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Preface

There were strong reactions when Save the Children Sweden presented
Barnfattigdomen i Sverige in March 2002 on the vulnerable financial situation of
children in the 1990s. Many people were surprised, upset and sad. Surprised
because they had not associated Sweden with child poverty. Upset since over 345
000 children lived in poor families in 1999, and sad about the descriptions of how
this affected children’s everyday life.

This report is also based on a study by Professor Tapio Salonen, Barns ekonomiska
utsatthet — 2000. It is a follow-up of the previous study and shows how children’s
financial conditions have changed between 1999 and 2000. The studies on child
poverty are a first step towards a child index, which would annually reflect
changes in various aspects of children’s welfare at the municipal level.

We can note that the positive trend which started in 1997 has continued in 2000
— the proportion of children in poor families has fallen to just over 15 per cent.
However, there were still 296 000 children in poverty in 2000, 14 000 more than
in 1991. The differences between municipalities persist.

Behind these figures are children. Happy children and sad children. Freckled, fair,
dark, big and small children. How are they affected by growing up in conditions
of scant financial resources? In the large number of interviews with children and
their families in the media, following on from our previous report, it was clear
that poverty affects children’s everyday situation. It means having to refrain from
taking part in school excursions and open-air sports days because they don't have
the bus fare or money for the necessary equipment. Young people who cannot
accompany their friends for a snack or go to the pictures, younger children who
are not invited to children’s parties because they cannot afford to reciprocate. An
older girl described the anger she felt towards adults around her who did not
understand or who questioned the truth of what she told them about the family’s
financial situation.

Poverty is being reduced overall but there are still groups that lag behind. The
difference between children in the poorest and richest families is increasing. An
in-depth analysis of child poverty also shows that the differences have increased
between children with a Swedish and a foreign background respectively. In 2000,
the risk of living in poverty was four times as great for children with a foreign
background than for children with a Swedish background. More than half of the
children who arrived in Sweden at the beginning of the 1990s were still poor in
2000 — after almost ten years in their new country!

What signals does this send to these children? Ten years is long enough to have
passed through the whole of compulsory school. Many of them experience year
after year the feeling of being excluded while their Swedish-born schoolmates of
the same age have quite different opportunities. Child poverty creates a distance
and exclusion that can both hinder democratic development and integration
between refugees and those born in Sweden.



This report concludes Save the Children Sweden’s campaign Rékna med mig
(Count me in). The campaign has lasted for over a year and has drawn attention
to discrimination of children in Sweden. According to Article 27 of the UN
Convention on the Rights of the Child, every child has the right to an adequate
standard of living. Children are not to be discriminated against because of their
parents’ financial situation. In the 2002 election campaign, we asked the political
parties what they intended to do about child poverty. Save the Children Sweden
hopes that the new Swedish government will act energetically and state in the
declaration of government policy how and when child poverty is to be
eliminated.

Annika Ahnberg
Chairperson



Background

It is no exaggeration to say that more attention has been focused on the
conditions for children in society in recent years. This is the case in Sweden and
in the other EU Member States and globally. It is often about basic needs such as
the right to a dignified life and secure development. The UN adopted the
Convention on the Rights of the Child (Child Convention) in 1989 and it was
ratified by Sweden the following year. Article 27 of the Convention establishes
the right of children to an adequate standard of living.

Many modern welfare states have been forced to note that substantial
components of the issue of poverty remain unsolved, despite long-term
economic development and an increase in prosperity since the Second World
War. Today's poverty is very different in many ways in its character and form of
expression from the blatant misery of earlier epochs, although the negative
features and consequences remain the same. It is in this light that modern child
poverty is to be understood.

There are a number of different reasons for specifically studying children’s right
to an adequate living standard, although the foremost reason is probably that the
financial dimension of children’s welfare is of key importance. The financial and
material dimension is strongly linked, in principle, to all other dimensions of the
family’s welfare, such as educational level, entry into the labour market, physical
and mental healtht. It is quite simply not possible to exclude the financial
dimension in analyses of the development of welfare. However, this is not to say
that it is sufficient to describe the child’s welfare situation only on the basis of the
financial standard of living.

In the United States, child poverty has been one of the most central and sensitive
domestic policy issues since the middle of the previous century. Despite this,
American child poverty remained at the same level at the end of the 1990s as
when the major social reform programmes were introduced in the mid-1960s2. In
recent years, many EU Member States have adopted goals and plans at the
highest political level to reduce child poverty. In Ireland, the government
adopted concrete goals in 1997 for combating poverty, which are to be met
within a decade, and in the United Kingdom, Prime Minister Tony Blair

1 See, for instance, Erikson, Robert & Mikael Tahlin 1984 ? Samgang mellan vélfardsproblem’, in
Eriksson R & R. Aberg (ed) Valfard i férandring. Stockholm. Prisma, Fritzell, Johan & Olle Lundberg,
2000. Vélfard, ofard och ojamlikhet.. SOU 2000:41. Report of the Valfardsbokslut (Welfare Balance
Sheet Commission), Stockholm: Ministry of Health and Social Affairs.

2 Danziger, Sheldon 2001. After welfare reform and an economic boom: why is child poverty still so
much higher in the U.S. than in Europe? Paper at 8t International Studies on Social Security, June
2001, Sigtuna, Sweden.



formulated an “historic duty” in 1999 to eliminate child poverty by 2020. In
Belgium, it has been officially declared that poverty is to be halved by 20072,

A large part of the European efforts to reduce poverty are now included in the
EU’s planning for combating social exclusion and promoting integration. Every
EU Member State must annually produce a report on its strategies for reducing
poverty.

In Sweden, the issue of poverty largely disappeared from public agenda in the fast
construction of welfare during the 1950s and 1960s. The ambitious building
programme was intended to eradicate the old Poverty Sweden permanently. It
was only in the 1990s when the development of welfare encountered the first
longer deep downturn that the issues of poverty and exclusion returned to the
Swedish national agenda. This was, of course, a reaction to the threats to welfare
that were perceived in these difficult years.

In conjunction with the Spring Budget Bill in 2001, the Swedish government
formulated for the first time in the post-war period a concrete goal for combating
poverty in Sweden: “....the number of those dependent on social assistance is to
be halved between 1999 and 20044 This report is to be seen in the light of this
kind of social policy formulations and endeavours.

It is a first follow-up of a major study which Save the Children Sweden presented
in early 20025 intended to reflect the development of child poverty in Sweden
during the 1990s. This report follows up its results and reports how child poverty
has changed at the national and municipal level during 2000. It also makes an in-
depth financial analysis focusing on children with a foreign background, on the
poorest families and on poverty among children of different ages.

3 Vleminckz, Koen & Timothy M. Smeeding (eds.) 2001. Child well-being, Child Poverty and Child
Poverty in Modern Nations. Bristol: Policy Press.

4 Government Bill 2000/01:100 2001 Spring Budget Bill, p.16

5 Salonen, Tapio, 2000. Barns ekonomiska utsatthet under 1900-talet. Bidrag till ett kommunalt
barnindex. Stockholm: Save the Children Sweden.



