39 51.5 1.4 39 8.3 34.8 100.0 631 20.5 42.6 36.5 0.5 100.0 25.1 27.1 16.8 15.2 43 111 0.3 100.0 306
40-44 52.0 1.7 2.7 5.3 38.3 100.0 596 18.1 47.1 32.8 2.0 100.0 22.3 19.9 15.7 219 3.7 16.5 0.0 100.0 286
45-49 49.7 0.0 2.4 2.6 45.4 100.0 695 17.8 36.7 44.9 0.5 100.0 19.1 21.4 20.5 22.1 3.2 13.7 0.0 100.0 350
Education
Primary or none 44.1 1.8 4.8 8.2 41.0 100.0 299 7.8 28.9 62.9 0.3 100.0 7.8 26.6 26.0 24.5 33 11.9 0.0 100.0 167
Secondary 58.2 2.2 4.4 6.9 28.4 100.0 1,887 14.4 40.6 43.9 1.1 100.0 17.0 24.3 19.1 24.1 3.6 11.8 0.1 100.0 789
Higher 60.6 1.6 9.8 8.2 19.7 100.0 1,554 27.9 54.9 16.8 0.4 100.0 29.2 20.4 20.7 15.5 4.2 10.0 0.0 100.0 612
Marital status
Ever married/in union 48.8 1.8 7.3 9.3 32.8 100.0 2,598 18.9 42.5 37.8 0.7 100.0 20.5 23.0 19.4 22.4 33 11.4 0.1 100.0 1,330
Never married/in union 79.3 2.2 5.2 3.4 9.9 100.0 1,140 19.3 58.6 21.4 0.7 100.0 22.2 23.5 26.8 11.1 6.5 9.8 0.0 100.0 236
Missing (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 1 (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 1
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 56.7 1.8 6.9 7.8 26.7 100.0 3,248 19.1 45.4 34.7 0.8 100.0 219 19.4 21.4 22.1 4.1 111 0.1 100.0 1,406
Hungarian 69.2 0.5 2.1 4.3 239 100.0 112 (19.1) (49.7) (31.1) (0.0) 100.0 (0.0) (95.3) (3.7) (0.0) (0.0) (0.9) (0.0) 100.0 34
Bosnian 79.2 2.4 1.2 3.4 13.9 100.0 106 (12.7) (49.4) (37.8) (0.0) 100.0 (0.0) (5.3) (72.4) (0.0) (0.0) (22.3) (0.0) 100.0 22
Roma 48.1 6.0 53 11.7 289 100.0 85 20.1 25.8 54.0 0.0 100.0 20.0 39.1 33 335 2.0 2.1 0.0 100.0 44
Other/Does not want to declare 67.5 2.6 9.3 4.7 16.0 100.0 189 17.4 43.7 38.8 0.0 100.0 13.5 60.0 33 0.5 2.0 20.7 0.0 100.0 62
Activity status
Employed 55.1 15 5.7 7.6 30.1 100.0 2,279 20.1 46.0 33.0 1.0 100.0 23.1 23.9 19.0 19.3 2.5 12.1 0.1 100.0 1,024
Unemployed 57.8 2.0 9.4 7.1 23.8 100.0 439 18.3 44.3 37.5 0.0 100.0 16.9 7.5 29.2 24.9 9.3 12.1 0.0 100.0 185
Inactive 64.9 2.8 7.6 7.6 17.1 100.0 1,022 16.1 42.3 41.2 0.5 100.0 16.1 28.4 20.3 23.0 4.5 7.8 0.0 100.0 359
Material deprivation
Three or more 59.7 2.7 53 7.1 25.2 100.0 804 17.8 36.7 45.3 0.2 100.0 22.4 23.7 15.6 24.8 5.2 8.4 0.0 100.0 324
One or two 58.3 2.2 6.6 7.3 25.6 100.0 1,371 14.7 47.6 36.5 13 100.0 15.9 20.1 23.6 24.7 4.8 10.9 0.0 100.0 571
None 57.1 13 7.4 8.0 26.3 100.0 1,565 23.1 46.6 29.7 0.5 100.0 24.2 25.1 20.2 15.5 2.2 12.6 0.2 100.0 672
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Table SR.7.1W: Migratory status

Percent distribution of women aged 15-49 years by migratory status and years since last migration, and percent distribution of women who migrated, by type and place of last residence, Serbia, 2019
Years since most recent migration Most recent migration was from: Most recent migration was from: Number
of
Less 10 Sumadija  Southern women
than years Number and and Kosovo who
Never one 1-4 5-9 or of Rural Western Eastern and Outside ever
migrated year years years more Total women City Town area DK/Missing Total Belgrade  Vojvodina Serbia Serbia Metohija Serbia Missing Total migrated
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 54.6 3.6 7.5 8.9 25.4 100.0 490 11.6 34.5 53.6 0.3 100.0 11.1 25.1 22.3 30.1 2.9 8.4 0.0 100.0 222
Second 56.0 2.7 6.6 7.7 26.9 100.0 686 10.1 36.8 52.2 0.9 100.0 12.2 18.2 29.7 25.4 4.8 9.4 0.4 100.0 302
Middle 59.4 2.0 6.7 7.4 24.5 100.0 804 16.5 47.2 35.1 1.2 100.0 19.4 23.8 17.6 18.3 5.6 15.3 0.0 100.0 327
Fourth 59.3 1.8 6.9 7.9 24.1 100.0 847 19.0 52.0 28.2 0.7 100.0 17.9 25.4 20.7 20.8 3.8 11.4 0.0 100.0 345
Richest 59.2 0.4 6.0 6.4 27.9 100.0 914 32.6 49.2 17.7 0.5 100.0 37.4 22.8 14.2 13.6 1.8 10.3 0.0 100.0 372
() Figures that are based on 25—-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table SR.7.1WR: Migratory status

Percent distribution of women aged 15-49 years by migratory status and years since last migration, and percent distribution of women who migrated, by type and place of last residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Years since most recent migration Most recent migration was from: Most recent migration was from: Number
of
Less 10 Sumadija  Southern women
than years Number and and Kosovo who
Never one 1-4 5-9 or of Rural DK/ Western Eastern and Outside ever
migrated year years years more Missing Total women City Town area Missing Total Belgrade  Vojvodina Serbia Serbia Metohija Serbia Missing Total migrated
Total 49.5 1.5 9.1 12.1 27.7 0.1 100.0 1,790 27.6 43.7 28.0 0.7 100.0 21.1 15.3 10.1 38.2 7.3 74 0.7 100.0 903
Area
Urban 52.7 13 8.5 12.2 25.2 0.1 100.0 1,205 34.8 43.0 21.1 11 100.0 25.0 10.8 7.1 36.9 11.1 8.3 0.8 100.0 570
Other 43.0 1.8 10.2 12.0 33.0 0.0 100.0 585 15.1 45.1 39.8 0.0 100.0 14.4 23.0 15.1 40.4 0.9 5.8 0.4 100.0 333
Age
15-19 72.2 4.7 14.5 5.5 3.1 0.0 100.0 329 43.0 36.2 20.8 0.0 100.0 33.4 21.1 7.8 31.3 0.5 5.9 0.0 100.0 92
15-17 83.9 3.6 8.2 2.9 14 0.0 100.0 194 (52.6) (32.8) (14.6) (0.0) 100.0 (30.1) (19.0) (7.7) (36.3) (0.0) (6.9) (0.0) 100.0 31
18-19 55.4 6.4 23.5 9.3 5.3 0.0 100.0 136 38.0 38.0 24.0 0.0 100.0 35.1 22.2 7.8 28.7 0.7 5.3 0.0 100.0 60
20-24 43.4 0.5 18.9 31.5 5.3 0.3 100.0 324 28.9 41.6 28.4 11 100.0 24.3 17.4 9.8 36.1 4.9 6.4 11 100.0 183
25-29 43.4 2.2 8.0 18.6 27.8 0.0 100.0 290 27.6 43.9 27.8 0.7 100.0 23.0 14.9 6.0 42.3 5.1 7.8 1.0 100.0 164
30-34 44.0 0.0 7.4 12.0 36.6 0.0 100.0 209 31.1 45.0 23.8 0.0 100.0 29.3 13.6 113 30.5 7.9 7.4 0.0 100.0 117
35-39 46.3 0.6 2.2 3.1 47.9 0.0 100.0 216 17.3 47.2 35.5 0.0 100.0 13.4 11.5 14.5 42.9 8.9 8.8 0.0 100.0 116
40-44 48.7 0.9 19 3.0 45.6 0.0 100.0 216 25.3 46.9 26.2 1.6 100.0 14.6 12.9 11.4 36.8 13.9 9.8 0.7 100.0 111
45-49 41.4 0.0 2.8 23 53.4 0.0 100.0 206 22.3 45.0 31.4 13 100.0 9.5 15.7 11.1 45.1 11.3 6.0 13 100.0 121
Education
None 39.8 0.2 5.7 9.8 44.5 0.0 100.0 214 30.3 44.7 22.5 2.5 100.0 18.7 6.9 7.0 32.0 20.7 11.4 3.4 100.0 129
Primary 48.5 1.6 8.2 13.5 28.2 0.0 100.0 1,232 26.8 433 29.5 0.4 100.0 21.2 15.9 10.3 41.0 5.5 6.1 0.1 100.0 635
Secondary or higher 59.4 2.0 14.2 8.5 15.5 0.3 100.0 344 28.6 44.7 26.2 0.5 100.0 22.5 20.5 12.0 31.3 3.6 9.4 0.5 100.0 140
Marital status
Ever married/in union 42.1 1.7 10.4 13.8 31.9 0.1 100.0 1,507 26.3 44.2 28.7 0.7 100.0 20.7 15.7 10.4 38.7 6.9 6.9 0.7 100.0 873
Never married/in union 89.5 0.3 1.7 3.0 5.5 0.0 100.0 280 (64.7) (32.5) (2.9) (0.0) 100.0 (32.4) (0.0) (0.0) (23.7) (20.5) (23.3) (0.0) 100.0 29
Missing (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 3 (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 1
Activity status
Employed 46.7 0.8 6.3 7.2 39.1 0.0 100.0 441 29.2 41.0 29.3 0.5 100.0 22.2 14.7 10.6 39.6 7.1 4.8 1.0 100.0 235
Unemployed 62.0 1.6 5.3 6.0 25.1 0.0 100.0 281 16.7 61.4 21.9 0.0 100.0 13.4 10.8 11.3 54.3 5.8 4.4 0.0 100.0 107
Inactive 47.4 1.7 11.2 15.8 23.8 0.1 100.0 1,068 28.9 41.5 28.6 1.0 100.0 22.0 16.4 9.6 34.6 7.8 9.0 0.6 100.0 562
Material deprivation
Three or more 50.5 1.7 9.2 11.6 27.0 0.1 100.0 1,469 24.5 46.6 28.1 0.8 100.0 19.5 16.5 9.8 39.3 7.9 6.3 0.8 100.0 728
Two 44.2 0.0 10.2 15.8 29.8 0.0 100.0 171 42.6 29.8 27.6 0.0 100.0 30.4 12.0 12.2 31.8 4.1 9.5 0.0 100.0 95
None or one 46.5 14 6.2 13.3 32.5 0.0 100.0 150 37.7 343 27.5 0.5 100.0 24.2 8.7 9.4 359 6.5 14.9 0.5 100.0 80
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 42.8 1.1 12.7 15.3 28.0 0.0 100.0 327 19.1 35.7 43.1 2.1 100.0 18.7 24.0 11.1 37.0 3.3 3.9 2.1 100.0 187
Second 46.9 3.0 9.0 14.0 27.1 0.0 100.0 357 21.5 49.6 28.9 0.0 100.0 13.6 18.7 10.6 41.9 8.8 6.4 0.0 100.0 190
Middle 50.3 1.0 8.4 12.0 28.3 0.0 100.0 357 29.8 47.0 22.3 1.0 100.0 26.1 10.5 7.2 37.9 9.8 8.1 0.4 100.0 177
Fourth 51.0 1.5 7.4 11.6 28.1 0.3 100.0 373 34.3 42.4 22.9 0.4 100.0 25.6 12.8 6.0 37.6 7.2 10.2 0.7 100.0 182
Richest 55.6 0.8 8.1 8.3 27.2 0.0 100.0 377 34.2 44.2 21.6 0.0 100.0 22.0 9.7 15.7 36.4 7.8 8.5 0.0 100.0 167
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 46.8 1.7 10.0 13.7 27.8 0.0 100.0 1041 23.3 44.0 31.6 1.0 100.0 19.3 17.8 9.7 39.0 7.3 6.1 0.8 100.0 554
Richest 40 percent 53.3 1.2 7.8 9.9 27.6 0.1 100.0 749 34.3 43.3 22.3 0.2 100.0 23.9 11.3 10.7 37.0 7.5 9.4 0.3 100.0 350
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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4.8 ICT EQUIPMENT AND ACCESS TO INTERNET

Tables SR.9.2 and SR.9.2.R present information on household ownership of Information and Communication
Technology (ICT) equipment (radio, television, fixed telephone line or mobile telephone and computer) and
access to the internet.

The 2019 Serbia MICS and the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS did not collect data on exposure to mass
media and the use of computers and the internet; however, data on household ownership of ICT equipment
was collected at the household level. Since the Serbia MICS surveys did not include questions about ownership
of mobile telephones in the individual questionnaire for women aged 15-49 years, households are considered
as owning a mobile phone if they responded positively to the specific question in the Household Questionnaire
about whether any member of the household has a mobile phone.
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Table SR.9.2: Household ownership of ICT equipment and access to internet

Percentage of households with a radio, a television, a telephone and a computer, and have access to the internet at home, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of households with a: Percentage
Telephone Computer or tablet of
households
that have
Any access to
Fixed Mobile Dekstop computer  theinternet Number of
Radio? Television? line phone Any3A Laptop PC Tablet or tablet? at home?® households

Total 50.2 98.6 74.7 95.3 99.2 39.9 42.6 21.2 64.4 75.5 6,346
Area

Urban 46.0 98.8 75.4 96.6 99.6 47.0 45.2 24.8 70.5 81.3 3,926

Other 56.9 98.3 73.6 93.3 98.4 28.4 38.4 15.4 54.4 66.1 2,420
Region

Belgrade 41.2 98.9 77.2 98.0 99.9 50.7 44.6 28.5 73.9 81.7 1,535

Vojvodina 55.2 97.9 75.3 93.9 98.7 41.0 43.2 20.0 65.8 76.0 1,890

Sumadija and Western Serbia 56.9 98.8 76.1 95.9 99.2 35.3 44.1 22.0 599 74.2 1,595

Southern and Eastern Serbia 453 99.1 69.4 93.7 99.0 31.5 37.7 135 56.7 69.0 1,327
Education of household head

Primary or none 50.9 97.0 70.7 85.2 97.1 17.0 25.9 8.8 36.4 50.0 1,423

Secondary 51.4 99.3 74.7 97.9 99.6 37.9 44.5 20.1 65.8 78.6 3,088

Higher 47.6 98.8 77.8 98.8 99.9 61.2 52.3 32.8 83.7 90.0 1,835
Ethnicity of household head

Serbian 49.6 98.9 75.5 95.6 99.3 40.7 42.8 21.6 65.3 76.0 5,547

Hungarian 70.8 97.2 69.9 91.3 96.5 35.8 41.9 18.2 61.2 68.9 263

Bosnian 44.3 96.4 57.6 97.9 100.0 28.5 38.4 20.5 53.1 84.6 111

Roma 22.6 90.0 35.1 94.4 96.3 15.9 21.8 7.8 26.4 68.3 83

Other/Does not want to declare 52.3 97.9 80.9 94.1 99.3 394 455 21.0 64.3 70.9 344
Activity status of household head

