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HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS AND HOUSEHOLD 
POPULATION 2

 

This chapter summarizes the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of the household 
population in the 2010 ADHS, including age, sex, place of residence, educational status, and 
household characteristics. Information on child birth registration, child labor, and child discipline is 
also presented. Knowledge about he characteristics of respondents and their households helps in 
understanding and interpreting the findings of the survey and also indicates the representativeness of 
the survey. 

A household is defined as a person or group of related and unrelated persons who live 
together in the same dwelling unit(s) or on connected premises, who acknowledge one adult member 
as head of the household, and who have common arrangements for cooking and eating their food. The 
questionnaire for the 2010 ADHS distinguishes between the de jure population (persons who usually 
live in the household) and the de facto population (persons who stayed the night before the interview 
in the household). According to the 2010 ADHS data, the differences between these populations are 
small. Tabulations for the household data presented in this chapter are based primarily on the de facto 
population. 

Because of the way the sample was designed, the number of cases in some regions may 
appear small; this is because they are weighted to make the regional distribution nationally 
representative. Throughout this report, numbers in the tables reflect weighted numbers. To ensure 
statistical reliability, percentages based on 25 to 49 unweighted cases are shown within parentheses, 
and percentages based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases are suppressed. 

2.1 HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS 

There is a strong correlation between the socioeconomic condition of a household and the 
vulnerability of its members, especially children, to common diseases. The amenities and assets 
available to households are important in determining the general socioeconomic status of the 
population. To assess the socioeconomic conditions under which the population lives, respondents 
were asked to give specific information about their household environment. The 2010 ADHS included 
questions about the household’s access to electricity, type of water source, sanitation facilities, floor 
material, and ownership of durable goods. Tables 2.1 through 2.6 present major housing 
characteristics by urban-rural residence. 

Drinking Water 

The source of drinking water is an indicator of whether it is suitable for drinking. Table 2.1 
provides information on the source of drinking water, the amount of time it takes to obtain the water, 
and the type of treatment of water used for drinking. The table presents the percentage of households 
as well as the percentage of the de jure population living in those households. 

Nine in ten households in Armenia have their drinking water piped directly into the dwelling, 
yard, or plot (Table 2.1). Urban households are more likely than rural households to have piped water 
in their house, yard, or plot (97 percent compared with 80 percent). In rural areas, about 3 percent of 
households have a public tap or standpipe and 4 percent obtain water from a protected spring. Overall, 
95 percent of Armenian households have access to an improved source of drinking water. 

The majority of households use water that is available on the premises; therefore, only 6 
percent of Armenian households have to go outside to get drinking water. In households with no water 
in the house, 13 percent of rural households spent less than 30 minutes on a trip to obtain water and 1 
percent of rural households spent 30 minutes or longer to fetch water. 



10  |  Housing Characteristics and Household Population 

Because households may use more than one method to treat water to make it safer to drink, 
water treatment is given as the percentage of households using the treatment method and the 
percentage of the de jure population (usual residents) of those households, rather than a percent 
distribution. Data in Table 2.1 show that water is not treated in 91 percent of households. The most 
frequently used treatment for water is boiling (6 percent). Overall, 8 percent of households use an 
appropriate treatment method, i.e., boiling, bleaching, straining, filtering or solar disinfecting. 

 Table 2.1  Household drinking water  

 
Percent distribution of households and de jure population by source of drinking water, time to obtain drinking 
water, and treatment of drinking water, according to residence, Armenia 2010   