How to measure children’s
material standard of living?

This report is based on the principal, methodological foundations adopted in the
previous study on the development of child poverty between 1991 and 199%.
The reader who is interested in methodology should consult chapters 3 and 4 of
this study. The following text contains a brief summary of the approach adopted.
We also take up some relevant points of view raised in connection with the first
study. Moreover, the report compares the definition of poverty with the
definition that the Swedish government has opted to use.

Choice of measure

The foundation in the choice of definition of poverty was described in the
following way in the previous study.

“There is no clear accepted way of measuring the material standard of living of
households. All attempts to define a limit — a poverty threshold — between the
poor and the not-poor are based on contemporary norms and valuations and on
the empirical opportunities that are available to measure this. It is therefore of
key importance in this research to give a careful account of the normative
considerations and concrete method options that serve as the basis for measuring
the financial dimension of changes in household welfare in various ways.”
(Salonen 2002, p. 23).

Two separate measures were proposed with a view to using credible durable data,
which show children’s and family’s financial conditions over time at the
municipal level:

? Low-income standard
? Social assistance

Both measures can be monitored annually for all households in the country
through different agency registers. The advantages of using these two
independent measures in a combined index is that they give an in-depth
opportunity of consistently monitoring deficiencies in children’s basic financial
security. The one measure — low-income standard — directly reflects household
finances while the other — social assistance — is affected by various social policy
measures.

Expenditure for households with a low-income standard is based on a lowest
acceptable level of expenditure based on the social assistance norm set in the
mid-1980s (with annual upward adjustments for inflation) and a norm for

6 Salonen 2002



housing expenditure. If income is less than the norm for this expenditure (income
standard under 1.0) it is defined as “low-income standard”. The measure has been
developed by SCB (Statistics Sweden) and is used to distinguish inter alia families’
financial situation in the annual report “Barn och deras familjer’.

Households who have been granted social assistance have a situation that is
under the threshold for what is considered by society to be the lowest acceptable
standard of living. The definition of social assistance is relatively easy to study,
although there are also disadvantages. The social assistance norm is based on
political decisions which really say more about society’s wish to help people in
need than about the actual needs for assistance of the vulnerable. A definition of
poverty based on political decisions can be changed apace with the business cycle
and current values of society. This was also the case in the difficult years in the
1990s when the social assistance rules were made more stringents. and the real
value of grants was reduced®.

The foremost reason for the choice of two indicators to monitor the article of the
Child Convention’s on the right of all children to an adequate standard of living is
the experiences from previous research, which have shown a relatively low
agreement between different definitions of poverty (see the section on
overlapping). Different definitions partly capture different segments of the
population and measure different kinds of financial vulnerability among
households.

It must be a long-term goal in Sweden that no child should have to live in a
financially vulnerable situation. Article 27 of the Child Convention on children’s
right to an adequate standard of living is interpreted in this report as:

Children should not have to grow up in a family which has a low-income
standard or which is forced to live on social assistance.

Low-income standard and social assistance

The proportion of children with a low-income standard increased greatly between
1991 and 1997. This was partly due to deterioration of the child allowance,
maintenance allowance and housing allowance. There was a general improvement
in the economy, however, in the late 1990s and the beginning of the twenty-first
century. How has the economic upswing affected the number of children living
in situations with scant financial resources?

7 SCB (Statistics Sweden) 1999, 2000 and 2001. Barn och deras familjer. Demografiska rapporter,
Stockholm: SCB.

8 Bergmark, Ake 2000. ‘Socialbidrag under 1990-talet’ in Bergmark A (ed) Oférd i valfdrden. SOU
2001:54.

Anthology from the Valfardshokslut [Welfare Balance Sheet] Commission. Stockholm: Ministry of
Health and Social Affairs. SOU 2001:79. Vélfardsbokslut for 1990-talet. Final report from the
Valfardshokslut Commission.

9 Salonen 2002
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Figure 1. Proportion of children living in households with a low-income
standard and social assistance respectively, 1991-2000.
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Figure 1 shows how both these measures, low-income standard and social
assistance developed between 1991 and 2000. The proportion of children in
families with social assistance had recovered by 2000 to the 1991 level —
approximately nine per cent - while the proportion of children in families with a
low-income standard was still a couple of percentage points over the 1991 level
(+ 40 000 children).

The figures for 2000 compared with 1999 show that both measures (the number
of children in the respective group) continued to decline. The proportion of
children who lived in families with a low-income standard fell by almost two
percentage points (-42 000 children) while the proportion of children in families
with social assistance fell by over one percentage point (-27 000 children).

Overlapping

The two measures — low-income standard and social assistance — consisted of
approximately the same number of children in 2000. The key question is thus
how the nature of the correlation between them at the level of the family. How
many children and their families comply with both poverty criteria? What is the
overlapping like?

Figure 2. Proportion of children in Sweden according to the incidence of
low-income standard or social assistance in 2000

Owerlapping, both low-ncome gandard and social assistance, 3.2%

Low-income
standard, 6%
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Of the children who lived in a family with a low-income standard or with social
assistance in 2000, over 62 000 had both a low-income standard and received
social assistance at least for some period of the year. This group among the
financially vulnerable children accounted for 3.2 per cent of all children in
Sweden in 2000 (Figure 2). In addition, 6.2 per cent (119 000 children) lived in
families which did not have a low income but which received social assistance
during the year. And, conversely, 6 per cent (115 000 children) lived in families
with a low-income standard but which did not receive social assistance in 2000.
Thus, altogether over fifteen per cent (296 000 children) lived in poor families in
2000.

Over a third of all children who lived in families with a low-income standard in
2000 also received social assistance during the year. The level of overlapping, i.e.
35 per cent, has been stable since 1997. There is a big difference between children
with a Swedish and a foreign background. The overlap was three times as large
for children in households with a foreign background. This indicates that families
with a foreign background must rely on social assistance to a far greater extent
while Swedish families to a greater extent have others around them to turn to at
times when they are short of money.

The level of overlapping of low income and social assistance varies greatly
between municipalities in the country from 0 to 64 per cent. Municipalities with a
relatively high proportion of children in poor families had the greatest
overlapping, while municipalities with few poor families and a low incidence of
social assistance also had marginal overlapping. This does not mean that it is
variations in the degree of overlapping that primarily affects the spread of child
poverty among municipalities.

Comparison with other definitions of poverty

In an annex to the Spring Budget Bill in 2002, the government applied a narrow
definition based on EU’s official definition of poverty. This definition was based
on a minimum threshold which corresponds to at most half of the median
income in the country in the year in question. With this calculation, child poverty
was under four per cent in 1999, while it was almost five times as high, eighteen
per cent, with the definition of poverty used in this report. In order to evaluate
the differences, a comparison is required of the threshold values for the different
definitions (Table 1), i.e. which is the lowest reasonable financial standard which
children and their families can get by on? When is a family poor?