Employed 48.7 98.6 69.9 99.0 99.8 52.4 52.3 28.0 79.1 88.9 2,993

Unemployed 45.7 98.5 62.1 98.9 99.5 41.2 41.4 16.2 67.9 80.8 231

Inactive 519 98.6 80.2 91.6 98.5 27.9 33.4 15.1 50.0 62.3 3,122
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Table SR.9.2: Household ownership of ICT equipment and access to internet

Percentage of households with a radio, a television, a telephone and a computer, and have access to the internet at home, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of households with a: Percentage
Telephone Computer or tablet of
households
that have
Any access to
Fixed Mobile Dekstop computer  theinternet Number of
Radio? Television? line phone Any3A Laptop PC Tablet or tablet? at home?® households
Material deprivation
Three or more 41.2 96.4 62.3 90.1 97.4 19.1 27.2 8.5 41.5 59.0 1,680
One or two 51.6 98.9 76.8 95.3 99.7 35.4 41.6 17.3 62.0 73.7 2,416
None 55.3 99.9 81.6 99.2 100.0 60.4 55.1 34.9 83.9 89.6 2,250
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 47.3 95.6 59.6 85.5 96.7 9.5 15.0 4.1 22.6 38.7 1,517
Second 53.6 98.9 74.5 95.0 99.7 26.7 40.3 11.0 58.5 73.3 1,229
Middle 48.1 99.6 78.2 99.1 100.0 38.3 46.2 17.9 71.2 83.2 1,240
Fourth 50.2 99.8 81.2 99.9 100.0 53.5 52.3 26.6 84.4 93.3 1,204
Richest 52.6 100.0 84.1 100.0 100.0 81.4 67.3 52.5 97.2 99.1 1,157
1 MICS indicator SR.4 — Households with a radio
2MICS indicator SR.5 — Households with a television
3 MICS indicator SR.6 — Households with a telephone
4MICS indicator SR.7 — Households with a computer
5 MICS indicator SR.8 — Households with internet
A MICS indicator SR.6 on households with a telephone is calculated based on reported ownership of a fixed phone line or a mobile phone by any household member.
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Table SR.9.2R: Household ownership of ICT equipment and access to internet

Percentage of households with a radio, a television, a telephone and a computer, and have access to the internet at home, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Percentage of households with a: Percentage
Telephone Computer or tablet of
households
that have
Any access to the
Fixed Mobile Dekstop computer internet at Number of
Radio?! Television? line phone Any3A Laptop PC Tablet or tablet? home® households

Total 26.2 92.9 28.6 90.9 94.1 10.7 16.9 8.2 28.8 65.0 1,774
Area

Urban 24.0 93.5 28.8 90.4 93.9 11.3 17.4 9.7 30.0 69.0 1,161

Other 30.2 91.6 28.1 91.9 94.4 9.4 15.8 5.5 26.4 57.6 613
Education of household head

None 19.2 86.6 14.8 80.3 84.8 5.1 7.6 3.6 15.2 46.8 208

Primary 26.0 92.6 27.6 91.2 94.6 9.7 15.9 7.8 27.4 64.9 1,224

Secondary or higher 31.2 97.8 40.5 96.3 98.0 17.4 26.2 12.4 41.8 76.8 341
Activity status of household head

Employed 29.0 93.2 25.5 95.7 96.9 12.7 18.7 10.7 32.6 70.7 917

Unemployed 27.8 93.7 23.6 93.6 96.2 7.9 15.2 5.0 23.3 63.1 156

Inactive 22.1 92.3 33.7 84.1 89.9 8.7 14.8 5.7 25.0 58.1 701
Material deprivation

Three or more 23.7 91.6 26.5 89.3 929 7.5 13.8 5.6 23.6 60.7 1,484

Two 36.8 98.5 34.9 100.0 100.0 19.5 32.1 22.5 53.4 86.7 157

None or one 414 100.0 43.8 98.1 100.0 35.5 33.3 20.4 57.4 87.9 133
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 20.2 75.4 9.4 80.4 83.0 3.1 5.2 0.4 8.5 30.4 393

Second 18.3 93.3 16.3 87.5 93.2 4.7 8.9 32 14.0 53.1 349

Middle 23.1 99.2 26.6 93.1 96.4 4.7 14.8 5.9 24.1 66.8 359

Fourth 28.2 99.1 37.0 96.3 99.6 12.7 20.3 10.8 37.7 84.8 331

Richest 42.2 100.0 57.1 98.9 100.0 29.7 37.3 22.4 63.3 96.1 342
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Table SR.9.2R: Household ownership of ICT equipment and access to internet

Percentage of households with a radio, a television, a telephone and a computer, and have access to the internet at home, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Percentage of households with a: Percentage
Telephone Computer or tablet of
households
that have
Any access to the
Fixed Mobile Dekstop computer internet at Number of
Radio?! Television? line phone Any3A Laptop PC Tablet or tablet? home® households
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 20.6 88.8 17.2 86.8 90.6 4.1 9.5 3.1 15.3 495 1,101
Richest 40 percent 35.3 99.5 47.2 97.6 99.8 21.3 28.9 16.7 50.7 90.5 673

1 MICS indicator SR.4 — Households with a radio
2MICS indicator SR.5 — Households with a television
3 MICS indicator SR.6 — Households with a telephone
4MICS indicator SR.7 — Households with a computer
5 MICS indicator SR.8 — Households with internet
A MICS indicator SR.6 on households with a telephone is calculated based on reported ownership of a fixed phone line or a mobile phone by any household member.
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4.9 CHILDREN'S LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

The Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) recognizes that “the child, for the full and harmonious
development of his or her personality, should grow up in a family environment, in an atmosphere of happiness,
love and understanding”. Millions of children around the world grow up without the care of their parents for
various reasons, including the premature death of the parents or their migration for work. In most cases, these
children are cared for by members of their extended families, while in other cases, children may be living in
households other than their own, as live-in domestic workers for instance. Understanding the children’s living
arrangements, including the composition of the households in which they live and the relationships with their
primary caregivers, is key to designing targeted interventions aimed at promoting children’s care and wellbeing.

Tables SR.11.1 and SR.11.1R present information on the living arrangements and orphanhood status of children
under the age of 18.

The 2019 Serbia MICS and 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS included a simple measure of one particular
aspect of migration related to what are termed ‘children left behind’, i.e., when one or both parents have
moved abroad. While the amount of literature on the impacts of parental migration is growing, findings on the
long-term effects of the benefits of remittances versus the potential adverse psycho-social effects on ‘children
left behind” are not yet conclusive, as there is somewhat conflicting evidence available as to the effects on
children. Tables SR.11.2 and SR.11.2R present information on living arrangements and co-residence with
parents of children under the age of 18.

Tables SR.11.3 and SR.11.3R present information on children under the age of 18 not living with a biological
parent according to relationship to the head of household, and on those living in households headed by a family
member.
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‘ Table SR.11.1: Children's living arrangements and orphanhood

Percent distribution of children aged 0—17 years according to living arrangements, percentage of children aged 0—-17 years not living with a biological parent and percentage of children who have one or
both parents dead, Serbia, 2019

Living with neither biological Living with Living with father Number
parent mother only only Living of
Living Missing Not living with Oneor  children
with Only Only information with neither both aged 0-
both father mother Both Both Father Father Mother Mother  on father/ biological biological parents 17
parents  alive alive alive  dead alive dead alive dead mother Total mother parent! dead? years
Total 84.5 0.2 0.1 1.1 0.1 8.9 1.7 2.3 0.8 0.3 100.0 49 15 2.9 3,037
Sex
Male 84.5 0.3 0.1 0.9 0.1 9.2 1.6 2.2 0.8 0.4 100.0 4.5 1.4 2.8 1,645
Female 84.4 0.2 0.1 1.5 0.0 8.4 1.8 2.4 0.9 0.3 100.0 53 1.8 3.0 1,392
Area
Urban 83.9 0.2 0.1 0.9 0.1 10.1 1.8 1.9 0.8 0.2 100.0 4.2 1.3 3.0 1,798
Other 85.3 0.3 0.1 1.5 0.0 7.2 1.5 2.9 0.9 0.5 100.0 59 1.9 2.8 1,239
Region
Belgrade 84.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 9.9 3.5 0.5 1.4 0.1 100.0 2.6 0.6 4.9 691
Vojvodina 82.5 0.5 0.2 2.2 0.2 9.2 1.0 2.9 0.8 0.5 100.0 7.1 3.1 2.7 858
Sumadija and Western Serbia 88.6 0.3 0.0 1.0 0.0 7.4 0.4 1.9 0.3 0.2 100.0 3.7 1.3 0.9 838
Southern and Eastern Serbia 82.3 0.0 0.2 0.6 0.0 9.2 2.3 3.8 1.0 0.5 100.0 6.0 0.8 3.6 651
Age
0-4 93.1 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 5.0 0.9 0.3 0.0 0.1 100.0 1.0 0.5 0.9 795
5-9 85.9 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 8.8 1.4 2.3 0.4 0.4 100.0 3.7 0.7 1.9 835
10-14 80.6 0.4 0.2 0.8 0.0 11.1 1.6 3.7 1.4 0.3 100.0 6.6 1.3 3.5 885
15-17 75.6 0.7 0.3 3.5 0.3 11.2 3.4 2.7 1.6 0.6 100.0 9.8 4.9 6.4 522
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 84.8 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.1 9.1 1.6 2.3 0.8 0.3 100.0 4.5 1.1 2.7 2,552
Hungarian 85.7 34 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 0.2 0.4 0.0 1.2 100.0 3.8 34 3.7 101
Bosnian 96.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.7 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 132
Roma 66.8 1.2 0.0 3.2 0.0 134 8.3 6.9 0.0 0.0 100.0 11.4 4.5 9.5 118
Other/Does not want to declare 80.9 0.0 0.0 6.7 0.0 6.3 0.7 1.7 2.6 1.0 100.0 12.0 6.7 33 134
Activity status of household head
Employed 86.3 0.1 0.1 0.8 0.1 8.2 1.8 1.8 0.7 0.2 100.0 3.7 1.1 2.7 2,114
Unemployed 83.6 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 9.0 1.5 2.9 0.0 0.6 100.0 53 2.4 1.5 145
Inactive 79.8 0.7 0.0 1.9 0.0 10.6 1.5 3.5 1.4 0.6 100.0 8.1 2.6 3.7 778
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‘ Table SR.11.1: Children's living arrangements and orphanhood

Percent distribution of children aged 0—17 years according to living arrangements, percentage of children aged 0—-17 years not living with a biological parent and percentage of children who have one or

both parents dead, Serbia, 2019

Living with neither biological Living with Living with father Number
parent mother only only Living of
Living Missing Not living with Oneor  children
with Only Only information with neither both aged 0-
both father mother Both Both Father Father Mother Mother  on father/ biological biological parents 17
parents  alive alive alive  dead alive dead alive dead mother Total mother parent! dead? years
Material deprivation
Three or more 72.3 0.2 0.2 1.2 0.0 154 4.4 4.8 0.8 0.7 100.0 7.6 1.6 5.7 738
One or two 84.4 0.4 0.1 2.1 0.0 8.3 1.4 2.2 0.7 0.3 100.0 5.9 2.6 2.6 1,086
None 91.9 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.1 5.4 0.3 0.8 0.9 0.1 100.0 2.4 0.5 1.5 1,213
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 73.9 0.3 0.0 15 0.0 12.3 5.8 4.5 1.3 0.3 100.0 7.7 1.7 7.5 466
Second 83.4 0.0 0.3 1.9 0.0 9.2 0.9 2.1 1.4 0.7 100.0 6.2 2.3 2.7 536
Middle 84.4 0.3 0.0 1.1 0.0 9.9 1.0 2.4 0.4 0.5 100.0 4.8 1.5 1.7 595
Fourth 84.0 0.6 0.2 14 0.3 9.0 11 2.7 0.8 0.1 100.0 6.0 2.4 3.0 662
Richest 92.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 5.7 0.7 0.6 0.4 0.2 100.0 1.5 0.2 1.2 779

1 MICS indicator SR.18 — Children's living arrangements
2MICS indicator SR.19 — Prevalence of children with one or both parents dead
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Table SR.11.2: Children's living arrangements and co-residence with parents

Percentage of children aged 0-17 years by coresidence of parents, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of children aged 0-17 years with:
Both Number
Both mother At least of
mother At least and one children
Mother Father and father  one parent Mother Father  father parent aged
living living living living living living living living 0-17
elsewhere® elsewhere® elsewhere® elsewhere® abroad abroad abroad abroad?! years
Total 2.5 8.6 11 12.2 0.6 1.6 0.1 2.2 3,037
Sex
Male 2.4 9.0 0.8 12.2 0.4 1.9 0.0 2.3 1,645
Female 2.6 8.2 1.4 12.2 0.8 1.2 0.1 2.1 1,392
Area
Urban 2.1 10.1 0.9 13.0 0.7 1.7 0.1 2.6 1,798
Other 3.1 6.5 1.4 11.0 0.3 1.3 0.0 1.7 1,239
Region
Belgrade 0.6 9.6 0.5 10.7 0.1 1.9 0.0 1.9 691
Vojvodina 3.2 8.9 2.1 14.2 0.9 2.1 0.2 3.2 858
Sumadija and Western Serbia 2.1 7.7 1.0 10.8 0.4 1.5 0.0 2.0 838
Southern and Eastern Serbia 4.1 8.5 0.5 13.0 0.9 0.7 0.0 1.5 651
Age
04 0.4 4.5 0.4 53 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.5 795
5-9 2.5 8.4 0.6 11.5 0.5 1.0 0.0 1.6 835
10-14 4.0 11.3 0.7 15.9 0.8 2.5 0.2 3.5 885
15-17 3.2 10.9 3.5 17.6 1.0 2.6 0.0 3.6 522
Orphanhood status
Both parents alive 2.4 8.7 1.1 12.2 0.5 1.6 0.1 2.2 2,939
Only mother alive 5.6 na na 5.6 0.0 na na 0.0 54
Only father alive na (22.4) na (22.4) na (0.0) na (0.0) 32
Both parents deceased na na na na na na na na 2
Unknown (*) (*) *) (*) *) (*) (*) (*) 10
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 2.5 8.7 0.8 12.0 0.6 1.3 0.0 1.9 2,552
Hungarian 0.4 12.5 0.0 12.9 0.0 6.0 0.0 6.0 101
Bosnian 0.4 3.7 0.0 4.0 0.3 3.7 0.0 3.9 132
Roma 7.1 12.3 3.1 22.5 0.0 2.9 1.5 4.4 118
Other/Does not want to declare 2.5 5.4 6.1 14.0 1.7 0.8 0.0 2.5 134
Activity status of household head
Employed 2.0 7.9 0.7 10.5 0.4 1.2 0.1 1.7 2,114
Unemployed 2.9 9.0 2.4 14.3 0.3 3.6 0.0 3.9 145
Inactive 3.8 10.7 1.8 16.3 11 2.2 0.0 34 778
Material deprivation
Three or more 53 14.1 1.2 20.5 0.9 3.7 0.0 4.7 738
One or two 2.5 8.6 2.0 13.0 0.7 1.2 0.2 2.0 1,086
None 0.8 5.4 0.2 6.4 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.9 1,213
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 4.6 10.5 1.5 16.5 0.2 1.7 0.0 1.9 466
Second 2.7 9.1 1.8 13.6 0.8 33 0.3 4.4 536
Middle 2.7 9.9 0.9 135 1.0 1.4 0.0 2.5 595
Fourth 2.9 9.3 1.4 13.6 0.7 0.8 0.0 1.5 662
Richest 0.6 5.7 0.2 6.5 0.2 1.0 0.0 1.2 779
1 MICS indicator SR.20 — Children with at least one parent living abroad
Alncludes parent(s) living abroad as well as those living elsewhere in the country
na: not applicable
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table SR.11.3: Children not in parental care