 
 Households Population  

 Characteristic Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total  

 Source of drinking water        
 Improved source    
   Piped water into dwelling/yard/plot 97.1  79.8  91.0  97.3  79.5  90.5  
   Public tap/standpipe  0.8  2.9  1.5  0.5  2.9  1.4  
   Pipe into dwelling (own artesian)  0.0  0.8  0.3  0.0  1.0  0.4  
   Tubewell/ borehole  0.3  0.5  0.4  0.3  0.4  0.4  
   Protected dug well  0.1  0.8  0.3  0.1  0.9  0.4  
   Protected spring  0.3  3.5  1.5  0.3  3.3  1.5  
   Bottled water  0.2  0.0  0.1  0.1  0.0  0.1  
 Non-improved source        
   Unprotected spring  0.0 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.6  0.2  
   Tanker truck/cart with drum  1.2  10.4  4.4  1.2  10.7  4.9  
   Surface water  0.0  0.0  0.0  0.0  0.0  0.0  
 Other sources 0.0  0.3  0.1  0.0  0.4  0.1  
   Missing  0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.2  0.1  
               

 Total  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  
       

 
Percentage using any improved  
 source of drinking water  98.7 88.4 95.1 98.7 88.1  94.6  

 
Time to obtain drinking water  
 (round trip)        

 Water on premises  98.2  86.2  94.0  98.2  86.3  93.7  
 Less than 30 minutes  1.5 12.6 5.4 1.5 12.4  5.6  
 30 minutes or longer  0.2  0.9  0.4  0.2  0.9  0.4  
 Don't know/missing  0.1  0.3  0.2  0.1  0.4  0.2  
       

 Total  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  

 Water treatment prior to drinking1        
 Boiled  7.2  3.1  5.7  8.4  3.7  6.6  
 Strained through cloth  0.3  0.6  0.4  0.3  0.5  0.4  
 Ceramic, sand or other filter  2.1  0.6  1.6  2.3  0.6  1.7  
 Other  1.0 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.0  1.0  
 No treatment  89.5  94.7  91.3  88.1  94.2  90.4  
       

 
Percentage using an appropriate  
 treatment method2  9.5  4.1  7.6  11.0  4.6  8.5  

               

 Number 4,341 2,359 6,700 14,721 9,065 23,787 

 

1 Respondents may report multiple treatment methods, so the sum of treatment may exceed 100 percent. 
2 Appropriate water treatment methods include boiling, bleaching, straining, filtering, and solar disinfecting.  

 
Sanitation Facility 

A household’s toilet/latrine facility is classified as hygienic if it is used only by household 
members (i.e., not shared) and if the type of facility effectively separates human waste from human 
contact. The types of facilities that are most likely to accomplish this are flush or pour flush into a 
piped sewer system/septic tank/pit latrine, and pit latrine with a slab. A household’s sanitation facility 
is classified as unhygienic if it is shared with other households or if it does not effectively separate 
human waste from human contact. Table 2.2 shows the proportion of households and of the de jure 
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population with access to hygienic sanitation facilities (that is, those with access to improved, 
unshared facilities), shared facilities and non-improved facilities. 

Most households in Armenia use improved sanitation facilities that are not shared with 
another household (Table 2.2). Seven in ten households in Armenia use a flush toilet connected to 
piped sewer system, and 8 percent of households use a pit latrine with a slab. Flush toilets are 
widespread in urban areas, while pit latrines with a slab are more prevalent in rural areas. It should be 
noted that the 2010 ADHS questionnaire categorized sanitation facilities differently than the 2005 
ADHS questionnaire, and thus it is difficult to compare data from the two surveys. Two in ten 
households use a non-improved source. 

 Table 2.2  Household sanitation facilities  

 
Percent distribution of households and de jure population by type of toilet/latrine facilities, according to 
residence, Armenia 2010   

 
 Households Population  

 Type of toilet/latrine facility Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total  

 Improved, not shared facility 96.7 47.8 79.5 97.0 49.3 78.9  

 
Flush/pour flush to piped sewer 
system  94.7  22.8  69.4  94.9  24.6  68.1  

 Flush/pour flush to septic tank  0.1  1.2  0.5  0.1  1.3  0.6  
 Flush/pour flush to a pit latrine  0.6  4.4  1.9  0.6  4.4  2.1  
 Pit latrine with a slab  1.3  19.4  7.7  1.4  19.0  8.1  