Table 1. Comparison between EU’s definition of poverty, low-income

standard and social assistance level in 2000. Monthly income which
constitutes the poverty threshold.
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Type family EU-def  Low-income standard  Social assistance Difference
EU/low-  EU/Social

income assistance
ladult,1child 6457SKR 9461 SKR 8 270 SKR -3004 SKR -1813SKR
2 adults, 2 children 13 211 SKR 14 631 SKR 13539 SKR  -1420SKR -319 SKR

1. Based on the national norm for financial assistance and average housing costs for the
respective type of household. (1oF) Source: Salonen 2002.

The difference between the two definitions is considerably greater for one-parent
families with children than for couples with children, which can mainly be
explained by the low levels of income in sole-provider families. According to the
EU’s definition of poverty, a lone parent with a child is considered to be poor
only when income is SEK 1 800 below the national norm for social assistance
and SEK 3 000 under Statistics Sweden’s definition of low-income standard
(Table 1).

The definition of low-income standard used in this report is based on the
Swedish Consumer Agency’s and Statistics Sweden’s alculations of the essential
base consumption and lowest acceptable housing costs. The comparison shows
that the EU definition, based on half the median income, is clearly under this
minimum level. For a lone parent with one child, the EU definition is about a
third lower and for a couple with children it has been approximately 20 per cent
lower during the 1990s although it has successively approached the level for low-
income standard in recent years.

All children, who are defined as poor according to the EU’s definition in 2000
also lived in a family with a low-income standard. However, almost every sixth
family with a low-income standard could also be regarded as poor according to
the EU definition.

These comparisons underline that the poverty level is o a considerable extent a
result of the measures and definitions that it is decided to apply:. The measures
social assistance and low-income standard are based on detailed calculations of
the scope for consumption for different types of households — the actual income
required to reach a lowest acceptable standard of living. The EU definition,
however, does not take into consideration necessary, actual consumption level. It
may be a relevant measure in international comparisons between countries, but it
can hardly meet the detailed requirements for the actual necessary level of
consumption, which the other definitions are based on.

10 See, for instance, Hallerdd Bjérn ‘Socialbidragstagande och fattigdom’ in Puide A, (ed) Socialbidrag i
forskning och praktik. Stockholm: Gothia
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Child poverty in Sweden in 2000

The first studyit developed an analytical method based on two independent
measures: children with a low-income standard and children in households
receiving social assistance. The method monitors the development in the
municipalities and provides an in-depth opportunity to understand the deficits in
the child’s financial basic security. Both measures can be monitored in the agency
register that covers the whole population. There are a humber of reasons for
constructing a combined indicator for child poverty based on these two
measures. The foremost reason is perhaps the low concordance between different
definitions of poverty. The conclusion of previous research is that different
measures partly capture different parts of the population and partially measure
different kinds of financial vulnerability among households:2.

The analysis in the following chapters reflects how well central government and
the municipalities comply with the goals of article 27 of the Child Convention on
every child’s right to an adequate standard of living, through a combined measure
consisting of “the proportion of children who neither live in households with a
low-income standard or households who receive social assistance”. Goal
fulfilment is reported on a scale between 0 and 100 per cent. 100 per cent means
that no child lives in poverty. The results have been reported from 1991 to 2000.

Child poverty at the national level*

The development of child poverty in Sweden between 1991 and 2000 can be
divided into two periods. The first period was dominated by the general
economic downturn in the early and mid-1990s. Between 1991 and 1997, child
poverty in Sweden increased successively to peak at 22 per cent in 1997. In the
last two years of the 1990s, the negative trend reversed and the finances of
families with children started to improve. The level of poverty among families
with children was, however, notably higher than in the early 1990s.

Goal fulfilment — the proportion of children who neither live in a family with a
low-income standard nor in a family with social assistance — increased to 84.7 per
cent in 2000 (Figure 3). This means that over 15 per cent of children in Sweden,
296 000 children, lived in poor families. Compared with 1999, child poverty fell
by almost 50 000 children. Despite child poverty continuing to fall in 2000, there
were, however, still 14 000 more poor children in 2000 than in 1991.

11 Salonen 2002

12 Hallerdd 2000, Salonen 2002.

13 The concept goal fulfilment is used in this section, i.e. the proportion of children who do not live in
families with a low-income standard and/or receive social assistance. In the following sections, the
concept of child poverty is used, i.e. the proportion of children who live in families with a low-income
standard and/or social assistance. If goal fulfilment is, for instance, 85, then this means that 15 per
cent of all children live in poverty and vice-versa.
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Figure 3. The proportion of children in Sweden who lived in households
which neither had a low-income standard nor receive social assistance,
1991, 1997, 1999 and 2000.
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The lower goal fulfilment in 2000 compared with 1991 is mainly explained by the
higher proportion of children in homes with a low-income standard. In 2000, 177
000 children lived in a family with a low-income standard compared with 146 000
in 1991. The level of the second part measure — social assistance - was, however,
approximately the same in 1991 and 2000.

Many children and their families thus still have a difficult financial situation,
despite the general improvements in recent years for Swedish households.

Child poverty at the municipal level

In the 1990s, there were great differences in child poverty and different
development trends among the country’s municipalities, which underlined the
need of carefully monitoring the development of individual municipalities as
regards children’s financial vulnerability. (See also the enclosed municipal
appendix which shows the development in each individual municipality).

As expected, the proportion of children in poor families fell in most
municipalities in 2000. At the national level, the reduction was 2.5 percentage
points. In just under half of the municipalities (120 municipalities or 42 per cent),
child poverty fell by two to three percentage points, while it increased in only
three municipalities. In some ten municipalities, it fell by at least five percentage
points in 2000.

The great spread in child poverty among the country’s municipalities was largely
maintained in 2000. There are over 30 percentage points between municipalities
with the lowest and highest child poverty: 5 and 35 per cent respectively (Figure
4). Four of five municipalities had a level of child poverty of between eleven and
twenty per cent. Almost 50 municipalities had a level of child poverty under 10
per cent in 2000 compared with only 17 municipalities the preceding year.
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Figure 4. The difference in percentage points between municipalities with
the highest and lowest child poverty, 1991, 1997, 1999 and 2000.
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The country’s three largest cities had a considerably higher level of child poverty
compared with other types of municipalities. Over fourteen per cent of all
children in Sweden live in the three big city municipalities. Of these on average
more than one in four children lived in a poor family in 2000. During 2000, child
poverty was reduced most, on average by three percentage points, in the
country’s rural municipalities. The lowest child poverty, on average around ten
per cent, was to be found in the suburban municipalities, which is less surprising
bearing in mind that many of the country’s high-income areas are in the suburbs
of the big city regions.

When development between 1991 and 2000 is compared, it appears that the
spread of child poverty increased between types of municipalities. In 2000, the
big cities were still almost five percentage points above the 1991 level (26 per cent
in 2000 compared with 21 per cent in 1991), while, for instance, suburban
municipalities were two percentage points above the 1991 level. The difference is
related to the large socio-geographic changes that have taken place in Sweden
during the past decade and continued increased social pressure on the big city
regions.