Percent distribution of children aged 0—17 years not living with a biological parent according to relationship to head of household and percentage living in households headed by a family member,
Serbia, 2019

Child's relationship to head of householdA Number of
children
Percentage of Percentage of aged 0-17
children living Number of children living in years not
with neither children Adopted/ Inconsistent/ households living with a
biological aged 0-17  Spouse/ Grand- Brother/  Other Foster/ Don't know/ headed by a biological
parent! years Partner child Sister relative  Stepchild Missing Total family member® parent
Total 15 3,037 (3.5) (31.0) (16.1) (20.3) (24.5) (4.7) 100.0 (95.3) 47
Sex
Male 1.4 1,645 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (* 100.0 (* 22
Female 1.8 1,392 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (* 100.0 (* 24
Area
Urban 1.3 1,798 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (* 100.0 (* 24
Other 1.9 1,239 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (* 100.0 (* 23
Region
Belgrade 0.6 691 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (* 4
Vojvodina 3.1 858 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (* 26
Sumadija and Western Serbia 1.3 838 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 11
Southern and Eastern Serbia 0.8 651 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 5
Age
0-4 0.5 795 *) *) (*) *) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 4
5-9 0.7 835 *) *) (*) *) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 6
10-14 1.3 885 (*) (*) *) (*) (*) *) 100.0 *) 11
15-17 49 522 (*) (*) *) (*) (*) *) 100.0 *) 25
Orphanhood status
Both parents alive 1.2 2,939 (4.6) (29.4) (16.7) (20.5) (28.1) (0.6) 100.0 (99.4) 35
Only mother alive 5.6 54 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (* 100.0 (*) 3
Only father alive (22.4) 32 (*) (*) (* (*) (*) (* 100.0 (*) 7
Both parents deceased 100.0 2 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 2
Unknown (*) 10 - - - - - - 0.0 - 0
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Table SR.11.3: Children not in parental care

Percent distribution of children aged 0—17 years not living with a biological parent according to relationship to head of household and percentage living in households headed by a family member,
Serbia, 2019

Child's relationship to head of householdA Number of
children
Percentage of Percentage of aged 0-17
children living Number of children living in years not
with neither children Adopted/ Inconsistent/ households living with a
biological aged 0-17  Spouse/ Grand- Brother/  Other Foster/ Don't know/ headed by a biological
parent! years Partner child Sister relative  Stepchild Missing Total family member® parent
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 11 2,552 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 29
Hungarian 34 101 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 3
Bosnian 0.0 132 - - - - - - 0.0 - 0
Roma 4.5 118 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 5
Other/Does not want to declare 6.7 134 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 9
Activity status of household head
Employed 11 2,114 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 23
Unemployed 2.4 145 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 4
Inactive 2.6 778 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 20
Material deprivation
Three or more 1.6 738 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 12
One or two 2.6 1,086 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 29
None 0.5 1,213 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 7
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 1.7 466 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 8
Second 2.3 536 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 12
Middle 1.5 595 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 9
Fourth 2.4 662 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 16
Richest 0.2 779 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 2

1 MICS indicator SR.18 — Children's living arrangements
AThe categories "Child is head of household", "Servant (Live-in)" and "Other not related" for "Child's relationship to head of household" are not shown because no cases were found.
B Excludes households headed by the child, servants and other not related
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
“—“denotes 0 unweighted case in the denominator

Sample Coverage and Characteristics of Respondents | 76




Table SR.11.1R: Children's living arrangements and orphanhood

Percent distribution of children aged 0—-17 years according to living arrangements, percentage of children aged 0-17 years not living with a biological parent and percentage of children who have one or
both parents dead, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Living with neither biological Living with Living with father Living
Living parent mother only only Missing Not living with Oneor  Number of
with Only Only information with neither both children
both father mother Both  Both Father  Father Mother  Mother  on father/ biological biological parents aged 0-17
parents  alive alive alive  dead alive dead alive dead mother Total mother parent?! dead? years
Total 80.7 0.2 0.3 1.9 0.2 8.8 2.8 3.9 0.6 0.7 100.0 7.2 2.6 4.0 3,208
Sex
Male 81.6 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.1 8.9 3.0 4.1 0.5 0.6 100.0 6.0 1.2 3.8 1,613
Female 79.8 0.2 0.4 2.9 0.3 8.7 2.6 3.6 0.6 0.7 100.0 8.4 3.9 4.2 1,595
Area
Urban 80.0 0.2 0.1 1.8 0.1 9.9 3.4 3.2 0.7 0.6 100.0 6.3 2.1 4.5 2,186
Other 82.2 0.2 0.6 2.3 0.3 6.7 1.5 5.2 0.3 0.7 100.0 9.1 3.5 3.0 1,022
Age
0-4 86.9 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 9.4 0.8 1.6 0.1 0.7 100.0 2.2 0.4 0.9 1,087
5-9 82.3 0.1 0.2 0.7 0.0 8.4 2.4 4.5 0.3 1.0 100.0 6.2 1.0 3.0 897
10-14 76.4 0.2 0.5 15 0.6 9.2 4.7 5.8 0.6 0.4 100.0 9.5 2.8 6.7 765
15-17 70.2 0.7 0.5 8.5 0.4 7.7 4.8 4.7 2.1 0.3 100.0 17.1 10.2 8.6 460
Activity status of household head
Employed 83.0 0.1 0.3 2.1 0.1 7.3 13 4.5 0.8 0.6 100.0 8.1 2.6 2.5 1,910
Unemployed 80.2 0.9 0.0 15 0.0 7.1 53 4.2 0.0 0.9 100.0 6.6 2.4 6.2 284
Inactive 76.7 0.1 0.4 1.7 0.4 12.2 4.9 2.5 0.3 0.8 100.0 5.6 2.6 6.1 1,014
Material deprivation
Three or more 80.2 0.2 0.2 1.8 0.2 9.2 2.9 39 0.7 0.8 100.0 7.3 2.4 4.2 2,703
Two 83.6 0.0 0.8 1.0 0.0 7.3 1.8 53 0.2 0.0 100.0 7.3 1.8 2.9 304
None or one 83.8 0.0 0.0 4.5 1.0 7.0 2.5 0.7 0.0 0.4 100.0 6.2 5.5 3.5 201
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 72.6 0.5 0.6 2.3 0.1 136 4.6 5.1 0.3 0.2 100.0 9.1 3.5 6.1 781
Second 82.1 0.1 0.1 1.8 0.1 9.4 2.3 2.3 11 0.5 100.0 6.1 2.2 3.9 699
Middle 83.2 0.0 0.5 11 0.1 7.8 2.3 4.0 0.0 1.1 100.0 5.6 1.6 2.8 652
Fourth 85.8 0.1 0.0 1.4 0.0 4.4 3.3 32 0.4 1.2 100.0 5.5 1.6 39 568
Richest 82.3 0.0 0.0 3.1 0.9 7.1 0.5 4.6 1.2 0.3 100.0 9.7 3.9 2.6 508
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 79.0 0.2 0.4 1.8 0.1 104 3.2 3.9 0.5 0.6 100.0 7.0 2.5 4.4 2,132
Richest 40 percent 84.2 0.1 0.0 2.2 0.4 5.7 2.0 3.8 0.8 0.8 100.0 7.5 2.7 3.3 1,076
1 MICS indicator SR.18 — Children's living arrangements
2MICS indicator SR.19 — Prevalence of children with one or both parents dead
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Table SR.11.2R: Children's living arrangements and co-residence with parents

Percentage of children aged 0—17 years by coresidence of parents, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Percentage of children aged 0—17 years with:
Both Number
Both mother At least of
mother At least and one children
Mother Father and father  one parent Mother Father  father parent  aged O-
living living living living living living living living 17
elsewhere® elsewhere® elsewhere® elsewhere® abroad abroad abroad abroad?! years
Total 3.6 7.9 1.8 13.3 13 2.3 0.1 3.7 3,208
Sex
Male 3.7 7.8 0.8 12.3 1.4 2.2 0.1 3.7 1,613
Female 3.5 8.0 2.8 14.3 1.1 2.4 0.0 3.6 1,595
Area
Urban 2.7 8.7 1.7 13.1 11 2.6 0.1 3.7 2,186
Other 5.5 6.0 2.1 13.6 1.7 1.7 0.1 3.5 1,022
Age
0-4 1.4 8.0 0.2 9.7 0.3 2.6 0.0 2.8 1,087
5-9 4.5 7.5 0.6 12.5 1.7 2.1 0.1 3.9 897
10-14 5.2 8.4 15 151 19 2.5 0.1 4.5 765
15-17 4.4 7.4 8.5 20.3 1.7 1.9 0.2 3.8 460
Orphanhood status
Both parents alive 3.5 8.1 1.9 135 1.3 2.4 0.1 3.8 3,059
Only mother alive 6.3 na na 6.3 1.3 na na 1.3 98
Only father alive na (23.1) na (23.1) na (0.0) na (0.0) 24
Both parents deceased na na na na na na na na 6
Unknown *) *) *) (*) *) (*) *) *) 21
Activity status of household head
Employed 4.1 6.3 2.0 12.5 0.9 1.9 0.0 2.8 1,910
Unemployed 3.0 7.8 1.5 12.2 2.0 2.3 0.3 4.7 284
Inactive 2.8 10.8 1.6 15.2 1.7 3.1 0.1 49 1,014
Material deprivation
Three or more 3.6 8.0 1.8 13.4 1.3 2.3 0.1 3.7 2,703
Two 5.5 7.3 1.0 13.8 1.6 2.2 0.0 3.8 304
None or one 0.5 7.5 3.7 11.7 0.0 3.1 0.0 3.1 201
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 5.6 12.5 2.1 20.2 1.9 4.2 0.2 6.3 781
Second 1.8 7.7 1.8 11.3 0.0 1.6 0.0 1.6 699
Middle 3.5 7.0 11 11.6 15 2.4 0.1 4.0 652
Fourth 2.8 3.7 1.4 8.0 1.5 0.9 0.0 2.4 568
Richest 3.8 6.8 2.8 134 1.6 1.7 0.0 3.3 508
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 3.7 9.2 1.7 14.7 1.1 2.8 0.1 4.1 2,132
Richest 40 percent 3.3 5.2 2.1 10.5 1.5 1.3 0.0 2.8 1,076
1 MICS indicator SR.20 — Children with at least one parent living abroad
Alncludes parent(s) living abroad as well as those living elsewhere in the country
na: not applicable
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

Table SR.11.3R presents information on children from Roma Settlements under the age of 18 not living with a
biological parent according to relationship to the head of household, and those living in households headed by a
family member.
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Table SR.11.3R: Children not in parental care

Percent distribution of children aged 0—-17 years not living with a biological parent according to relationship to head of household and percentage living in households headed by a family
member, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Child's relationship to head of household” Number of
Number Percentage of children
Percentage of of children living  aged 0-17
children living  children in households years not
with neither aged 0- Child is Adopted/  Other headed by a living with
biological 17 head of Spouse/  Grand-  Brother/  Other Foster/ not family a biological
parent?! years household  Partner child Sister relative  Stepchild  related Total member® parent
Total 2.6 3,208 11 9.3 32.1 2.9 41.8 5.5 71 100.0 91.7 82
Sex
Male 1.2 1,613 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 20
Female 3.9 1,595 0.0 12.3 21.9 1.9 52.9 3.0 8.0 100.0 92.0 62
Area
Urban 2.1 2,186 2.0 12.0 28.0 0.0 46.9 1.8 9.3 100.0 88.7 47
Other 3.5 1,022 (0.0) (5.7) (37.6) (6.8) (35.1) (10.5) (4.3) 100.0 (95.7) 35
Age
0-4 0.4 1,087 *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 100.0 *) 4
5-9 1.0 897 *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 100.0 *) 9
10-14 2.8 765 *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 100.0 *) 22
15-17 10.2 460 (2.0) (16.3) (14.3) (2.5) (52.2) (2.1) (10.6) 100.0 (87.4) 47
Orphanhood status
Both parents alive 2.0 3,059 1.5 8.8 31.9 0.0 455 2.8 9.5 100.0 89.0 62
Only mother alive 8.7 98 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 9
Only father alive (23.1) 24 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 6
Both parents deceased 100.0 6 (*) (*) (*) (*) (* (* (* 100.0 (* 6
Unknown (*) 21 - - - - - - - 0.0 - 0
Activity status of household head
Employed 2.6 1,910 (0.0) (9.8) (32.4) (4.9) (44.4) (1.7) (6.8) 100.0 (93.2) 49
Unemployed 2.4 284 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 7
Inactive 2.6 1,014 (3.6) (1.9) (36.2) (0.0) (34.5) (14.2) (9.6) 100.0 (86.8) 26
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Table SR.11.3R: Children not in parental care

Percent distribution of children aged 0—-17 years not living with a biological parent according to relationship to head of household and percentage living in households headed by a family
member, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Child's relationship to head of household” Number of
Number Percentage of children
Percentage of of children living  aged 0-17
children living  children in households years not
with neither aged 0- Child is Adopted/  Other headed by a living with
biological 17 head of Spouse/  Grand-  Brother/  Other Foster/ not family a biological
parent?! years household  Partner child Sister relative  Stepchild  related Total member® parent
Material deprivation
Three or more 2.4 2,703 0.0 11.7 34.0 0.0 46.3 2.9 5.2 100.0 94.8 66
Two 1.8 304 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) *) (*) 100.0 (*) 5
None or one 5.5 201 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 11
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 3.5 781 (0.0) (18.3) (52.7) (8.8) (20.2) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (100.0) 27
Second 2.2 699 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 16
Middle 1.6 652 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 11
Fourth 1.6 568 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 9
Richest 3.9 508 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 100.0 (*) 20
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 2.5 2132 1.8 12.5 35.0 4.5 41.6 0.0 4.7 100.0 93.6 54
Richest 40 percent 2.7 1076 (0.0) (3.4) (26.8) (0.0) (42.2) (15.8) (11.8) 100.0 (88.2) 29
1 MICS indicator SR.18 — Children's living arrangements
AThe category "Servant (Live-in)" for "Child's relationship to head of household" is not shown because no cases were found.
B Excludes households headed by the child, servants and other not related
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
“—" denotes 0 unweighted case in the denominator
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With the SDG target (3.2) for child mortality — on ending preventable deaths of newborns and children under 5
years of age — the international community has retained the overarching goal of reducing child mortality. While
the global target calls for a reduction in neonatal mortality to at least as low as 12 deaths per 1,000 live births and
under-five mortality to at least as low as 25 deaths per 1,000 live births, reducing child mortality continues to be
one of the most important objectives in national plans and programmes in each and every country.

Although the fertility module was included in the questionnaires for the 2019 Serbia MICS, a deliberate decision
was made not to calculate mortality rates for this survey, taking into consideration low mortality and fertility rates
in general in the country. The data from the module was used for calculation of fertility-related indicators for
Serbia. The mortality indicators were calculated only for the population of children from Roma settlements in the
2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS, because there is a lack of data from regular statistics for this population
group, and other estimates indicate that mortality rates in this population are higher than the national averages.

In the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS, an indirect method known as the Brass method,** was used to
calculate infant and under-five mortality rates. Robust estimates of the aforementioned indicators are produced
by this indirect method, and are comparable with those obtained by applying direct methods.

Infant and under-five mortality rates are expressed by conventional age categories and are defined as follows:

¢ Infant mortality (1qo): probability of dying between birth and the child’s first birthday
e Under-five mortality (sqo): the probability of dying between birth and the child’s fifth birthday

Infant and under-five mortality rates are expressed as deaths per 1,000 live births.