 Shared facility1 0.9 1.3 1.1 1.1 0.8 0.9  

 
Flush/pour flush to piped sewer 
system 0.7  0.1  0.5  0.9  0.0  0.5  

 Flush/pour flush to a pit latrine  0.1  0.1  0.1  0.1  0.1  0.1  
 Pit latrine with a slab  0.1  1.1  0.5  0.1  0.7  0.3  

 Non-improved facility 2.2 50.8 19.5 2.0 49.7 20.2  

 
Flush/pour flush not to sewer/septic 
tank/pit latrine  0.3  0.2  0.3  0.3  0.1  0.2  

 Pit latrine without slab/open pit  1.7  50.4  18.8  1.5  49.6  19.8  
 Bucket  0.1  0.0  0.1  0.1  0.0  0.1  
 Public toilet  0.0  0.1  0.1  0.0  0.0  0.0  
 No facility/bush/field  0.0  0.1  0.1  0.0  0.0  0.0  
 Missing  0.1  0.0  0.1  0.1  0.0  0.1  
       

 Total  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  
 Number 4,341 2,359 6,700 14,721 9,065 23,787 

 1 Shared facility of an otherwise improved type  

 
Hand Washing 

Washing hands with soap and water is the most hygienic practice. However, hand washing 
with a non-soap cleaning agent such as ash or sand is an improvement over not using any cleansing 
agent. In the 2010 ADHS all household respondents were asked to show the interviewer where 
household members wash their hands. Table 2.3 shows the proportion of households where the 
interviewer observed the hand washing station in the house for availability of water, soap, and a non-
soap cleaning agent. 

A hand washing station was observed in 88 percent of households in Armenia (Table 2.3). 
The proportion of households with an observed hand washing station varies according to household 
residence, region, and wealth quintile. Urban households were more likely than rural households to 
have a place where hand washing was observed (94 percent and 78 percent, respectively). Households 
in Aragatsotn and those from the lowest wealth quintile are the least likely to have their hand washing 
stations observed (57 percent and 63 percent) compared with households from other regions and 
wealth status. 
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 Table 2.3  Hand washing 

 
Percentage of households in which the place most often used for washing hands was observed, and among households in which the
place for hand washing was observed, percent distribution by availability of water, soap, and other cleansing agents, Armenia 2010  

 

Background 
characteristic  

Percentage 
of 

households 
where 

place for 
washing 

hands was 
observed 

Number of 
households 

Among households where place for hand washing 
was observed 

Total 

Number of 
households 
with place 
for hand 
washing 
observed  

Soap 
and 

water1 

Water and 
cleansing 

agent2 
other than 
soap only 

Water 
only 

Soap but 
no 

water3 

Cleansing 
agent 
other 

than soap 
only2 

No 
water, no 
soap, no 

other 
cleansing 

agent 

 Residence      
 Urban  94.3  4,341  96.5 0.1 0.6 2.5 0.0 0.3 100.0  4,095 
 Rural  77.6  2,359  93.4 0.1 1.9 3.3 0.0 1.3 100.0  1,830 

 Region   
 Yerevan  94.3  2,444  95.3 0.1 0.5 3.7 0.0 0.4 100.0  2,306 
 Aragatsotn  57.1  259  97.4 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 100.0  148 
 Ararat  86.0  543  93.6 0.0 1.5 1.2 0.0 3.7 100.0  468 
 Armavir  75.5  539  95.5 0.5 1.3 2.6 0.0 0.0 100.0  407 
 Gegharkunik  97.5  447  99.8 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0  436 
 Lori  87.2  611  99.0 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0  533 
 Kotayk  94.2  537  93.4 0.2 4.6 1.3 0.0 0.5 100.0  506 
 Shirak  80.0  553  95.1 0.2 0.4 3.1 0.3 0.8 100.0  442 
 Syunik  100.0  317  96.8 0.0 0.1 3.0 0.0 0.0 100.0  317 
 Vayots Dzor  84.3  142  81.4 0.0 1.4 15.2 0.0 1.9 100.0  120 
 Tavush  79.1  308  95.5 0.0 1.1 3.3 0.0 0.1 100.0  244 