Besides the spread of child poverty between the municipalities, it is worth noting
the development in particular municipalities. On the one hand, there has been no
or very modest changes (under one percentage point) in some twenty
municipalities in the past year. On the other hand, a dozen municipalities show
noticeable changes (at least five percentage points).

Child poverty related to foreign background

There are big differences in child poverty between children with Swedish-born
parents and children with one or both parents born abroad, or who are
themselves born in another country than Sweden. Almost a quarter of all children
have a foreign background4 and it has become increasingly common that
children are born in Sweden with one or two immigrant parents. In 2000,
approximately 110 000 children aged between 0 and 10 were born abroad, while

14 SCB 2002a Barn och deras familjer 2000. Demografiska rapporter 2002:2 Stockholm: SCB.
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160 000 children had parents who were both born in another country than
Sweden. Just under 200 000 children had a parent born abroad. The children have
this concept “foreign background” in common although it is far from being a
homogeneous group. A more detailed account of the risk of living in a poor
family on the basis of te children’s period of residence in Sweden and the
parents’ background is shown on page 23-24.

Between 1999 and 2000, child poverty fell by 2.4 percentage points among
children with a Swedish background. There were fewer poor children with a
Swedish background in 2000 than in the early 1990s. Child poverty also fell for
children with a foreign background between 1999 and 2000, although at a
considerably lower level, minus 0.6 per cent. In 2000, almost 38 per cent of all
children in foreign families lived in poverty.

Figure 5. The proportion of children who lived in poverty, 1991, 1997, 1999
and 2000. By Swedish and foreign background.
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The differences between children with a Swedish and foreign background
respectively in 1991, 1997, 1999 and 2000 are compared in Figure 5. The columns
show that the economic differences between the groups have been reinforced
since the economic upturn began in 1997. In 2000, almost four times as many
children with a foreign background (factor 3.99) lived in poverty compared with
children with a Swedish background.

This can be compared with a factor of 2.61 for 1991. During the strong cyclical
downturn in 1991-1997, the difference between both children’s groups was
relatively stable, while it has accentuated in the past few years. This indicates that
children in households with a foreign background have not shared in the positive
effects of the cyclical upswing to the same extent as children with a Swedish
background.

17



Focus 2000 - the financial vulnerability
of different groups of children

The income development of families with children has generally been positive
between 1999 and 2000 although not all groups of children have experienced the
positive development to the same extent.

This report makes therefore an in-depth analysis of household finances focusing
on children with a foreign background, on the poorest families with children and
on poverty among children of all ages.

A large number of reports and studies have described the development of
Swedish welfare in recent years from different starting pointszs.

The general picture is that Swedish welfare was under strain in the early and mid-
1990s which meant a strong reduction of the number of salaried employees and
reductions in public commitments. This took place at the same time as many
refugees came to Sweden from war-torn countries.

The structural changes in society — a working life increased subject to change and
the design of public services — increased the financial vulnerability of many
Swedish households. With some time perspective, it can, however, be noted that
far from all households were affected by the “welfare crisis” of the 1990s. It was
above all those who already had a weak economy, for instance, families with
children and recently arrived immigrants that felt the changes mostzs,

That families with children in general had a better situation should be viewed in
the light of certain groups being left outside the general development in
prosperity in society.

Children with a foreign background

This section analyses the financial vulnerability of children with a foreign
background, related to their period of residence in Sweden and the background
of their parents.

When children’s financial vulnerability is regarded from the point of view of
ethnic background in 2000, it can be seen that just under very tenth child with a
Swedish background lived in poverty. This is to be compared with almost four of
ten children with a foreign background. In 2000, children with some form of
foreign background ran almost four times the risk then of living in a financially
vulnerable household.

15 See, for instance, SOU 2001:79. Valfardshokslut fér 1990-talet. Final report from the
Valfardshokslut (Welfare Balance Sheet) Commission.
16 National Board of Health and Welfare, SOU 2001:79.
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Financial vulnerability varies greatly, however, due to whether one or both
parents is born abroad; 27 and 51 per cent respectively. The risk is in other words
almost double as high for children with both parents born abroad (Figure 5). The
risk is largest for children who are themselves born abroad, almost half of these,
approximately 110 000 children lived in poverty in 2000.

This is, of course, due to newly-arrived families having an insecure financial
situation while they become established in Sweden. What is disturbing is that the
financial vulnerability is still so high for children who have been in the country six
to nine years, including the children who arrived in the first half of the 1990s. In
2000, over half of these children still lived in poverty. Moreover, almost thirty per
cent of the children who had been in Sweden ten years or longer lived in poverty.

Figure 6. The proportion of children with a foreign background who lived
in poverty in 2000. By period of residence in Sweden.
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It is also important to note the remaining financial vulnerability among immigrant
families who in most cases were refugees in the 1990s, in relation to the forms of
financing between central government and the municipalities. In the present
central government system of compensation, a standard amount is paid to
municipalities for refugee reception. This payment is based on a maximum period
of compensation for the year of arrival and the next three years. However, this
report shows that many children and their parents who arrived in the early 1990s,
have received social assistance from the municipalities for considerably more
years.

The results show that the financial vulnerability in Sweden d children born
abroad peaked in 1997. However, at the same time, the financial pressure fell
relatively slowly between 1991 and 2000 on the basis of the child’s period of
residence. Poverty among children born abroad was still considerably higher in
2000 than at the beginning of the 1990s. There are then strong reasons to
continue to pay attention to the financial situation of immigrant children, in
particular all the families with children who have arrived in Sweden in recent
years.
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The poorest families with children

Statistics Sweden’s most recent income distribution study” shows that the
finances of families with children have in general recovered after the decline
during the mid-1990s. In 2000, both lone parents and couples with children
increased teir disposable income and passed the 1991 level for the first time.
The greatest improvement was for couples with children whose finances
improved by seven to eight per cent between 1999 and 2000. The corresponding
increase for lone parents with children was just under three per cent. Compared
with 1991, the latter family type remained at the same level, while households
generally and families with children with two adults increased their actual income
levels.

At the same time as families with children generally improved their situation,
income differences increased. The income standard for the poorest decile of the
country’s families with children deteriorated by over six per cent between 1991
and 2000, while the country’s richest decile increased its share by over seven per
cent. Financial conditions were largely unchanged for families with children in the
middle layer.

The income difference has not been so large since SCB started its measurements
in the mid-1970s8. In an international perspective, the ncome differences are
relatively low, although they have increased in the past ten to fifteen years,
especially after the crisis years in the 1990st. The income differences increase in
financial upswings, which is related to it being above all people who are already
well-established and well-situated who receive a share of real income increases
and other income improvements.