Table CS.1R presents the data produced using the indirect method: the mean number of children ever born for
five-year time-since-first-birth (TSFB) groups of women aged 15 to 49 years, and the proportion of these children
who are deceased, also for five-year time-since first-birth groups of women. The technique converts the
proportion of mortalities among children born to women in each time-since-first-birth group into probabilities of
dying, by taking into account the approximate length of exposure of children to the risk of dying, assuming a
particular model-age pattern of mortality. Based on previous information on mortality in Serbia, the East Model
life table was selected as the most appropriate.

To obtain the most recent single estimates against the two indicators, estimates based on the time since first birth
group 0—4 years were used.

The infant mortality rate is estimated at 8 per 1,000 live births, while the probability of dying before the age of 5
is around 9 per 1,000 live births (see Table CS.2R). The reference period is September 2017. Due to the low
number of unweighted cases, data by background characteristics are not shown for mortality rates.

>4 United Nations, Manual X: Indirect Techniques for Demographic Estimation, United Nations publications, New York, 1983,
Sales No. E.83.XIIl.2. United Nations, QFIVE, United Nations Program for Child Mortality Estimation, UN Pop Division, New
York, 1990a. United Nations, Step-by-step Guide to the Estimation of Child Mortality, UN, New York, 1990b. International
Union for the Scientific Study of Population, Tools for Demographic Estimation, UNFPA, Paris, 2013.
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Table CS.1R: Children ever born, children surviving and proportion dead

Mean and total numbers of children ever born, children surviving and proportion dead by time since first birth, Serbia Roma

Settlements, 2019

Children ever born Children surviving Number of

Proportion ~ women aged

Mean Total Mean Total dead 15-49 years

Total 2.7888 3,249 2.7424 3,195 0.0166 1,165
Time since first birth

04 1.5093 435 1.4982 432 0.0074 288

5-9 2.7526 806 2.7281 799 0.0089 293

10-14 3.2305 749 3.1814 738 0.0152 232

15-19 3.6537 589 3.5698 576 0.0230 161

20-24 3.5093 669 3.4108 651 0.0280 191

Table CS.2R: Infant and under-5 mortality rates by time since first birth groups of women

Indirect estimates of infant and under-5 mortality rates by time since first birth of women, and reference dates for
estimates, East Model, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Reference date

Infant mortality rate

Under-5 mortality rate

Time since first birth
0_41,2
5-9
10-14
15-19
20-24

2017.9
2015.2
2011.7
2007.3
2002.5

8
8
13
18
21

15
21
24

1 MICS indicator CS.3 — Infant mortality rate
2 MICS indicator CS.5 — Under-five mortality rate; SDG indicator 3.2.1

Figure CS.1R compares the findings of this survey on under-five mortality rates with those from other data
sources. Further qualification and analysis of the consistency and discrepancies in the findings of MICS compared
with other data sources needs to be taken up in a more detailed and separate analysis.
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Figure CS.1R: Trends in under-5 mortality rates, Serbia Roma Settlements

Note: The source data used in the above graph is based on data from the 2010 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS (TSFB) and
2014 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS (TSFB), with the exception of the IGME rates for the total population of Serbia which
have been downloaded from the UN IGME web portal. Child mortality source data and child mortality estimates for Serbia
are published on www.childmortality.org, the web portal of the United Nations Inter-agency Group for Child Mortality
Estimation (UN IGME). Data from the same source may differ between a report and UN IGME web portal as UN IGME
recalculates estimates using smaller intervals and/or calendar years (if data are available). Data for Roma settlements in
Serbia are not available on the UN IGME web portal.
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6 THRIVE — REPRODUCTIVE AND MATERNAL HEALTH

6.1  FERTILITY

Measures of current fertility are presented in Tables TM.1.1 and TM.1.1R for the one-year period preceding the
surveys. A one-year period was chosen for calculating these rates to provide the most current information,
while also allowing the rates to be calculated for a sufficient number of cases so as not to compromise the
statistical precision of the estimates. The current fertility measures, presented in the table by residence in urban
and other areas, are as follows:

e Age-specific fertility rates (ASFRs) — expressed as the number of births per 1,000 women in a specified
age group — show the age pattern of fertility. Numerators for ASFRs are calculated by identifying live
births that occurred in the one-year period preceding the survey, classified according to the age of the
mother (in five-year age groups) at the time of the child’s birth. Denominators of the rates represent
the number of woman-years lived by all interviewed women (or in simplified terms, the average
number of women) in each of the five-year age groups during the specified period.

e The total fertility rate (TFR) is a synthetic measure that denotes the number of live births a woman
would have if she were subject to the current age-specific fertility rates throughout her reproductive
years (15-49 years).

e The general fertility rate (GFR) is the number of live births occurring during the specified period per
1,000 women aged 15-49.

e The crude birth rate (CBR) is the number of live births per 1,000 household population during the
specified period.

Fertility rates for the 2019 MICS surveys in Serbia are calculated based on the one-year period preceding
the survey using the date of birth of the last live birth. Since a small proportion of women had more than
one child in the year preceding the survey, the one-year fertility rates may be a slight underestimate. The
adolescent birth rate (age-specific fertility rate for women aged 15-19) is defined as the number of births
to women aged 15-19 years during the one-year period preceding the survey, divided by the average
number of women aged 15-19 (number of women years lived between ages 15 through 19, inclusive)
during the same period, expressed per 1,000 women.

The adolescent birth rate is a Global SDG indicator (3.7.2) for ensuring universal access to sexual and
reproductive health-care services (Target 3.7).

Tables TM.1.2 and TM.1.2R are survey-specific tables on the fertility preferences of currently married
women aged 15-49 years, and provide the percent distribution of these women by desire for children,
according to number of living children.
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Table TM.1.1: Fertility rates

Adolescent birth rate, age-specific and total fertility rates, the general fertility rate, and the crude birth rate for
the one-year period preceding the survey, by area of residence, Serbia, 2019

Urban Other Total
Age?

15-191 (6) (20) 12

20-24 (27) (86) 47

25-29 90 (93) 91

30-34 99 112 103

35-39 55 58 56

40-44 7 (10)

45-49 1 (1) 1
TFR (1549 years)? (1.4) (1.9) 1.6
GFRC¢ 42 49 45
CBRP 9 9 9

1 MICS indicator TM.1 — Adolescent birth rate (age 15-19 years); SDG indicator 3.7.2
AThe age-specific fertility rates (ASFR) are the number of live births in the last year, divided by the average
number of women in that age group during the same period, expressed per 1,000 women. The age-specific
fertility rate for women aged 15-19 years is also termed as the adolescent birth rate.
BTFR: The Total Fertility Rate is the sum of age-specific fertility rates of women aged 15-49 years. The TFR
denotes the average number of children to which a woman will have given birth by the end of her reproductive
years (by age 50) if current fertility rates prevailed. The rate is expressed per woman age 15-49 years
CGFR: The General Fertility Rate is the number of births in the last year divided by the average number of
women aged 15-49 years during the same period, expressed per 1,000 women aged 15-49 years
DCBR: The Crude Birth Rate is the number of births in the last year, divided by the total population during the
same period, expressed per 1,000 population
() Figures that are based on 125-249 unweighted person-years of exposure

Table TM.1.1R: Fertility rates

Adolescent birth rate, age-specific and total fertility rates, the general fertility rate, and the crude birth rate for
the one-year period preceding the survey, by area of residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Urban Other Total
Age?
15-191 (140) (*) 163
20-24 (283) *) 270
25-29 (146) *) 159
30-34 (88) *) (92)
35-39 (12) *) (14)
40-44 (10) (*) (7)
45-49 (*) (*) (0)
TFR (1549 years)? (*) (*) (3.5)
GFRC¢ 116 127 120
CBRD 27 28 28

1 MICS indicator TM.1 — Adolescent birth rate (age 15-19 years); SDG indicator 3.7.2
AThe age-specific fertility rates (ASFR) are the number of live births in the last year, divided by the average
number of women in that age group during the same period, expressed per 1,000 women. The age-specific
fertility rate for women aged 15-19 years is also termed as the adolescent birth rate
BTFR: The Total Fertility Rate is the sum of age-specific fertility rates of women aged 15-49 years. The TFR
denotes the average number of children to which a woman will have given birth by the end of her reproductive
years (by age 50) if current fertility rates prevailed. The rate is expressed per woman age 15-49 years
CGFR: The General Fertility Rate is the number of births in the last year divided by the average number of
women aged 15-49 years during the same period, expressed per 1,000 women aged 15-49 years
DCBR: The Crude Birth Rate is the number of births in the last year, divided by the total population during the
same period, expressed per 1,000 population
() Figures that are based on 125-249 unweighted person-years of exposure
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 125 unweighted person-years of exposure
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Table TM.1.2: Fertility preferences by number of living children

Percent distribution of currently married women aged 15—49 years by desire for children, according to number of living
children, Serbia, 2019

Number of living children?
Desire for children 0 1 2 3 4+ Total
Have a(nother) child soon® 57.9 33.1 10.3 7.4 6.0 19.6
Have a(nother) child laterc 23.3 19.5 43 1.7 1.7 9.1
Have a(nother) child, undecided when 4.8 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.6
Undecided 5.6 7.6 7.6 4.0 2.5 6.7
Want no (more) children 4.5 37.3 74.8 80.4 84.7 60.6
Sterilized® 0.0 0.0 0.2 3.6 1.7 0.6
Declared infecund 36 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.4 2.6
Missing 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of women currently married or in union 232 492 1,167 296 85 2,272
AThe number of living children includes the current pregnancy as a living child
BWants next birth within 2 years
€ Wants to delay next birth for 2 or more years
P Includes both female and male sterilization

Table TM.1.2R: Fertility preferences by number of living children

Percent distribution of currently married women aged 15—49 years by desire for children, according to number of living

children, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Number of living children?

Desire for children 0 1 2 3 4 5+ Total

Have a(nother) child soon® (61.7) 26.1 17.5 9.3 8.0 15.8 16.1
Have a(nother) child laterc (20.6) 42.8 10.6 7.7 15 0.7 11.9
Have a(nother) child, undecided when (0.0) 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Undecided (2.1) 6.5 5.8 2.6 1.6 1.8 3.8
Want no (more) children (2.1) 20.7 63.8 74.6 84.9 75.0 63.7
SterilizedP (0.0) 0.0 0.3 1.8 3.1 2.4 1.4
Declared infecund (11.4) 2.8 1.5 3.8 0.6 43 2.7
Missing (2.1) 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of women currently married or in union 42 178 382 332 241 133 1,308

AThe number of living children includes the current pregnancy as a living child

B Wants next birth within 2 years

€ Wants to delay next birth for 2 or more years
P Includes both female and male sterilization
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

Thrive — Reproductive and Maternal Health | 86




6.2 EARLY CHILDBEARING

Tables TM.2.1 and TM.2.1R on adolescent birth rates and further disaggregates of the total fertility rate are not
shown in the report, as there were too few cases to present disaggregates.

Tables TM.2.2W and TM.2.2WR present a selection of early childbearing indicators for women aged 15-19 and
20-24 years. In Tables TM.2.2W and TM.2.2WR, percentages among women aged 15—-19 who have had a live
birth and those who are pregnant with their first child are presented. For the same age group, the table also
presents the percentage of women who have had a live birth before age 15. These estimates are all derived
from the summary birth histories of women.

To estimate the proportion of women who have had a live birth before age 18 — when they were still children
themselves — data based on women aged 20-24 years at the time of survey are used to avoid truncation.

Tables TM.2.3W and TM.2.3WR are designed to look at trends in early childbearing for women by presenting
percentages of women who became mothers before ages 15 and 18, for successive age cohorts. The tables are
designed to capture trends in urban and other areas separately.

Table TM.2.2W: Early childbearing

Percentage of women aged 15—-19 years who have had a live birth, are pregnant with the first child, have had a live birth or are
pregnant with first child, and who have had a live birth before age 15, and percentage of women aged 20-24 years who have
had a live birth before age 18, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of women aged 15—19 years who: Percentage of
Number  women aged
Have had a Have of 20-24 years
Have Are live birth or had a women  who have had  Number of
hada pregnant are pregnant live birth aged a live birth women
live with first with first before 15-19 before age aged 20—
birth child child age 15 years 181 24 years
Total? 14 11 2.5 0.0 384 2.8 443
Area
Urban 1.0 0.8 1.8 0.0 208 1.3 293
Other 1.9 1.5 3.4 0.0 175 5.8 151
Region
Belgrade (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 59 0.7 114
Vojvodina 2.6 1.9 4.5 0.0 141 3.7 136
Sumadija and Western Serbia 0.6 0.0 0.6 0.0 112 2.8 109
Southern and Eastern Serbia 1.4 2.4 38 0.0 71 4.2 85
Education
Primary or none (*) (*) (*) (*) 21 (48.9) 16
Secondary 0.8 11 1.8 0.0 284 33 139
Higher 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 78 0.0 288
Activity status
Employed (0.8) (3.9) (4.7) (0.0) 34 0.4 138
Unemployed (*) (*) (*) (*) 23 1.6 66
Inactive 14 0.9 2.4 0.0 327 4.5 239

55 Using girls aged 15-19 to estimate the percentage who had given birth before age 18 would introduce truncation to the
estimates, since the majority of girls in this age group will not have completed age 18, and therefore will not have completed
exposure to childbearing before age 18. The age group 20-24 is used to estimate the percentage of women giving birth
before age 18, since all women in this age group have completed exposure to childbearing at very early ages.
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Table TM.2.2W: Early childbearing

Percentage of women aged 15—-19 years who have had a live birth, are pregnant with the first child, have had a live birth or are
pregnant with first child, and who have had a live birth before age 15, and percentage of women aged 20-24 years who have

had a live birth before age 18, Serbia, 2019

Percentage of women aged 15—19 years who:

Percentage of

Number  women aged
Have had a Have of 20-24 years
Have Are live birth or had a women  who have had  Number of
hada pregnant are pregnant live birth aged a live birth women
live with first with first before 15-19 before age aged 20—
birth child child age 15 years 181 24 years
Material deprivation
Three or more 39 14 5.3 0.0 96 9.1 93
One or two 1.0 2.0 3.0 0.0 154 2.2 164
None 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 133 0.2 186
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 4.7 3.7 8.4 0.0 72 15.8 55
Second 2.2 0.0 2.2 0.0 85 2.5 87
Middle 0.0 2.3 2.3 0.0 74 0.2 101
Fourth 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73 1.3 102
Richest 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 79 0.0 98

1 MICS indicator TM.2 — Early childbearing

AThe background characteristic “Ethnicity of household head” is not shown in the table due to small number of unweighted

cases per disaggregation category.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.2.3W: Trends in early childbearing

Percentage of women who have had a live birth, by age 15 and 18, by area of residence, Serbia, 2019
Urban Other All
Number
Percentage of Number Percentage of Number Percentage of Number Percentage of Number Percentage of Number Percentage of of
women witha of women womenwitha of women women witha of women womenwitha of women women witha of women  women with a women
live birth aged 15— live birth aged 20— live birth aged 15— live birth aged 20— live birth aged 15— live birth aged 20—
before age 15 49 years before age 18 49 years before age 15 49 years before age 18 49 years before age 15 49 years before age 18 49 years
Total 0.4 2,349 2.2 2,141 0.6 1,391 7.1 1,216 0.5 3,740 4.0 3,356
Age
15-19 0.0 208 na na 0.0 175 na na 0.0 384 na na
15-17 0.0 104 na na 0.0 101 na na 0.0 204 na na
18-19 0.0 104 na na 0.0 75 na na 0.0 179 na na
20-24 0.0 293 1.3 293 1.8 151 5.8 151 0.6 443 2.8 443
25-29 0.0 282 1.5 282 0.0 154 1.7 154 0.0 436 1.6 436
30-34 0.5 373 2.9 373 1.6 182 7.7 182 0.9 555 4.5 555
35-39 0.2 404 2.1 404 0.6 226 4.9 226 0.3 631 3.1 631
40-44 1.0 356 2.9 356 0.6 240 9.1 240 0.9 596 54 596
45-49 0.8 432 2.0 432 0.0 263 10.8 263 0.5 695 5.3 695
na: not applicable
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Table TM.2.2WR: Early childbearing