Statistics Sweden’s study shows that the proportion of households with an
extremely low disposable income increased in 2000, despite the general increase
in income among households?. The result indicates that far from all households,
in particular not certain households with children, shared the marked increase in
income, which took place at the beginning of the twenty-first century. Instead,
the proportion of households with very low or very high incomes respectively
increased and thus inequality in income in general.

17 SCB 2002h. Inkomstfdrdelningsundersdkningen 2000. Statistiska meddelanden. HE 21 SM 0201-
Stockholm, Statistiska centralbyran.

18 SCB 2002b

19 Fritzell 2001

20 SCB 2002h
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Figure 7. The income standard of the poorest and richest decile of families
with children, as a percentage of the median household’s income standard,
1991, 1997 and 2000.
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In 2000, the income standard of the poorest decile was over 60 per cent of the
median household, i.e. the 100-line indicated in Fig. 7 which corresponds to a
reduction of four percentage points from 1991 (Figure 7). During the same
period, the richest decile of the families with children increased their income
standard in relation to median income by twelve percentage points.

The increased gaps in income standard are marked most by the richest decile
improving their financial situation considerably more than other groups. In 1991,
the richest decile had 2.63 times as high an income standard as the poorest decile
which had increased to 3.00 in 2000. This means that the richest decile’s income
standard is exactly three times as high as the normed minimum level and would
be sufficient to provide for three families of the same size.

Pre-school children and schoolchildren

As expected, financial vulnerability was greater among pre-school children than
schoolchildren in 2000. The establishment of parents in working life usually
means successively improved family finances as children grow up. However,
many other factors play a role of course for the long-term financial development
of the family with children such as families separating, illness and unemployment.

The financial vulnerability of pre-school children and their families was at the
same level in 2000 as in 1991: 17.1 per cent (Fig. 8). Despite this, the number of
pre-school children in poor touseholds was over 20 000 fewer in 2000 due to
variations in the size of the child cohort. In 2000, the number of pre-school
children was extremely low in Sweden. The birth rate from 1996 to 2000 was well
under 100 000 children per year, while the annual cohorts in the 1980s amounted
in some cases to approximately 125 000 children. Among schoolchildren, poverty
was, however, somewhat more widespread than in the early 1990s; 14.4 per cent
compared with 13.3 per cent in 1991.
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Figure 8. Proportion of children who lived in poverty, 1991 and 2000. By
age.
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Summary

This report shows how children’s financial conditions changed between 1999 and
2000. It is also a follow-up to the study “Barns ekonomiska utsatthet under 1990-
talet” and is part of a long-term project aimed at preparing a municipal child
index. The report produces a picture of how Sweden lives up to Article 27 of the
UN Convention on the Rights of the Child — the right to an adequate standard of
living. Studies of child poverty are a first part, where the ambition is to reflect
changes annually in an index of different parts of children’s welfare at the
municipal level., in future also in areas such as health and education.

The analysis of child poverty in Sweden is based on a combined measure, which
consists of the proportion of children who live in families with a low-income
standard or in families that receive social assistance. This year’s report shows
changes between 1999 and 2000 but also contains an in-depth analysis of the
financial vulnerability of different groups of children. It focuses on children with
foreign background, the poorest children with families, and poor children in
different age groups.

The main findings of the report

* Child poverty fell between 1999 and 2000, although there were still more poor
children in 2000 than in the early 1990s. Goal fulfilment was just under 85 per
cent, which means that over fifteen per cent of all children lived in financially
vulnerable families. The number of children in poor families fell by almost 50 000
to 296 000 children. The positive trend that was started in 1997, has thus
continued, although compared with 1991, there were 14 000 more children in
poor families in 2000.

* The differences in financial vulnerability increased between children with
Swedish and foreign background. In 2000, children with a foreign background
ran almost four times as high a risk of living in a poor family compared with
children with a Swedish background. The proportion of children who lacked
financial basic security fell overall although the reduction was not as great for
children with a foreign background as for children with a Swedish background.

* More than half of the children who came to Sweden in the early 1990s were still
poor in 2000. Children with both parents born abroad and children who had
arrived in Sweden in the 1990s ran the greatest risk of living in a poor family.
More than half of these children were poor in 2000. Among children with
Swedish background over nine per cent were poor.

* Differences between poor and rich families with children increased. The very
richest increased their income standard further while the poorest fell behind. The
income standard of the poorest decile of the country’s families with children fell
by over six per cent between 1991 and 2000 while the richest decile of the
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country improved their financial situation by over seven per cent. The financial
conditions for families with children in the middle layer were largely unchanged.

* Pre-school children were more financially vulnerable than schoolchildren. In
2000, 17 per cent of pre-school children were poor, compared with over 14 per
cent of schoolchildren. The difference between pre-school and schoolchildren
has reduced since 1991.

» The proportion of children varied a lot between the different municipalities,
from 35 per cent poor children to around five per cent. The largest proportion of
poor children were in the country’s big city regions. See also the municipal table
on page 32.
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Table of municipalities

The proportion of households who are neither financially poor nor have social
assistance, 1991, 1997, 1999 and 20002, All municipalities in alphabetical order.

Municipalicy Rankno Percent Rarkno Percent Rankno Percent  Ranmkno  Percent

1991 1991 1997 1997 1999 1999 2000 2000
Ale 100 87l 151 20 IT5 23,0 192 854
Alingsds 8L 875 8l 21k a4 852 Fi0] 89,1
Alvesta 18 20,1 65 823 7l B&.7 Fi=] BESB
Anehy 243 aar 267 T1E 263 2.0 PLt:] R
Arboga 143 860 167 T84 IT7 a9 170 B, |
Arjeplog 7 arg 179 e 136 el 105 BED
Arvidefur 19 00 149 a4 Ta 86,8 1&2 Bed4
Arvika 249 823 153 790 227 a2 201 BL0
Ackarsund 128 864 142 731 77 B&5 47 B9.9
Avesta | &4 855 42 237 7l 8&.7 5% 896
Bengtsfors 79 ars 94 210 42 == 41] 101 BE3
Berg 229 833 242 745 222 816 253 LEN|
Ejurholm 189 855 191 T4 219 a8l L1 89,7
Ejuv 95 872 194 T3 206 822 131 B74
Eoden EN] 894 31 244 ] agl 5l 898
Eollebygd i - 8 a7l 23 2.0 1& 91,8
Bollras 172 854 181 e 193 g5 222 84,3
Borghalm 1| 773 284 &7.5 276 7l 156 e
Borlange 108 862 222 757 244 803 257 B9
Bords ELY 892 L1 es 128 ey 191 BL4
Botkyrka 185 754 288 603 288 &57 83 704
Eoxholm 240 a1a a2 214 b4 ar.l [EL 871
Eromilla 15 902 44 214 24 B39 &9 892
Eracke 126 834 272 T2l 248 a0, 242 N
Burltw 20 N 244 T45 261 723 172 Bl&
Bistad (-1 8546 225 756 247 202 242 B34
DCials-Ed 280 m7e 38 47 254 795 24| N
Canderyd 16 90.2 | 924 5 924 5 936
Dregerfors 24 ar2 a4 a3 20 86,0 =2 BES
Dorotea 154 8l 277 T4 74 T4 285 TTa
Eda 259 a7 269 Tl 282 Ta0 281 79,2
Elert 39 890 b 249 15 90,0 13 91,3
Eksjo gl 878 97 209 125 a5l &3 894
Ermrmaboda 136 862 ] 247 48 a7 11 897
Enkiping 75 are 145 30 114 84 11& B78
Eckilstuna 167 809 263 g 281 Ta0 32 TER
Eslow 198 845 214 T 208 a2l 118 Bd.6
Essunga 7 802 210 782 185 ae 154 BL3
Fagersta 173 854 a7 212 2l 863 gl BEE
Falkenbarg 78 a7 g8 217 TR 224 al4 116 B8
Falktping 74 880 171 783 19 =L ] 122 BT
Falun 47 888 88 212 145 243 1&1 Be4

21 The figures for 1999 on the number of children have been adjusted for Jokkmokk, Kiruna and
Overkalix (average for the year before and the year after). This means that the municipal ranking
number for 1999 has been slightly affected in relation to the first report (Salonen 2002).
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Municipality Rankmo. Percent Rankmo. Percent  Rankno.  Percent Rankno.  Per cent

1991 1991 1997 1997 1999 1999 000 1000
Filipstad 194 247 192 74 158 24 174 BE9
Finsping 141 =] 71 g2l 128 85,0 99 8.4
Flan 207 842 236 748 267 7eE 149 833
Forshaga 102 ar.l 45 8313 5l 876 .11 89.4
Fargelanda 237 229 172 7el 2] 86,1 114 872
Cagref 27 =1 148 3.0 139 Bd.6 75 82,0
Glslaved 142 =i 158 788 163 g5 180 858
Gresta 195 248 219 JLe 211 2.0 175 aL9
Gnog|a 63 B33 % B0.9 63 g7.1 48 89,2
Gotland 268 207 74 71L& 270 7e.1 70 BLT
Grums 235 830 207 TE4 154 g5 231 84,1
Grastorp L] == 11] 11 8.9 L1 874 &7 892
Gulleping 269 B80S 264 e 273 7L 279 m7
Gallvare 32 823 22 851 33 884 34 90,7
Gavle 22 ara ER 844 ] 8L.9 19 ar7
Gitebarg 75 796 285 &67.9 285 7.1 186 743
Giens 28 =L 83 8.9 9 ae.0 21 914
Habo 40 830 1& 859 8 21,0 2 24,1
Hagfors 154 g58 170 =k ] 154 84,0 183 86,4
Hallsbarg 135 852 49 =EH1] il BE.& 20 915
Hallstabammar 157 257 58 826 47 ar7 e 88,4
Halrriztad &l 23 189 EERT 221 Bl.& 114 4.7
Hammara f 914 7 872 19 89.3 12 922
Haninge 234 210 b} 723 287 To4 280 817
Haparanda 210 84,1 277 755 200 B3 126 84,2
Heby 255 2lg 254 733 162 ] 14% BT
Hedemora .11 == ] 150 790 11 BLE el 8BS
Helzinghorg 162 =L 258 7i4 280 Th.6 77 739
Herrljunga 155 aL7 183 e 158 -EW 17 are
Hjo 152 =23 212 7&0 153 24,0 125 874
Hofors 107 =% 95 210 102 aL.8 146 BE.9
Huddinge 42 a7 243 745 245 80,3 5% 828
Hudikevall 193 248 218 e 249 ao,l 185 821
Hultsfrad IT7 853 155 78,9 18 854 167 86,3
Hyloe 148 aLe 102 208 159 7 171 86,1
Haho 49 == 1] &9 222 105 BL.7 =11] 887
Hallefors 188 249 159 Te8 147 84,3 199 85,2
Harjedalen 228 214 126 JLE 228 81,2 127 842
Harnsand a2 ary 99 808 145 B34 197 85,2
Harryda L1 g7 9 arn 14 20,1 14 920
Haceglehalm 178 853 178 79 191 8.5 187 85,5
Higanzs Y] 24 4] a7 17 g9.t5 29 20,9
Hiogeby 132 853 m T 178 g9 138 R
Hirby 194 848 233 7582 268 Te4 144 B34
Hiadar 260 2le 158 7i1 251 a0,0 261 825
Jokkmokk 204 243 32 753 124 815 181 858
Jarfalla 121 255 m3 Te7 230 81,2 205 8L0
Jonkaping 7 855 130 73,9 141 B4.5 152 866
Kalbe k] 258 12 802 Eel L] e arT
Kalmar g9 874 1] 822 ™ 86,3 95 B84
Karlshorg EE] 223 136 736 120 8L 115 are
Karlshamn Th E7E 15 251 13 20,2 28 90,9
Karlskoga ITI 254 a0 816 74 86,6 105 88,1
Karlzkrona 62 23 70 a2l &9 BE.9 72 89,1
Karlstad 172 852 110 BO& 160 8.7 179 858
Katrinehalm ITé =L ] 143 LS| 203 2.3 200 85,1
Kl 174 853 154 78,9 173 833 115 B4.7
Kinda e =1 142 T30 157 ER:] (13 BE3
Kiruna 29 225 23 851 9 Be7 19 916
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Municipality Rankno Percent Rankno Per cent Rankmno Per cent Rank no Per cem