Percentage of women aged 15—-19 years who have had a live birth, are pregnant with the first child, have had a live birth or are
pregnant with first child, and who have had a live birth before age 15, and percentage of women aged 20-24 years who have had a

live birth before age 18, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Percentage of women aged 15—19 years who:

Have Percentage of
Have had a had a women aged
Have Are live birth or live Number of 20-24 years Number of
had a pregnant are pregnant birth women who have had a women
live with first with first before aged 15— live birth before aged 20—
birth child child age 15 19 years age 18! 24 years
Total 271 3.7 30.8 2.8 329 38.0 324
Area
Urban 27.4 2.7 30.2 3.5 213 37.4 223
Other 26.5 5.4 31.9 1.6 117 39.2 101
Education
None *) *) *) *) 9 *) 23
Primary 34.4 4.4 38.7 3.9 222 47.9 215
Secondary or higher 10.7 1.5 12.1 0.0 98 9.6 85
Activity status
Employed (18.0) (0.0) (18.0) (0.0) 39 30.7 50
Unemployed (6.5) (0.0) (6.5) (1.2) 39 26.7 54
Inactive 31.7 4.8 36.6 3.5 251 42.4 219
Material deprivation
Three or more 25.9 3.6 29.5 2.1 287 40.3 261
Two *) *) *) *) 21 *) 25
None or one (*) (*) (*) (*) 21 (22.7) 37
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 41.2 2.2 43.3 4.0 82 49.0 56
Second 29.3 1.7 30.9 1.7 69 43.7 70
Middle 18.0 2.9 21.0 13 67 46.4 64
Fourth 27.7 1.2 28.9 6.9 56 30.2 67
Richest 14.0 119 25.9 0.0 56 22.3 66
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 30.3 2.2 32.5 2.5 218 46.2 190
Richest 40 percent 20.9 6.5 27.4 3.5 112 26.3 133

1 MICS indicator TM.2 — Early childbearing
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.2.3WR: Trends in early childbearing

Percentage of women who have had a live birth, by age 15 and 18, by area of residence, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Urban Other All
Number

Percentage of Number Percentage of Number Percentage of Number Percentage of of Percentage of Number Percentage of Number

women witha of women women witha of women women witha of women  women with a women women witha of women  women witha  of women

live birth aged 15— live birth aged 20— live birth aged 15— live birth aged 20— live birth aged 15— live birth aged 20—

before age 15 49 years before age 18 49 years before age 15 49 years before age 18 49 years before age 15 49 years before age 18 49 years
Total 39 1,205 36.0 992 5.4 585 354 468 44 1,790 35.8 1,461

Age

15-19 3.5 213 na na 1.6 117 na na 2.8 329 na na
15-17 2.2 124 na na 0.0 70 na na 14 194 na na
18-19 5.2 89 na na (3.9) 47 na na 4.8 136 na na
20-24 5.0 223 37.4 223 5.3 101 39.2 101 5.1 324 38.0 324
25-29 2.5 205 313 205 2.4 85 34.0 85 2.4 290 32.1 290
30-34 2.7 136 30.0 136 6.0 73 27.7 73 3.9 209 29.2 209
35-39 3.0 142 38.8 142 8.0 73 33.8 73 47 216 37.1 216
40-44 5.5 154 39.1 154 8.6 62 38.3 62 6.4 216 38.9 216
45-49 5.0 132 40.8 132 9.2 74 38.6 74 6.5 206 40.0 206

na: not applicable

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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6.3 CONTRACEPTION

Appropriate contraceptive use is important to the health of women and children in terms of: 1) preventing
pregnancies that are too early or too late; 2) extending the period between births; and 3) limiting the total
number of children.>®

Table TM.3.0A presents the percentage of women aged 15-49 currently married or in union, and the
percentage of sexually active women aged 15—49 years not married or in union who have heard of any
contraceptive method, by specific method. The same data for women in Roma settlements is presented in Table
TM.3.0AR.

Tables TM.3.0B and TM.3.0BR provide information on knowledge of contraceptive methods for women aged
15-49 years currently married or in union who have heard of at least one contraceptive method and who have
heard of at least one modern method and at least one traditional method.

Table TM.3.1 presents the current use of contraception for women who are currently married or in union while
Tables TM.3.1A and TM.3.1B present reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay
pregnancy, among all women and among those currently married or in union. Tables TM.3.1R, TM.3.1AR and
TM.3.1BR present the same data for women living in Roma settlements.

Tables TM.3.2 and TM.3.2R present the current use of contraception for women who are not currently married
or in union and are sexually active. In Tables TM.3.1 and TM.3.1R, use of specific methods of contraception are
first presented; specific methods are then grouped into modern and traditional methods and presented as such.
For sexually active women who are not currently married or in union, in Tables TM.3.2 and TM.3.2R,
contraceptive use is only presented by modern and traditional method categories.

Unmet need for contraception refers to fecund women who are not using any method of contraception, but
who wish to postpone the next birth (spacing) or who wish to stop childbearing altogether (limiting). Unmet
need is identified in MICS by using a set of questions eliciting current behaviours and preferences pertaining to
contraceptive use, fecundity, and fertility preferences.

Tables TM.3.2A and TM.3.2AR present information on consultation with doctors on the use of contraception.

Table TM.3.3 shows the levels of unmet need and met need for contraception, and the degree to which demand
for contraception is satisfied for women who are currently married or in union. The same table is reproduced in

Table TM.3.4 for sexually active women who are not currently married or in union. Similarly, tables TM.3.3R and
TM.3.4R present this data for women in Roma settlements.

Percentages of women aged 15-49 years with missing/incomplete information on time since last intercourse
are shown in data quality tables DQ.3.3W and DQ.3.3WR in Appendix D. The table for the 2019 Serbia MICS
shows that 9.3 percent of women aged 15—49 years have missing information on time since last intercourse.
This percentage is 3.1 percent for women living in Roma settlements.

56 PATH, and United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), Meeting the Need: Strengthening Family Planning Programs,
PATH/UNFPA, Seattle, 2006. https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/resource-pdf/family planning06.pdf.
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Unmet need for spacing is defined as the percentage of women who are not using a method of contraception
AND

e are 1) not pregnant, 2) not post-partum amenorrhoeic,®” and 3) fecund®® and say they want to wait two
or more years before their next birth OR

e are 1) not pregnant, 2) not post-partum amenorrhoeic, and 3) fecund and unsure whether they want
another child OR

e are pregnant, and say that the pregnancy was mistimed (would have wanted to wait) OR

e are post-partum amenorrhoeic and say that the birth was mistimed (would have wanted to wait).

Unmet need for limiting is defined as the percentage of women who are married or in union and are not using a
method of contraception AND

e are 1) not pregnant, 2) not post-partum amenorrhoeic, and 3) fecund and say they do not want any
more children OR

e are pregnant and say they did not want to have a child OR

e are post-partum amenorrhoeic and say that they did not want the birth.

Total unmet need for contraception is the sum of unmet need for spacing and unmet need for limiting.

Met need for limiting includes women who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method>® and
who want no more children, male or female sterilization, and women who declare themselves as infecund. Met
need for spacing includes women who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method and who
want to have another child or are undecided whether to have another child. Combing the total met need for
spacing and limiting results in the total met need for contraception.

Using information on contraception and unmet need, the percentage of women whose demand for
contraception is satisfied is also estimated from the MICS data. The percentage of demand satisfied is defined as
the proportion of women who are currently using contraception out of the total demand for contraception. The
total demand for contraception includes women who currently have an unmet need (for spacing or limiting)
plus those who are currently using contraception.

Percentage of demand for family planning satisfied with modern methods is one of the indicators used to track
progress toward the Sustainable Development Goal, Target 3.7, on ensuring universal access to sexual and
reproductive health-care services, including for family planning, information and education, and the integration
of reproductive health into national strategies and programmes. While SDG indicator 3.7.1 relates to all women
aged 15—49 years, it is only reported for women currently married or in union and, therefore, detailed only in
Tables TM.3.3 and TM.3.3R.

57 A woman is post-partum amenorrheic if she has had a live birth in last two years and is not currently pregnant, and her
menstrual period has not returned since the birth of the last child.
58 A woman is considered infecund if she is neither pregnant nor post-partum amenorrheic, and
(1) a) has not had menstruation for at least six months, or (b) has never menstruated, or (c) had her last
menstruation occurring before her last birth, or (1d) is in menopause/has had a hysterectomy OR
(2) she declares that she (a) has had hysterectomy, (b) has never menstruated, (c) is menopausal or (d) has been
trying to get pregnant for at least two years without result in response to questions on why she thinks she is
not physically able to get pregnant at the time of survey OR
(3) she declares she cannot get pregnant when asked about desire for future birth OR
(4) she has not had a birth in the preceding five years, is currently not using contraception and is currently
married and was continuously married during the last five years preceding the survey.
59 In this chapter, whenever reference is made to the use of a contraceptive by a woman, this includes her partner using a
contraceptive method (such as male condom).
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Table TM.3.0A: Knowledge of specific contraceptive methods

Percentage of all women aged 15—-49 years, percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in
union and percentage of sexually active women aged 15—49 years not married or in union who have heard
of any contraceptive method, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years who have heard
of contraceptives, by method, among:
women sexually active
currently women that are not
married orin married orin
all women union? unionA8
Any method 99.7 99.9 100.0
Any modern method® 99.6 99.8 100.0
Female sterilization 88.7 90.1 88.9
Male sterilization 82.0 82.1 86.1
IUD 95.1 97.7 96.5
Injectables 60.1 60.3 63.0
Implants 47.4 47.1 54.4
Pill 98.6 98.9 98.4
Male condom 99.5 99.7 100.0
Female condom 61.5 59.3 68.9
Diaphragm 79.7 81.7 79.4
Foam/Jelly 62.8 61.7 65.9
Emergency contraception 91.4 91.7 93.4
Any traditional method 98.5 99.2 99.5
Periodic abstinence 96.4 97.1 97.1
Withdrawal 97.6 99.0 98.8
Other 0.5 0.5 0.0
Mean number of methods known by women 10.6 10.7 10.9
Number of women 3,740 2,272 412
A Excludes 1 woman with unknown marital status.
8 Had last sexual intercourse within 30 days preceding the survey.
CThe lactational amenorrhea method (LAM) was not included in the 2019 Serbia MICS because there is no
official LAM programme in the country.
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Table TM.3.0B: Knowledge of contraceptive methods