1991 1991 1997 1997 1999 1999 2000 1000
Klppan 148 224 241 731 235 1.0 193 B3
K.ramfors 167 855 209 762 181 a8 204 8E,0
K.ristianstad EE] arz 134 m™e 180 8.9 195 BE.2
K.ristinehamn 18% 849 204 785 189 226 178 858
K.rokom 137 842 114 204 103 a5.8 100 8E4
Kumla &0 8.4 14 252 9 21,0 13 9.2
Kungbacka 12 0.5 ] 852 24 889 1§ 92,0
Kungssr 161 a57 r 819 40 83,0 3l 20,8
Kungalv 11 aas 75 819 &0 a7.2 54 B9.7
Kavlinge ae ar4 5 883 E] S5 El EEW
K.aping 125 864 195 773 215 a21.8 229 84,2
Lahalm 165 856 182 e 209 821 150 BE4
Landskrona 146 2% 284 &80 287 713 287 72,1
Laxd 200 4.4 21 852 44 g7.9 121 e
Lekeberg - - 145 743 225 815 185 BL6
Leksand 98 a7l 140 788 135 B4.8 212 848
Lerum 7 a2 34 840 36 852 43 20,1
Lesssha o4 a7z 100 2la &7 gr.o S0 8B5
Lidingia 13 204 B F] 11 90,6 T 933
Lidk&ping L1 885 46 a3, 11 a74 &2 894
Lilla Edet 124 3% 230 753 197 224 129 74
Lindesherg 112 858 g3 214 100 g8 142 Be.9
Linképing 1o 849 115 204 134 848 1401 870
Ljunghy S4 aa.5 48 830 54 grh 50 B35S
Ljusdal 147 840 164 TEE L1 Bl4 228 243
Ljuznarsharg 2EI T M1 745 266 TE& 174 BO.2
Lomma 2 37 4 23,1 4 9.5 3 24,0
Ludwika 138 842 125 20,1 124 852 |55 BéG
Luled 46 a9 8 aL4 43 g7.9 40 20,2
Lund El a8k Ll =ET] R} 852 103 8g.1
Lycksele (S 846 62 814 o7 B9 143 86,9
Lyzekil 228 EERY 229 754 192 g5 183 BE7
Malme 186 747 287 &0y 289 &23 189 6.6
Malung 166 810 251 740 250 ao,l 155 N
Mal 1] g2, 43 2is 237 80,9 130 74
Mariestad 7l aa.1 &l a5 45 87,9 27 90,9
Mark E2 a8k 92 810 a7 BL.A 102 8e2
Markaryd 183 a5, 259 7i2 169 B4 &9 B&,2
Mellerud 73 80,0 57 [EN 262 790 263 824
M) clby 104 ar.l 152 ™0 144 843 144 Be.9
Mora 133 863 1] a2t 44 ar.8 &4 894
Miotala 190 842 201 a8 210 e H| 185 BG,7
Mulls|& 216 838 146 785 156 83,9 1&5 864
Munkedal 175 853 215 753 223 815 251 832
Munkfors 261 a5 t4 @9 172 ] 206 B0
Mindal B3 a8.5 LY a7 74 =8 113 BED
Menst eras 7o ag.l 137 it &l ar.2 4] 90,1
Merbylinga 120 44 124 80,1 112 855 104 ge.l
Macka 151 g8 o0 811 133 B4.8 128 BT 4
MNora a0 are 73 a2l 1a 855 134 g7
Morberg 70 803 76 818 73 Bé.G L2} 896
Mordanstlg 2174 80,0 254 EER 229 a1.2 124 84,3
Mordmaling 129 844 188 EER 214 a7 219 845
Momkaping 118 817 176 715 278 7e.8 273 80,2
Mo talje 144 50 176 B0 144 B4.4 113 879
Mors|a a8 a2, 112 805 151 4.1 a7 BED
Mybro 113 867 142 |7 138 844 126 874
Mykvarn - - - - | 945 | 950
Mykdping 206 842 186 T 218 =1 220 244
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Municipality Rankno. Percent Rankno. Percent  Rankno.  Percent  Rankno.  Percent

1991 1991 1987 1997 1999 1999 o0 1000
Mynashamn 127 54 121 20,1 Bs Bé, | B ag.k5
Plass|a 83 876 74 819 83 86,0 Th 82,0
Cickelba 221 =N 123 80,1 150 84,1 221 84,3
Cilofetram 45 g|e 11 Bl.& 10& BLG 68 892
Crsa 252 =FH| 282 nr 271 7e.0 264 821
Crust 180 5.2 24 TEE 196 mn4 124 ark
COoshy [:1:] g82 184 T 57 BT 4 i 0.8
Ciekarshamn 42 230 34 ER 883 BE3 n 214
Creandbkar 158 = 190 s 195 B4 07 84,9
Crgeldsund 150 a58 129 20,0 122 BL3 137 87,1
Pajala 214 g9 280 7o 24| BOS 247 834
Part lle 105 gr.0 59 B2E 109 BL.& 11 ags
Parstorp 277 |7 131 799 121 BL3 108 asn
Pleed 7 g0 il 859 12 204 10 9L
Ragunda 227 214 71 723 240 BO.& 211 848
Robertsfars kL] 5322 187 e 132 B4.9 74 82,0
Ronneby 15 = 185 T 142 Bl4 159 84,5
Ratowik 197 847 250 74,0 252 799 0% 84,9
Sala 212 840 231 753 185 27 184 85,7
Salem 223 =2 163 m|r 2 BE3 T 889
Sandviken 146 250 105 207 a5 86,2 120 ars
Slgtura 238 =] 194 T2 213 Bl 240 EEN]
Simrishamn 182 85,1 234 75.0 232 g1l 232 84,0
S)tbo 247 214 239 746 258 795 167 axn
Skara frd 833 39 838 k] Be7 44 o0,
Skelleftad 21 =] 13 BET 10 20,6 18 9.7
Skinnckatteher 278 e 139 733 114 BLE LE] g9.0
Skurup 222 =EN] 221 78T 214 ale 210 849
Skivide 21 ara 24 a5l 1] are 43 o,
Smed|ebacken 59 224 114 204 17 854 a7 8g,5
Sollefred 170 a4 1&1 m|r 152 24,0 160 86,4
Sollentuna 159 = 40 838 59 B7.3 7l 82,1
Solna 283 768 28 754 242 B0 152 a1z
Sorsela 134 842 265 T 17& B30 128 84,2
Sotenas 202 243 12 BeT 174 -EN| 182 aca
Saffanctorp 4 922 19 852 1 29,1 26 212
Stenungsund 160 257 120 202 140 B4.5 g4 88,5
Stockholm 274 R0 79 712 =E] Th4 183 a0
Storfors 122 B& S 223 78T 258 79.3 154 ER]
Storuman o0 ar4 138 794 187 g7 138 EN
Srangras 205 843 193 LEE] 213 81,9 202 85,0
Stramstad 264 812 83 &3] 77 Tro 180 T4
Sromeund 256 gle 75 TLE e TEB 75 80,4
Sundbyberg 79 e 240 745 253 79.7 162 a8k
Sundevall 10l =1H| 128 20,0 168 B4 189 a5k
sunne 186 = a9 812 172 8.9 176 859
Surahammar 201 844 113 204 12 BE4 =K ags
Svalav 156 = 244 743 239 BO.7 1213 843
Svadala 8 Lo 10 B&9 7 21,7 8 932
Svanljunga 253 glg 211 76,1 127 85,1 93 88,5
Siffle 191 B48 135 73,8 130 BL.0 123 ars
Sarer 145 850 5é =R ik BE3 E2 898
Saws|o 219 237 145 mBE 53 grs ig 20,3
Stderhamn 131 Be4 101 208 142 B4.2 150 857
Soderkoping 7 872 47 830 &3 gr.0 a9 88,5
Stder talle 284 LS 11 708 284 7R3 184 779
Sokvecharg 139 =] 106 807 34 B5,9 &l 825
Tanum 239 @me 283 716 217 Bl.7 136 ER
Tibro a7 ar4 109 BO.7 49 gry 57 o7
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Municipality Rankno. Percent Rankmo.  Percent Ramkno.  Percent  Rankno.