Percentage of women aged 15—-49 years currently married or in union who have heard of at least one contraceptive method and who
have heard of at least one modern method and at least one traditional method, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union
who have heard of:
Number of women
any any modern any traditional currently married
method method* method® or in union
Total 99.9 99.8 99.2 2,272
Area
Urban 100.0 100.0 99.6 1,347
Other 99.9 99.7 98.6 925
Region
Belgrade 99.9 99.9 99.4 522
Vojvodina 100.0 100.0 99.1 643
Sumadija and Western Serbia 99.8 99.6 99.5 594
Southern and Eastern Serbia 100.0 99.9 98.7 513
Age
15-19 (*) (*) *) 15
20-24 100.0 100.0 99.6 99
25-29 100.0 99.9 98.7 223
30-34 100.0 100.0 99.9 430
35-39 100.0 99.7 99.1 508
40-44 100.0 99.9 99.9 452
45-49 99.7 99.7 99.0 545
Education
Primary or none 100.0 99.2 95.4 245
Secondary 99.9 99.9 99.6 1,215
Higher 100.0 100.0 99.7 811
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 99.9 99.9 99.7 1,968
Hungarian 100.0 100.0 98.3 72
Bosnian 100.0 98.2 98.2 71
Roma 100.0 100.0 84.5 58
Other/Does not want to declare 100.0 100.0 100.0 102
Activity status
Employed 99.9 99.8 99.6 1,584
Unemployed 100.0 100.0 98.9 276
Inactive 100.0 99.8 97.9 412
Material deprivation
Three or more 100.0 99.6 97.4 427
One or two 99.8 99.8 99.5 840
None 100.0 100.0 99.7 1,005
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 100.0 99.4 95.5 289
Second 99.7 99.6 99.2 422
Middle 100.0 100.0 99.9 467
Fourth 100.0 100.0 100.0 503
Richest 99.9 99.9 99.7 591
AFemale sterilization, male sterilization, IUD, injectables, implants, pill, male condom, female condom, diaphragm, foam/jelly, emergency
contraception.
B Periodic abstinence, withdrawal and other traditional methods.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.1: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) *: Number
Modern method Traditional method woir]:en
currently
Any Any married
No Female Male Male Diaphragm/ Emergency Periodic modern  traditional Any orin
method  sterilization  sterilization IUD Pill condom  Foam/lJelly  contraception abstinence  Withdrawal  Missing Total method method method? union
Total 37.7 0.6 0.0 2.6 3.0 15.1 0.0 0.0 9.5 314 0.1 100.0 214 40.8 62.3 2,272
Area
Urban 37.5 0.6 0.0 3.2 2.9 17.6 0.1 0.0 9.1 28.8 0.2 100.0 24.4 37.9 62.5 1,347
Other 38.0 0.6 0.0 1.6 3.2 11.5 0.0 0.0 9.9 351 0.0 100.0 16.9 45.1 62.0 925
Region
Belgrade 45.2 0.8 0.0 1.6 3.5 20.2 0.1 0.0 7.8 20.8 0.1 100.0 26.1 28.6 54.8 522
Vojvodina 374 0.6 0.0 33 2.4 12.3 0.1 0.0 3.1 40.7 0.2 100.0 18.7 43.8 62.6 643
Sumadija and Western Serbia 37.2 0.4 0.0 2.8 2.9 15.4 0.0 0.0 11.7 29.5 0.0 100.0 21.6 41.2 62.8 594
Southern and Eastern Serbia 311 0.7 0.0 2.4 33 13.2 0.0 0.1 16.5 32.7 0.1 100.0 19.6 49.2 68.9 513
Age
15-19 (*) (*) (*) (*) *) (*) (*) *) (*) *) *) 100.0 *) (*) *) 15
20-24 47.8 0.0 0.0 0.7 1.2 214 0.0 0.0 9.3 19.6 0.0 100.0 233 28.9 52.2 99
25-29 45.8 0.8 0.0 0.4 15 13.4 0.2 0.2 8.3 29.3 0.1 100.0 16.5 37.7 54.2 223
30-34 394 1.0 0.0 1.0 2.6 193 0.1 0.0 7.1 29.3 0.1 100.0 24.0 36.4 60.6 430
35-39 36.4 0.5 0.0 1.8 4.0 14.5 0.0 0.1 10.2 322 0.3 100.0 20.9 42.4 63.6 508
40-44 32.2 0.7 0.0 3.0 3.7 14.1 0.0 0.0 11.6 345 0.1 100.0 21.6 46.2 67.8 452
45-49 36.0 0.3 0.0 5.4 2.5 12.9 0.0 0.0 9.5 333 0.0 100.0 211 42.8 64.0 545
Education
Primary or none 37.2 0.5 0.0 19 2.4 6.3 0.0 0.0 7.9 43.8 0.0 100.0 11.2 51.7 62.8 245
Secondary 35.7 0.8 0.0 2.3 2.5 14.1 0.0 0.1 10.0 345 0.0 100.0 19.8 44.5 64.3 1,215
Higher 40.8 0.3 0.0 3.2 3.9 193 0.1 0.0 9.2 229 0.3 100.0 26.8 321 59.2 811
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Table TM.3.1: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) *: Number
Modern method Traditional method woir]:en
currently
Any Any married
No Female Male Male Diaphragm/ Emergency Periodic modern  traditional Any orin
method  sterilization  sterilization IUD Pill condom  Foam/lJelly  contraception abstinence  Withdrawal  Missing Total method method method? union
Number of living children
0 70.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.9 0.0 0.0 32 9.7 0.0 100.0 16.9 12.9 29.8 255
1 45.2 0.0 0.0 0.7 35 14.7 0.2 0.1 7.7 27.9 0.0 100.0 19.2 35.6 54.8 505
2 29.0 0.1 0.0 34 3.0 16.4 0.0 0.0 12.7 35.2 0.2 100.0 22.9 47.9 71.0 1,146
3 32.0 3.8 0.0 4.5 4.6 12.2 0.0 0.0 6.9 36.1 0.0 100.0 25.0 43.0 68.0 282
4+ 32.1 1.7 0.0 4.4 4.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 2.8 50.6 0.0 100.0 14.6 533 67.9 84
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 37.1 0.6 0.0 2.3 3.0 16.1 0.0 0.0 10.2 30.5 0.1 100.0 22.0 40.7 62.9 1,968
Hungarian 44.2 2.3 0.0 2.4 4.7 10.5 0.0 0.0 43 31.6 0.0 100.0 19.9 35.9 55.8 72
Bosnian 48.2 1.4 0.0 8.7 0.9 1.4 0.0 0.0 3.7 35.7 0.0 100.0 124 394 51.8 71
Roma 42.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 7.9 49.2 0.0 100.0 0.4 57.1 57.5 58
Other/Does not want to declare 341 0.0 0.0 42 5.4 18.1 0.0 0.0 4.1 34.0 0.0 100.0 27.8 38.1 65.9 102
Activity status
Employed 37.7 0.8 0.0 2.4 3.0 15.3 0.0 0.0 9.8 30.7 0.1 100.0 21.6 40.5 62.3 1,584
Unemployed 29.6 0.3 0.0 2.5 4.5 20.6 0.0 0.0 133 29.3 0.0 100.0 27.9 42.6 70.4 276
Inactive 43.1 0.2 0.0 3.2 1.7 10.6 0.1 0.1 5.5 354 0.0 100.0 159 40.9 56.9 412
Activity status of household head
Employed 373 0.5 0.0 2.6 2.8 14.9 0.1 0.0 8.8 32.8 0.1 100.0 20.9 41.7 62.7 1,593
Unemployed 28.3 0.8 0.0 0.9 2.7 16.0 0.0 0.0 17.7 33.7 0.0 100.0 20.4 513 71.7 127
Inactive 41.0 0.9 0.0 3.0 3.6 15.4 0.0 0.1 9.4 26.6 0.0 100.0 23.0 36.0 59.0 551
Material deprivation
Three or more 38.9 1.4 0.0 13 2.2 15.9 0.0 0.0 7.7 325 0.0 100.0 20.8 40.3 61.1 427
One or two 36.2 0.1 0.0 2.8 2.8 14.6 0.0 0.1 10.0 332 0.2 100.0 20.4 43.2 63.8 840
None 38.4 0.6 0.0 2.9 3.4 15.2 0.1 0.0 9.8 29.3 0.1 100.0 22.4 39.1 61.6 1,005
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Table TM.3.1: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) *: Number
Modern method Traditional method woir]:en
currently
Any Any married
No Female Male Male Diaphragm/ Emergency Periodic modern  traditional Any orin
method  sterilization  sterilization IUD Pill condom  Foam/lJelly  contraception abstinence  Withdrawal  Missing Total method method method? union
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 36.9 0.8 0.0 2.4 2.5 6.9 0.0 0.1 12.3 38.0 0.0 100.0 12.8 50.3 63.1 289
Second 37.0 0.3 0.0 1.4 2.4 13.6 0.0 0.0 8.6 36.8 0.0 100.0 17.6 45.4 63.0 422
Middle 34.6 0.8 0.1 2.3 3.2 15.7 0.0 0.1 7.9 353 0.1 100.0 22.1 43.1 65.4 467
Fourth 38.9 1.0 0.0 1.5 2.0 18.1 0.1 0.0 10.1 28.3 0.1 100.0 22.6 38.4 61.1 503
Richest 40.1 0.3 0.0 4.7 4.3 17.2 0.1 0.0 9.4 23.8 0.2 100.0 26.5 33.2 59.9 591
1 MICS indicator TM.3 - Contraceptive prevalence rate
AThe categories “Injectables”, “Implants”, “Female condom” and “Other (traditional)” are not shown because no cases were found.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.1A: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years that have never used any contraceptive method, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia, 2019
Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number of
Percentage of women who
women that Husband/ have never
never used Number Wanted partner Insufficient used any
any method of of No sexual to get was means (too Lack of Side effects of Religious contraceptiv
contraception! ~ women intercourse pregnant against expensive)  knowledge?  contraceptives reasons Other DK Missing Total e method
Total 31.0 3,740 45.7 36.3 14 0.9 2.6 31 0.6 35 3.2 2.8 100.0 1,160
Area
Urban 28.8 2,349 47.4 32.9 1.5 11 2.5 2.6 0.9 4.0 3.9 3.4 100.0 675
Other 34.8 1,391 43.3 40.9 1.2 0.7 2.7 3.8 0.3 2.8 2.2 2.0 100.0 484
Region
Belgrade 27.7 908 38.6 31.5 0.3 1.7 3.6 6.7 1.6 3.8 7.9 4.2 100.0 252
Vojvodina 29.4 1,125 47.6 34.1 3.0 0.4 2.1 2.0 0.5 3.2 3.0 4.1 100.0 331
Sumadija and Western Serbia 37.9 941 49.1 42.3 0.6 1.0 2.1 2.9 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.0 100.0 357
Southern and Eastern Serbia 28.8 765 45.4 35.1 1.4 0.9 2.7 0.8 0.0 7.8 2.1 3.9 100.0 221
Age
15-19 80.2 384 96.6 2.1 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.0 100.0 308
20-24 42.2 443 74.8 134 2.9 0.8 1.4 1.2 0.0 1.0 2.8 1.6 100.0 187
25-29 29.2 436 27.4 459 2.1 0.6 49 4.8 0.0 1.0 3.5 9.8 100.0 127
30-34 19.3 555 14.5 71.6 0.5 0.0 1.9 3.8 0.0 3.0 2.3 2.5 100.0 107
35-39 22.9 631 8.3 62.8 2.0 3.3 3.3 55 0.0 6.7 5.6 2.3 100.0 144
40-44 24.1 596 9.2 65.1 0.4 0.0 2.1 3.8 2.5 9.2 3.7 4.0 100.0 143
45-49 20.6 695 12.0 48.8 2.4 2.8 6.2 6.7 2.8 7.2 7.3 3.9 100.0 143
Education
Primary or none 33.7 299 14.2 56.5 0.9 3.3 10.7 4.5 14 5.9 1.7 0.9 100.0 101
Secondary 34.6 1,887 49.7 32.2 1.4 11 1.9 3.0 0.0 4.8 2.9 3.0 100.0 654
Higher 26.1 1,554 47.1 37.7 1.5 0.1 1.6 2.9 14 0.7 4.1 3.1 100.0 406
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 29.6 3,248 46.6 35.7 1.4 0.9 2.0 3.3 0.6 3.7 3.2 2.6 100.0 961
Hungarian 425 112 (42.4) (39.6) (3.7) (2.5) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (2.6) (6.6) (2.7) 100.0 48
Bosnian 60.8 106 48.7 44.7 1.4 0.0 2.1 0.4 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 64
Roma 40.6 85 (34.8) (39.6) (0.0) (2.3) (15.5) (7.1) (0.0) (0.6) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 34
Other/Does not want to declare 27.8 189 (35.9) (31.0) (0.0) (0.0) (6.8) (2.5) (0.0) (5.7) (5.9) (12.2) 100.0 53
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Table TM.3.1A: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years that have never used any contraceptive method, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia, 2019

Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number of
Percentage of women who
women that Husband/ have never
never used Number Wanted partner Insufficient used any
any method of of No sexual to get was means (too Lack of Side effects of Religious contraceptiv
contraception! ~ women intercourse pregnant against expensive)  knowledge?  contraceptives reasons Other DK Missing Total e method
Activity status
Employed 23.6 2,279 20.8 52.6 1.7 11 3.0 5.2 11 49 4.8 49 100.0 537
Unemployed 27.6 439 47.3 34.2 1.4 1.0 3.5 2.8 0.0 4.3 3.9 1.7 100.0 121
Inactive 49.0 1,022 72.0 19.3 1.0 0.8 1.9 0.9 0.3 1.7 13 0.9 100.0 501
Material deprivation
Three or more 38.7 804 42.5 34.4 2.2 3.2 4.3 2.4 0.6 4.4 1.8 4.1 100.0 311
One or two 30.6 1,371 46.1 38.7 2.0 0.2 1.9 3.1 0.3 2.1 3.0 2.5 100.0 420
None 27.4 1,565 47.6 35.2 0.2 0.0 1.9 3.5 0.9 4.1 4.4 2.3 100.0 429
Wealth index quintiles
Poorest 40.6 490 42.1 42.6 0.9 2.5 6.1 0.5 0.7 1.8 1.8 1.0 100.0 199
Second 35.1 686 49.1 32.9 1.4 11 0.8 4.5 0.0 4.6 3.3 2.4 100.0 241
Middle 30.8 804 45.2 32.4 1.7 14 3.9 1.6 0.8 3.4 2.2 7.2 100.0 248
Fourth 30.1 847 40.8 43.2 2.3 0.0 2.2 3.9 0.1 3.2 2.7 1.6 100.0 255
Richest 23.8 914 51.3 30.4 0.4 0.0 0.1 4.5 1.7 4.1 6.0 1.5 100.0 218

1 MICS indicator TM.S1 — Never used any method of contraception
2MICS indicator TM.S2 — Never used contraception because uninformed
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.1B: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy (currently married/in union)
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union that have never used any contraceptive method, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia, 2019

Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number
of
women
currently
married
Percentage of orin
women union
currently Number who
married orin of have
union that women never
never used currently Husband/ Insufficient used any
any method married Wanted partner means contra-
of orin No sexual to get was (too Lack of Side effects of ~ Religious ceptive
contraception union intercourse  pregnant against expensive) knowledge contraceptives  reasons Other DK Missing Total method
Total 21.7 2,272 1.7 71.4 1.8 0.8 3.9 5.0 1.1 6.6 3.8 3.9 100.0 492
Area
Urban 19.0 1,347 1.7 68.9 2.0 0.3 4.7 3.8 1.5 8.2 4.2 4.7 100.0 255
Other 25.6 925 1.8 74.1 1.6 1.3 3.0 6.2 0.7 4.9 33 3.0 100.0 237
Region
Belgrade 21.3 522 15 61.9 0.7 0.6 4.6 9.2 1.8 6.8 8.8 4.0 100.0 111
Vojvodina 20.3 643 3.0 68.8 4.7 0.9 19 3.8 1.3 7.0 3.1 55 100.0 131
Sumadija and Western Serbia 25.3 594 1.8 83.2 0.6 1.3 3.8 53 1.2 1.7 1.2 0.0 100.0 150
Southern and Eastern Serbia 19.6 513 0.3 67.7 1.1 0.0 5.8 1.4 0.0 13.2 2.9 7.5 100.0 100
Age
15-19 (*) 15 (*) *) *) (*) *) *) (*) (*) *) *) 100.0 7
20-24 29.2 99 (4.6) (79.3) (8.9) (4.0) (0.9) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (2.3) 100.0 29
25-29 30.9 223 0.0 74.1 35 1.0 2.4 8.9 0.0 1.3 3.0 5.6 100.0 69
30-34 19.5 430 1.4 86.5 0.4 0.0 0.8 4.8 0.0 3.2 2.5 0.3 100.0 84
35-39 22.1 508 2.7 73.0 0.8 11 3.0 19 0.0 8.5 6.0 3.0 100.0 112
40-44 21.5 452 14 73.6 0.6 0.0 2.2 2.6 1.5 10.9 1.6 55 100.0 97
45-49 17.3 545 1.7 49.6 2.2 0.9 9.4 10.2 4.2 9.4 6.4 6.0 100.0 94
Education
Primary or none 28.9 245 1.7 66.2 1.3 1.2 13.3 6.3 2.0 4.4 2.4 1.3 100.0 71
Secondary 21.3 1,215 1.7 67.8 1.1 1.2 3.3 5.6 0.1 111 3.9 4.2 100.0 258
Higher 20.1 811 19 79.5 3.2 0.0 0.7 3.4 2.2 0.5 4.1 4.6 100.0 163
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Table TM.3.1B: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy (currently married/in union)
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union that have never used any contraceptive method, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia, 2019

Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number
of
women
currently
married
Percentage of orin
women union
currently Number who
married orin of have
union that women never
never used currently Husband/ Insufficient used any
any method married Wanted partner means contra-
of orin No sexual to get was (too Lack of Side effects of ~ Religious ceptive
contraception union intercourse  pregnant against expensive) knowledge contraceptives  reasons Other DK Missing Total method
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 20.2 1,968 1.2 71.1 2.0 0.7 3.0 5.7 0.9 7.4 35 4.5 100.0 398
Hungarian 31.9 72 *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *) (*) *) 100.0 23
Bosnian 44.4 71 (4.2) (82.3) (2.9) (0.0) (4.3) (0.8) (5.5) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 32
Roma 32.1 58 (0.0) (69.2) (0.0) (0.0) (28.7) (2.2) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 19
Other/Does not want to declare 21.0 102 (6.0) (57.8) (0.0) (0.0) (1.5) (6.2) (0.0) (13.9) (14.5) (0.0) 100.0 21
Activity status
Employed 20.8 1,584 1.7 72.2 1.6 0.2 3.3 5.2 1.1 6.4 4.1 4.1 100.0 329
Unemployed 18.0 276 0.0 70.5 0.0 2.4 0.4 6.9 0.0 104 6.6 2.8 100.0 50
Inactive 27.5 412 2.5 69.6 3.1 1.8 7.2 3.4 1.5 55 1.7 3.7 100.0 113
Material deprivation
Three or more 26.6 427 2.5 65.0 3.5 2.8 7.2 2.1 1.7 6.6 4.9 3.6 100.0 114
One or two 235 840 2.9 75.3 2.3 0.4 2.8 4.7 0.7 3.9 2.9 4.1 100.0 198
None 18.0 1,005 0.0 71.2 0.2 0.0 3.0 7.1 1.1 9.6 4.0 3.8 100.0 181
Wealth index quintiles
Poorest 29.6 289 3.0 75.7 1.3 3.7 8.8 0.0 1.7 3.7 2.0 0.0 100.0 86
Second 23.2 422 3.0 70.3 0.2 0.0 13 9.1 0.0 4.8 55 5.8 100.0 98
Middle 20.7 467 13 68.3 3.1 0.7 5.9 19 0.0 8.2 3.2 7.4 100.0 97
Fourth 24.1 503 0.0 76.8 35 0.0 3.6 3.2 0.2 6.6 3.0 3.1 100.0 121
Richest 15.3 591 1.9 64.6 0.4 0.0 0.3 10.9 4.0 9.7 5.3 2.9 100.0 90

() Figures that are based on 25—-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.2: Use of contraception (currently unmarried/not in union)