1991 1991 1997 1997 1999 1999 1000
Tidahalm 140 86,1 47 743 201 g3 158
Tierp 162 813 208 a4 171 833 177
Timra &9 882 127 80,1 184 a8 173
Tingeryd 199 845 84 a21.2 108 85,6 k]
Tjarn 50 888 28 809 131 849 11
Tomellla 215 838 260 FEN| 255 79.5 250
Tarshy 217 837 214 Fan 259 793 165
Torsis 211 840 200 a9 161 836 1 &4
Tranarmo 124 854 33 240 25 Ba? 108
Trands 106 ava 198 o 183 g1.8 145
Trellebarg 4| 89.0 141 Tl 134 gl 248
Tirol lhattan 03 843 I57 788 199 B4 17
Trosa 114 847 144 A 87 as | 96
Tyraci 168 8B5S 91 Bl.1 &5 871 35
Taby 5 218 2 298 2 92,9 4
Tareboda 245 825 252 R 245 803 196
Uddewalla 09 84,1 206 Ta.5 212 B1.% 237
Ulriceharmn 9 Q0.7 17 =N 19 893 17
Urnes ¥ 899 77 818 115 854 133
Lpplands-Bro 132 832 248 742 264 788 245
Upplands-¥isb 124 B& 5 132 i) 170 8314 148
Uppzak 185 850 199 769 231 812 230
Uppvidinge 136 B30 168 a4 123 B52 94
Wadstena 116 B&.7 122 80,1 93 B&,0 138
Waggeryd 109 B9 35 g9 28 a8 EL
Waldermarsvik 150 823 268 Ti6 265 Tar 143
Vallentuna 84 875 &8 g2 [ 72 EF
Vansbro 192 a48 118 802 167 B34 172
Wara 258 817 175 man 142 844 157
Varberg &5 883 104 808 137 4.6 147
Waxholm 3l 89.4 147 720 205 g2 188
Wallinge | 9473 3 892 [ 920 [
“atlanda 14 903 117 80,3 75 B&S 25
Wilhalmina 57 817 237 48 190 2.6 B5
Wimmerby 11 LR 177 LR 149 842 151
Windealn 48 gaa 103 808 129 850 168
Wingaker 153 858 146 20 |55 83,2 141
Wargarda 26 897 63 24 58 874 53
Winershorg 44 889 26 849 37 =4 k|
Wannas 1 205 &7 g2 21 892 50
Warmde 181 852 93 210 74 BES 45
Warnamo 17 902 52 gme 4] 83,0 45
Wastervik 24| 818 02 Ta g 202 g3 233
Wasreras 184 a5.1 174 ran 220 8l.4 139
W[ 99 87,1 72 22,1 92 850 127
fdra 130 B&.4 266 16 238 807 203
fstad &7 882 g5 813 a0 2% ] ]
Amal 103 a7l 126 20,1 101 a5 132
Ange 151 822 140 723 104 857 156
Are 263 813 205 F-11 204 g223 213
Arfing 165 812 213 Tan 72 T 78
Asels 230 832 249 40 260 793 271
Astorp 213 840 235 49 269 724 169
Atvidaberg 20 900 173 Tal 126 a5l 153
Alrnhulc 163 BLA 30 B45 14 20,0 11
Alvdalen 142 86,1 78 T2 243 B804 134
Alviarkeby 233 83.1 84 214 164 815 08
Alvsbyn 11 905 108 B0y 113 855 g3
Angelholm Ly 884 79 Bla | 85,8 Fic]
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Municipality Rankmno. Percemt Rankno.  Percent Rankno.  Percent  Rankno.  Percent

1991 1991 1997 1997 1999 1999 000 000
Cckera 3 30 29 847 7 BEB in 20,9
Odesheg 272 200 73 0 185 752 248 a9
Cirebro 244 =k 262 79 275 T2 278 799
Cirkelljunga 231 =kl 197 T w07 B2 158 84,5
Orne kilde b 43 830 25 BEO 52 876 &5 89,4
Cetersund 72 == 78 =1 95 BL9 1o 880
O terhker 123 = EL] =ER: 0 892 14 213
Cethammar 187 = 50 23,0 87.l g7l 49 89,9
Cetra Géinga i1 ar4 107 = ui) 143 B44 138 a7l
Crerkalix 208 842 133 738 21 B0 13% 87,1
Crertorned 4 3.7 180 e 134 848 154 84,4
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Proportion of children in households which are neither financially poor nor with
social assistance, 1991, 1997, 1999 and 2000. The 20 municipalities with the
highest and lowest ranking number in 2000.

Municipality Rankno. Percent Rankno. Percent  Rankno. Percent Rankno.  Per cent

1921 1991 1997 1997 1959 1999 2000 2000
Myevarn - - - - | 4 5 | 950
Habo 40 EN] 16 gL 8 91,0 2 o4, 1
Lomma 2 937 4 =y 4 525 3 4.0
Taby 5 218 2 g38 2 X 4 238
Danderyd & 202 | 924 1 924 5 936
“allinge | 9432 3 89,2 & 92,0 & 935
Lidingia 13 Q0.4 [ are 11 90,6 ) 933
Svedala g8 210 10 859 7 217 =] 9312
Kavlings ag 874 5 883 3 925 9 3.2
Pries 7 210 11 BaS 12 204 10 ErN)
Almhule 143 LY 30 845 14 0.0 11 923
Hammart [ 214 7 =F] 19 823 12 9.2
Kumla a0 88,4 14 852 9 91,0 13 92,2
Harryda 25 897 9 =F] 14 0,1 14 9.0
Kungsbacka 12 0.5 m a5 26 =) 15 2.0
Bollebygd - - | g7 23 3.0 1& 21,8
Ulriceharmn 9 0.7 17 =LY 18 893 17 91,7
Skellefted 21 897 13 857 10 90,6 1] 91,7
Kiruna 29 835 23 as.1 29 BET 19 91,6
Hallsberg 135 842 49 =ERi] 31 BE& 0 915
Gotland 168 807 274 TlA 270 7a.l 70 Bl1,7
Asele 230 832 249 740 260 723 271 817
Burléw 220 837 244 745 261 723 72 8l6
Momkaping 218 837 ey TIE 278 76,8 173 BO9
Ljusnarsberg 281 w7 41 745 266 TB.& 274 802
Strémeund 156 818 275 TlA 79 76,8 175 B04
Arjing 265 812 213 Te0 72 T 276 80,2
Helsingborg 142 LY 255 EE 280 TE.6 77 799
Crrabiro 144 8y 262 T 275 T2 7a 799
Gullzpang 269 805 264 7 73 Trh 79 79.7
Strévmstad 164 812 283 9.1 277 o 180 T9.4
Eda 259 817 269 16 282 T 181 792
Eckilstuna 167 8039 263 -] 281 Ta,0 182 7ER
Stockhalm 74 70 79 T2 283 754 283 780
Sodertalle 184 759 281 o8 284 753 184 7re
Drorotea 254 818 277 T4 74 T4 185 1A
Gatehorg 275 e 285 &19 284 T2l 185 743
Landskrona 144 825 284 &80 287 7.3 287 72,1
Botkyria 285 L4 288 &0.3 288 687 288 704
Malme 186 747 287 &07 289 &23 189 &6
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