Percentage of sexually active women aged 15-49 years currently unmarried or not in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a
contraceptive method, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of sexually active® women currently unmarried or not in Number of sexually active?
union who are using (or whose partner is using): women currently
Any modern method  Any traditional method Any method unmarried or not in union
Total® 56.4 17.0 74.8 412
Area
Urban 58.2 16.3 76.5 287
Other 52.3 18.7 71.0 124
Region
Belgrade 64.9 14.8 79.7 127
Vojvodina 58.0 17.5 79.4 145
Sumadija and Western Serbia 40.4 20.6 61.0 96
Southern and Eastern Serbia (61.3) (14.5) (75.8) 44
Age
15-19 (67.5) (15.6) (83.1) 47
15-17 *) *) *) 6
18-19 (66.9) (18.0) (84.9) 41
20-24 69.9 15.6 85.4 104
25-29 60.0 12.8 78.3 102
30-34 (59.2) (20.8) (80.0) 61
35-39 (38.5) (22.9) (61.4) 42
40-44 (38.5) (23.2) (61.7) 33
45-49 (*) (*) *) 23
Education
Primary or none (*) (*) (*) 13
Secondary 41.4 24.2 65.5 142
Higher 66.5 13.1 81.8 257
Number of living children
0 62.5 15.4 79.5 343
1 (20.0) (35.2) (55.2) 29
2+ (30.3) (18.0) (48.3) 39
Activity status
Employed 52.8 17.7 70.5 239
Unemployed (49.0) (22.7) (71.7) 45
Inactive 65.7 13.9 84.0 128
Material deprivation
Three or more 40.9 12.0 59.4 87
One or two 60.4 18.7 79.0 180
None 60.8 18.1 78.9 145
Wealth index quintile
Poorest (43.3) (16.3) (59.5) 52
Second 47.8 12.8 60.6 71
Middle 60.5 20.5 81.0 98
Fourth 61.0 11.9 78.2 109
Richest 61.1 23.7 84.9 82
A“Sexually active” is defined as having had sex within the last 30 days.
8The background characteristic “Ethnicity of household head” is not shown in the table due to small number of unweighted cases per
disaggregation category
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.2A: Consultation with doctor on the use of contraception

Percentage of women aged 15-49 years currently married or in union who have ever consulted a doctor on the use of any
contraceptive method to avoid getting pregnant, Serbia, 2019

Percentage of women currently married or in union Number of
who have ever consulted on the use of any method to  women currently
avoid getting pregnant with a: married or in
family doctor gynaecologist union
Total 9.4 53.7 2,272
Area
Urban 9.3 57.0 1,347
Other 9.6 48.9 925
Region
Belgrade 3.9 50.8 522
Vojvodina 8.0 51.6 643
Sumadija and Western Serbia 19.9 60.7 594
Southern and Eastern Serbia 4.6 51.3 513
Age
15-19 (*) *) 15
20-24 33 40.9 99
25-29 4.3 39.8 223
30-34 8.0 53.5 430
35-39 10.2 53.4 508
40-44 10.8 589 452
45-49 12.1 58.1 545
Education
Primary or none 8.9 36.7 245
Secondary 8.6 52.2 1,215
Higher 10.8 61.1 811
Number of living children
0 7.5 48.8 255
1 7.6 49.8 505
2 9.6 55.8 1,146
3 14.3 56.7 282
4+ 7.0 53.4 84
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 9.7 55.2 1,968
Hungarian 5.1 47.4 72
Bosnian 18.4 43.9 71
Roma 1.6 21.8 58
Other/Does not want to declare 4.4 55.1 102
Activity status
Employed 10.1 55.9 1,584
Unemployed 11.5 59.8 276
Inactive 53 41.3 412
Material deprivation
Three or more 5.8 439 427
One or two 8.8 50.9 840
None 114 60.2 1,005
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 7.8 37.5 289
Second 7.9 50.3 422
Middle 10.9 52.6 467
Fourth 10.8 57.2 503
Richest 89 62.0 591

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.3: Need and demand for family planning (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—-49 years who are currently married or in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, and, among women with need for
family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method of contraception, Serbia, 2019
Met need for family Percentage of Number
planning demand for family of women
Unmet need for family (currently using Total demand for family planning satisfied currently
planning contraception) planning Number with: married
of women orin
currently union
For For For For For For married with need
spacing  limiting spacing  limiting spacing  limiting orin Any Modern for family
births births Total births births Total births births Total union method methods!  planning
Total 3.8 5.1 8.8 16.3 46.0 62.3 20.1 51.0 71.1 2,272 87.6 30.0 1,615
Area
Urban 39 5.8 9.7 19.7 42.8 62.5 23.6 48.7 72.2 1,347 86.6 33.8 973
Other 3.5 4.0 7.5 114 50.6 62.0 15.0 545 69.5 925 89.2 24.3 642
Region
Belgrade 4.4 8.0 12.4 18.5 36.3 54.8 22.9 44.3 67.2 522 81.6 38.8 351
Vojvodina 4.1 4.9 9.1 19.1 43.6 62.6 23.2 48.5 71.7 643 87.4 26.0 461
Sumadija and Western Serbia 3.5 4.3 7.8 11.6 51.2 62.8 15.2 55.4 70.6 594 88.9 30.6 420
Southern and Eastern Serbia 2.9 3.2 6.0 16.0 52.9 68.9 18.9 56.0 74.9 513 91.9 26.2 384
Age
15-19 *) (*) (*) (*) *) (*) (*) (*) (*) 15 (*) (*) 10
15-17 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 6 (*) *) 5
18-19 *) *) *) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) *) 8 *) *) 5
20-24 16.8 4.2 21.0 46.3 59 52.2 63.1 10.1 73.2 99 71.3 31.8 72
25-29 9.8 53 15.1 35.6 18.6 54.2 454 24.0 69.3 223 78.2 23.8 155
30-34 5.2 4.0 9.2 30.5 30.1 60.6 35.7 34.1 69.8 430 86.8 34.4 300
35-39 2.4 7.2 9.6 15.7 479 63.6 18.1 55.1 73.1 508 86.9 28.6 372
40-44 1.0 4.3 53 3.7 64.1 67.8 4.7 68.4 73.1 452 92.7 29.5 331
45-49 0.3 4.8 5.0 2.6 61.4 64.0 2.8 66.2 69.0 545 92.7 30.6 376
Education
Primary or none 3.2 6.6 9.8 6.0 56.9 62.8 9.2 63.5 72.7 245 86.5 15.4 178
Secondary 2.6 4.5 7.1 14.5 49.8 64.3 17.1 54.3 71.4 1,215 90.0 27.7 867
Higher 5.6 55 11.1 22.1 37.0 59.2 27.7 42.5 70.2 811 84.3 38.2 570
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Table TM.3.3: Need and demand for family planning (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—-49 years who are currently married or in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, and, among women with need for
family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method of contraception, Serbia, 2019
Met need for family Percentage of Number
planning demand for family of women
Unmet need for family (currently using Total demand for family planning satisfied currently
planning contraception) planning Number with: married
of women orin
currently union
For For For For For For married with need
spacing  limiting spacing  limiting spacing  limiting orin Any Modern for family
births births Total births births Total births births Total union method methods!  planning
Ethnicity of household head
Serbian 3.7 4.6 8.3 16.8 46.1 62.9 20.5 50.7 71.1 1,968 88.4 31.0 1,400
Hungarian 4.8 10.2 15.1 58 50.1 55.8 10.6 60.3 70.9 72 78.8 28.1 51
Bosnian 35 5.3 8.8 12.0 39.8 51.8 15.5 45.1 60.6 71 85.5 20.4 43
Roma 8.3 10.2 18.5 8.7 48.8 57.5 16.9 59.0 75.9 58 75.7 0.6 44
Other/Does not want to declare 1.9 7.4 9.3 21.7 442 65.9 23.6 51.6 75.2 102 87.6 36.9 77
Activity status
Employed 3.3 4.7 8.1 15.4 46.9 62.3 18.7 51.7 70.4 1,584 88.5 30.8 1,115
Unemployed 2.1 5.0 7.1 22.3 48.1 70.4 24.4 53.2 77.5 276 90.8 35.9 214
Inactive 6.5 6.3 12.8 15.9 40.9 56.9 22.4 47.3 69.6 412 81.6 22.9 287
Material deprivation
Three or more 3.3 6.7 10.0 14.0 47.1 61.1 17.3 53.7 71.1 427 85.9 29.3 303
One or two 4.1 4.2 8.3 17.2 46.6 63.8 21.2 50.8 72.0 840 88.5 28.4 605
None 3.7 5.1 8.8 16.6 45.0 61.6 20.2 50.1 70.3 1,005 87.5 31.8 707
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 5.2 4.8 9.9 12.3 50.8 63.1 17.4 55.6 73.0 289 86.4 17.5 211
Second 1.7 4.8 6.5 134 49.6 63.0 15.1 545 69.6 422 90.6 25.4 293
Middle 3.1 6.0 9.1 19.1 46.3 65.4 22.2 52.2 74.4 467 87.8 29.7 348
Fourth 4.4 4.7 9.1 19.1 42.0 61.1 23.5 46.8 70.2 503 87.0 32.2 353
Richest 4.5 4.9 9.5 15.8 44.2 59.9 20.3 49.1 69.4 591 86.4 38.2 410
1 MICS indicator TM.4 — Need for family planning satisfied with modern contraception; SDG indicator 3.7.1 & 3.8.1
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.4: Need and demand for family planning (currently unmarried/not in union)

Percentage of sexually active women aged 15—-49 years who are currently unmarried or not in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, and, among women with
need for family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method of contraception, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of Number of
demand for family sexually
Unmet need for family Met need for family planning Total demand for family Number planning satisfied activer
planning (currently using contraception) planning of sexually with: women
active? currently
women unmarried or
currently not in union
For For For For For For unmarrie with need
spacing  limiting spacing  limiting spacing  limiting dornotin Any Modern for family
births births Total births births Total births births Total union method  methods planning
Total® 8.5 6.2 14.7 66.4 8.4 74.8 74.9 14.7 89.5 412 83.5 63.0 369
Area
Urban 7.5 5.6 13.2 68.7 7.7 76.5 76.3 134 89.6 287 85.3 64.9 258
Other 10.7 7.7 18.4 61.0 10.0 71.0 71.7 17.7 89.4 124 79.4 58.5 111
Region
Belgrade 10.7 1.9 12.6 77.4 2.2 79.7 88.1 4.1 92.2 127 86.4 70.4 117
Vojvodina 4.8 5.5 10.3 62.6 16.8 79.4 67.4 22.3 89.6 145 88.5 64.7 130
Sumadija and Western Serbia 9.6 14.9 24.5 54.9 6.2 61.0 64.4 21.0 85.5 96 71.4 47.3 82
Southern and Eastern Serbia (12.0) (2.5) (14.5) (72.0) (3.8) (75.8) (84.0) (6.3) (90.3) 44 (83.9) (67.9) 40
Age
15-19 (12.3) (1.9) (14.1) (73.7) (9.4) (83.1) (85.9) (11.3) (97.2) 47 (85.5) (69.4) 46
15-17 (*) (*) (*) *) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 6 (*) *) 6
18-19 (11.9) (0.0) (11.9) (80.2) (4.7) (84.9) (92.1) (4.7) (96.8) 41 (87.7) (69.1) 39
20-24 9.3 2.2 11.5 81.5 3.9 85.4 90.8 6.1 96.9 104 88.2 72.1 101
25-29 12.7 0.0 12.7 78.3 0.0 78.3 91.0 0.0 91.0 102 86.1 66.0 93
30-34 (9.7) (7.3) (17.0) (79.2) (0.8) (80.0) (88.9) (8.0) (97.0) 61 (82.5) (61.0) 59
35-39 (1.9) (14.4) (16.3) (44.8) (16.5) (61.4) (46.7) (30.9) (77.7) 42 (79.0) (49.6) 33
40-44 (0.0) (27.6) (27.6) (16.6) (45.1) (61.7) (16.6) (72.7) (89.3) 33 *) *) 29
45-49 (*) (*) *) (*) (*) *) (*) (*) *) 23 *) (*) 8
Education
Primary or none (*) (*) *) *) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 13 (*) *) 13
Secondary 8.5 10.7 19.2 50.6 14.9 65.5 59.2 25.6 84.7 142 77.4 48.8 120
Higher 6.8 3.1 9.9 78.3 3.5 81.8 85.0 6.6 91.7 257 89.2 72.6 235
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Table TM.3.4: Need and demand for family planning (currently unmarried/not in union)

Percentage of sexually active women aged 15—-49 years who are currently unmarried or not in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, and, among women with
need for family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method of contraception, Serbia, 2019
Percentage of Number of
demand for family sexually
Unmet need for family Met need for family planning Total demand for family Number planning satisfied activer
planning (currently using contraception) planning of sexually with: women
active? currently
women unmarried or
currently not in union
For For For For For For unmarrie with need
spacing  limiting spacing  limiting spacing  limiting dornotin Any Modern for family
births births Total births births Total births births Total union method  methods planning
Activity status
Employed 8.4 7.2 15.6 63.0 7.5 70.5 71.3 14.8 86.1 239 81.9 61.4 206
Unemployed (9.2) (2.9) (12.1) (62.7) (9.0) (71.7) (71.9) (11.9) (83.8) 45 (*) (*) 37
Inactive 8.5 5.6 14.1 74.1 9.9 84.0 82.6 15.5 98.1 128 85.6 67.0 125
Material deprivation
Three or more 10.8 13.4 24.2 46.8 12.6 59.4 57.6 26.0 83.5 87 71.1 49.0 73
One or two 7.2 4.6 11.9 68.5 10.5 79.0 75.7 15.2 90.9 180 86.9 66.4 163
None 8.7 39 12.6 75.5 33 78.9 84.2 7.2 91.5 145 86.2 66.4 133
Wealth index quintile
Poorest (15.2) (12.6) (27.8) (44.7) (14.8) (59.5) (59.9) (27.4) (87.3) 52 (68.2) (49.6) 45
Second 13.5 12.2 25.6 54.3 6.3 60.6 67.8 18.5 86.2 71 (70.3) (55.4) 61
Middle 4.6 6.9 11.6 69.1 11.9 81.0 73.8 18.8 92.6 98 87.5 65.3 91
Fourth 9.9 2.5 12.4 69.3 8.9 78.2 79.2 11.4 90.6 109 86.3 67.4 98
Richest 2.7 1.3 4.0 83.3 1.6 84.9 86.0 2.9 88.9 82 95.5 68.8 73
A“Sexually active” is defined as having had sex within the last 30 days.
8The background characteristic “Ethnicity of household head” is not shown in the table due to small number of unweighted cases per disaggregation category
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

Thrive — Reproductive and Maternal Health | 108



Table TM.3.0AR: Knowledge of specific contraceptive methods

Percentage of all women aged 15—-49 years, percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in
union and percentage of sexually active women aged 15—49 years not married or in union who have heard
of any contraceptive method, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Percentage of women aged 15—49 years who have heard
of contraceptives, by method, among:
women sexually active
currently women that are not
married orin married orin
all women union? unionA8
Any method 97.9 98.9 100.0
Any modern method® 96.6 97.6 98.9
Female sterilization 49.0 52.0 59.0
Male sterilization 18.1 19.5 24.2
IUD 79.3 84.7 81.2
Injectables 32.3 34.6 49.8
Implants 14.3 15.9 18.6
Pill 79.3 80.8 90.7
Male condom 93.0 94.3 92.6
Female condom 18.0 18.8 22.2
Diaphragm 18.8 18.7 34.2
Foam/Jelly 17.4 17.4 29.7
Emergency contraception 30.1 29.7 56.8
Any traditional method 92.7 97.0 96.4
Periodic abstinence 53.7 54.6 63.2
Withdrawal 91.8 96.7 96.4
Other 0.4 0.5 0.0
Mean number of methods known by women 6.0 6.2 7.2
Number of women 1,790 1,308 59
AExcludes 1 woman with unknown marital status.
8 Had last sexual intercourse within 30 days preceding the survey.
CThe lactational amenorrhea method (LAM) was not included in the 2019 Serbia Roma Settlements MICS
because there is no official LAM programme in the country.
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Table TM.3.0BR: Knowledge of contraceptive methods

Percentage of women aged 15—-49 years currently married or in union who have heard of at least one contraceptive
method and who have heard of at least one modern method and at least one traditional method, Serbia Roma
Settlements, 2019

Percentage of women aged 1549 years currently
married or in union who have heard of:

Number of women

any modern any traditional currently married
any method method” method® or in union

Total 98.9 97.6 97.0 1,308
Area

Urban 98.9 97.2 96.8 875

Other 99.0 98.5 97.5 433
Age

15-19 100.0 97.8 93.7 112

15-17 (100.0) (96.4) (85.1) 35
18-19 100.0 98.4 97.6 77

20-24 100.0 98.8 98.2 241

25-29 100.0 99.3 97.8 238

30-34 99.1 98.5 98.6 179

35-39 98.1 96.0 97.7 178

40-44 97.1 95.5 95.5 184

45-49 97.9 96.5 95.7 177
Education

None 95.8 89.8 93.1 175

Primary 99.3 98.7 97.4 939

Secondary or higher 100.0 99.5 98.5 194
Activity status

Employed 98.5 97.5 96.7 324

Unemployed 100.0 98.9 97.3 183

Inactive 98.9 97.3 97.1 801
Material deprivation

Three or more 99.2 97.9 97.2 1,060

Two 97.4 94.9 95.7 139

None or one 98.6 97.9 97.0 110
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 97.8 97.1 96.7 223

Second 99.0 97.8 96.1 255

Middle 99.0 97.8 96.7 265

Fourth 99.1 96.7 98.0 274

Richest 99.5 98.5 97.3 292
Wealth index

Poorest 60 percent 98.6 97.6 96.5 743

Richest 40 percent 99.3 97.6 97.7 565

AFemale sterilization, male sterilization, IUD, injectables, implants, pill, male condom, female condom, diaphragm,
foam/jelly, emergency contraception.

B Periodic abstinence, withdrawal and other traditional methods.

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.1R: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) A: Number
Modern method Traditional method of
women
currently
Any Any married
No Female Male Emergency Periodic modern  traditional Any orin
method  sterilization IUD Pill condom  contraception abstinence  Withdrawal Total method method method? union
Total 40.2 14 0.8 11 33 0.1 0.1 53.0 100.0 6.7 53.2 59.8 1,308
Area
Urban 42.0 2.0 0.6 0.8 39 0.1 0.1 50.4 100.0 7.5 50.5 58.0 875
Other 36.5 0.0 1.1 1.8 2.2 0.0 0.3 58.2 100.0 5.0 58.5 63.5 433
Age
15-19 66.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 13 0.0 0.0 320 100.0 13 320 333 112
15-17 (80.7) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (2.1) (0.0) (0.0) (17.2) 100.0 (2.1) (17.2) (19.3) 35
18-19 60.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 38.8 100.0 1.0 38.8 39.8 77
20-24 44.4 13 1.0 0.7 2.4 0.0 0.0 50.1 100.0 55 50.1 55.6 241
25-29 36.7 1.4 0.0 2.0 5.8 0.0 0.0 54.1 100.0 9.2 54.1 63.3 238
30-34 34.6 2.4 1.2 2.1 5.6 0.0 0.0 54.2 100.0 11.2 54.2 65.4 179
35-39 30.3 1.5 0.9 2.5 2.7 0.0 0.0 62.1 100.0 7.6 62.1 69.7 178
40-44 30.7 1.7 2.1 0.0 2.5 0.7 0.4 61.9 100.0 7.0 62.3 69.3 184
45-49 47.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.7 49.1 100.0 2.5 49.8 52.4 177
Education
None 395 2.8 0.9 1.0 13 0.0 0.0 54.5 100.0 6.0 54.5 60.5 175
Primary 383 0.9 0.9 1.0 31 0.1 0.0 55.7 100.0 6.0 55.7 61.7 939
Secondary or higher 50.0 2.1 0.0 1.8 6.5 0.0 1.0 38.6 100.0 10.4 39.5 50.0 194
Number of living children
0 96.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 100.0 0.0 4.0 4.0 62
1 54.5 0.0 0.3 1.2 2.3 0.0 0.3 41.4 100.0 3.7 41.8 455 193
2 38.2 0.3 1.0 0.7 4.1 0.0 0.3 55.4 100.0 6.0 55.8 61.8 371
3 30.5 1.9 1.0 1.4 5.2 0.0 0.0 60.0 100.0 9.5 60.0 69.5 321
4+ 33.4 2.9 0.7 1.5 2.1 0.3 0.0 59.0 100.0 7.6 59.0 66.6 361
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Table TM.3.1R: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019

Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) A: Number
Modern method Traditional method of
women
currently
Any Any married
No Female Male Emergency Periodic modern  traditional Any orin
method  sterilization IUD Pill condom  contraception abstinence  Withdrawal Total method method method? union
Activity status
Employed 34.8 0.9 0.8 0.8 5.8 0.4 0.2 56.2 100.0 8.8 56.4 65.2 324
Unemployed 37.9 0.8 1.3 1.5 3.7 0.0 0.7 54.1 100.0 7.3 54.8 62.1 183
Inactive 42.9 1.6 0.6 1.2 2.3 0.0 0.0 51.5 100.0 5.7 51.5 57.1 801
Activity status of household head
Employed 393 1.2 1.0 1.1 33 0.2 0.0 54.0 100.0 6.7 54.0 60.7 792
Unemployed 39.1 1.0 0.6 1.9 0.8 0.0 0.9 55.6 100.0 4.3 56.5 60.9 129
Inactive 42.2 1.9 0.4 0.8 4.4 0.0 0.2 50.1 100.0 7.5 50.3 57.8 388
Material deprivation
Three or more 38.8 1.4 0.6 1.1 3.0 0.0 0.2 54.8 100.0 6.2 55.0 61.2 1,060
Two 37.9 1.9 0.7 0.0 5.1 0.0 0.0 54.4 100.0 7.7 54.4 62.1 139
None or one 55.9 0.0 2.0 2.8 4.2 1.1 0.0 33.9 100.0 10.1 33.9 44.1 110
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 36.4 2.6 1.7 1.8 2.4 0.0 0.5 54.5 100.0 8.5 55.1 63.6 223
Second 34.7 1.1 0.3 0.2 2.9 0.0 0.0 60.7 100.0 4.6 60.7 65.3 255
Middle 37.7 1.7 0.4 1.3 1.9 0.0 0.2 56.7 100.0 53 56.9 62.3 265
Fourth 39.5 0.8 0.6 0.9 4.9 0.5 0.0 52.8 100.0 7.7 52.8 60.5 274
Richest 50.6 0.8 0.9 1.4 4.3 0.0 0.0 42.0 100.0 7.4 42.0 49.4 292
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 36.3 1.8 0.7 1.1 2.4 0.0 0.3 57.4 100.0 6.0 57.7 63.7 743
Richest 40 percent 45.2 0.8 0.8 1.2 4.6 0.2 0.0 47.2 100.0 7.5 47.2 54.8 565

1 MICS indicator TM.3 - Contraceptive prevalence rate

AThe categories “Male sterilization”, “Injectables”, “Implants”, “Female condom”, “Diaphragm/Foam/Jelly” and “Other (traditional)” are not shown because no cases were found.
() Figures that are based on 25—-49 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.1AR: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy

Percentage of women aged 15-49 years that have never used any contraceptive method to avoid getting pregnant, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number of
Percentage of women who
women that Husband/ Insufficient have never
never used Number Wanted partner means used any
any method of of No sexual to get was (too Lack of Side effects of  Religious contraceptive
contraception! ~women intercourse pregnant against expensive) knowledge? contraceptives  reasons Other DK Missing Total method
Total 40.9 1,790 414 37.7 2.6 0.9 7.6 4.8 0.3 31 15 0.1 100.0 732
Area
Urban 42.8 1,205 41.1 38.2 3.1 0.7 6.3 6.1 0.3 3.0 1.0 0.2 100.0 516
Other 37.0 585 42.3 36.5 1.5 1.2 10.6 1.6 0.3 3.3 2.7 0.0 100.0 217
Age
15-19 79.8 329 73.1 23.4 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.4 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 263
20-24 46.9 324 33.2 53.2 0.7 1.4 5.7 2.0 0.0 33 0.4 0.0 100.0 152
25-29 30.9 290 24.2 49.3 1.2 0.0 13.0 6.6 0.0 2.4 3.3 0.0 100.0 90
30-34 25.3 209 8.4 61.5 8.3 1.4 8.5 8.7 0.0 2.0 1.2 0.0 100.0 53
35-39 27.7 216 23.6 32.2 9.5 1.3 16.9 2.3 1.8 6.0 6.3 0.0 100.0 60
40-44 23.7 216 13.7 35.3 4.9 3.7 11.8 20.3 0.0 8.0 2.3 0.0 100.0 51
45-49 31.1 206 21.2 31.2 7.0 1.3 11.5 12.9 1.8 8.4 3.1 1.6 100.0 64
Education
None 39.7 214 28.8 38.0 4.0 2.7 15.5 6.3 0.9 3.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 85
Primary 37.8 1,232 37.3 40.1 32 0.6 8.1 4.8 0.3 3.1 2.4 0.2 100.0 466
Secondary or higher 52.7 344 58.1 31.5 0.5 0.6 2.5 4.0 0.0 2.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 181
Activity status
Employed 31.3 441 43.8 31.5 1.7 1.2 7.1 9.1 0.5 3.8 0.5 0.8 100.0 138
Unemployed 46.2 281 48.7 30.6 4.0 0.6 7.7 4.2 0.0 3.8 0.5 0.0 100.0 130
Inactive 435 1,068 38.7 41.6 2.5 0.9 7.7 3.6 0.3 2.7 2.1 0.0 100.0 465
Material deprivation
Three or more 40.2 1,469 44.6 36.5 2.2 0.9 8.3 34 0.3 2.5 1.3 0.0 100.0 591
Two 35.0 171 24.7 46.4 4.1 2.0 7.6 7.1 0.0 3.6 4.5 0.0 100.0 60
None or one 54.3 150 30.8 40.1 4.4 0.0 2.3 12.6 0.9 6.5 1.1 13 100.0 81
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Table TM.3.1AR: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy

Percentage of women aged 15—49 years that have never used any contraceptive method to avoid getting pregnant, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia Roma Settlements, 2019
Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number of
Percentage of women who
women that Husband/ Insufficient have never
never used Number Wanted partner means used any
any method of of No sexual to get was (too Lack of Side effects of  Religious contraceptive
contraception?  women intercourse pregnant against expensive) knowledge? contraceptives  reasons Other DK Missing Total method
Wealth index quintiles
Poorest 38.8 327 38.1 37.0 4.9 1.0 13.8 2.4 0.0 1.5 1.3 0.0 100.0 127
Second 40.1 357 47.4 37.1 0.8 0.2 6.1 1.4 0.0 3.9 2.9 0.0 100.0 143
Middle 39.7 357 46.3 33.1 1.6 0.8 10.0 2.1 0.0 3.8 2.2 0.0 100.0 142
Fourth 40.6 373 42.1 35.5 2.0 1.8 8.2 6.2 0.5 3.1 0.0 0.7 100.0 151
Richest 449 377 34.2 44.7 3.8 0.6 1.5 10.3 0.9 2.8 13 0.0 100.0 169
Wealth index
Poorest 60 percent 39.6 1,041 44.2 35.7 2.4 0.7 9.8 2.0 0.0 3.1 2.2 0.0 100.0 412
Richest 40 percent 42.8 749 37.9 40.3 3.0 1.2 4.6 8.3 0.7 3.0 0.7 0.3 100.0 320
1MICS indicator TM.S1 — Never used any method of contraception
2MICS indicator TM.S2 — Never used contraception because uninformed
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Table TM.3.1BR: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15-49 years currently married or in union that have never used any contraceptive method, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia Roma

Settlements, 2019

Percentage of Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number of
women women
currently Number currently
married orin of married or in
union that women union who
never used currently Husband/ Insufficient have never
any method married Wanted partner means used any
of orin No sexual to get was (too Lack of Side effects of  Religious contraceptive
contraception union intercourse  pregnant against expensive) knowledge contraceptives reasons Other DK Missing Total method
Total 29.1 1,308 4.7 60.7 4.2 1.3 12.7 8.2 0.6 4.8 2.5 0.3 100.0 381
Area
Urban 31.1 875 5.4 62.0 5.1 1.1 9.4 10.2 0.5 4.2 1.6 0.4 100.0 272
Other 24.9 433 2.7 57.3 1.8 1.8 21.2 32 0.7 6.5 4.8 0.0 100.0 108
Age
15-19 59.6 112 1.0 86.0 0.0 0.0 9.8 1.6 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 67
20-24 34.5 241 3.3 78.5 1.3 2.6 10.5 1.2 0.0 2.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 83
25-29 24.9 238 5.0 59.0 0.0 0.0 18.8 10.0 0.0 3.7 35 0.0 100.0 59
30-34 225 179 (0.0) (63.2) (11.0) (1.8) (9.6) (10.1) (0.0) (2.6) (1.6) (0.0) 100.0 40
35-39 216 178 (12.4) (36.8) (8.8) (0.0) (19.4) (3.6) (2.9) (6.4) (9.8) (0.0) 100.0 38
40-44 22.3 184 (5.0) (39.9) (6.1) (2.7) (10.2) (23.3) (0.0) (9.9) (2.9) (0.0) 100.0 41
45-49 29.2 177 8.8 33.7 8.7 1.6 12.7 16.1 2.2 10.4 3.8 2.0 100.0 52
Education
None 32.9 175 7.1 49.7 6.0 4.1 18.1 8.3 1.3 55 0.0 0.0 100.0 57
Primary 27.5 939 3.8 60.9 4.5 0.5 13.0 7.5 0.6 5.2 3.7 0.4 100.0 258
Secondary or higher 33.6 194 6.0 69.4 1.5 1.8 7.1 11.2 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 65
Activity status
Employed 22.0 324 13.8 49.8 3.4 2.3 12.0 13.5 1.1 1.7 1.0 1.5 100.0 71
Unemployed 30.2 183 0.0 54.7 7.2 1.3 18.0 9.9 0.0 89 0.0 0.0 100.0 55
Inactive 31.7 801 3.1 65.1 3.7 1.0 11.8 6.4 0.6 4.9 35 0.0 100.0 254
Material deprivation
Three or more 27.5 1,060 55 61.1 3.4 1.3 14.4 6.5 0.5 4.9 2.4 0.0 100.0 292
Two 29.7 139 0.0) (60.9) (5.9) (2.9) (11.0) (10.3) (0.0) 2.5) (6.5) (0.0) 100.0 41
None or one 43.3 110 3.3) (57.8) (7.6) (0.0) (3.9) (17.1) 1.6) 6.6) (0.0) (2.2) 100.0 47
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Table TM.3.1BR: Reasons for never using any methods of contraception to avoid or delay pregnancy (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women aged 15-49 years currently married or in union that have never used any contraceptive method, and percent distribution by reasons for never using contraception, Serbia Roma
Settlements, 2019
Percentage of Reasons for never using methods to avoid or delay pregnancy Number of
women women
currently Number currently
married orin of married or in
union that women union who
never used currently Husband/ Insufficient have never
any method married Wanted partner means used any
of orin No sexual to get was (too Lack of Side effects 