 Wealth quintile   
 Lowest  62.9  1,326  86.0 0.1 3.9 7.1 0.0 2.9 100.0  834 
 Second  90.7  1,346  96.0 0.2 0.8 2.3 0.0 0.6 100.0  1,220 
 Middle  95.8  1,427  95.9 0.1 0.4 3.5 0.1 0.0 100.0  1,367 
 Fourth  95.7  1,327  97.8 0.0 0.3 1.7 0.0 0.2 100.0  1,270 
 Highest  96.8  1,274  99.0 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0  1,233 
        

 Total 88.4 6,700 95.6 0.1 1.0 2.8 0.0 0.6 100.0 5,925
  

 

1 Soap includes soap or detergent in bar, liquid, powder, or paste form. This column includes households with soap and water only 
as well as those that had soap and water and another cleansing agent. 
2 Cleansing agents other than soap include locally available materials such as ash, mud, or sand. 
3 Includes households with soap only as well as those with soap and another cleansing agent 

  

 
Among households where a place for hand washing was observed, 96 percent had soap and 

water available at the time of interview. Availability of soap and water is somewhat lower in Vayots 
Dzor region (81 percent) and in households from the lowest wealth quintile (86 percent) compared 
with 93 percent or higher in households from other regions and wealth status. Only 3 percent of 
households in Armenia had soap alone, and less than 1 percent had no water, no soap, and no other 
cleansing agent available. In contrast, in Vayots Dzor, 15 percent of observed households had soap 
but no water available. In Ararat, about 4 percent of observed households had no water, no soap, and 
no other cleansing agent available at the time of the interview. 

Household Characteristics 

Table 2.4 presents the distribution of households by household characteristics, according to 
residence. All households in Armenia have electricity (Table 2.4). The majority of households have a 
finished floor, use natural gas for cooking, and have a specific place for cooking inside the house. 
Parquet or polished wood floors are most common in urban areas (71 percent). In rural areas, 49 
percent of households have wooden plank floors, 36 percent have parquet or polished wood floors, 
and 8 percent of households have a cement floor. Almost half of all households (45 percent) have two 
rooms used for sleeping. 

Most rural households (93 percent) and half of urban households (52 percent) have stone 
walls with lime or cement. Forty-one percent of urban households have cement blocks for walls. 
Shingles are the preferred roofing material in both urban and rural areas (52 and 79 percent, 
respectively), while taule roofing is used only in urban areas (29 percent). Urban and rural households 
show a similar preference for metal roofing (17 and 20 percent, respectively). 
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Cooking fuel appears to have changed 
dramatically since 2000. Natural gas is, by far, the 
most often used fuel: eight in ten households in 
Armenia rely on natural gas for cooking in 2010 
compared with four in ten in 2005. The proportion of 
households using electricity for cooking has declined 
from 37 percent in 2000 to 16 percent in 2005 to 5 
percent in 2010. Use of LPG has also declined; for 
example, in 2005, more than one-third of households 
relied on LPG (37 percent) compared with only 13 
percent in 2010. Conversely, use of natural gas has 
nearly doubled in the same time period, with a more 
rapid increase having occurred in urban areas (43 
percent in 2005 and 85 percent in 2010) than in rural 
areas (41 percent in 2005 and 70 percent in 2010). 
Less than 2 percent of households use solid fuel for 
cooking in 2010 compared with 5 percent in 2005. 
Expanded access could account for some of the 
apparent shifts. For example, according to NSS, just a 
few regions in Armenia had access to natural gas in 
2000, while in 2010 the gas system network covered 
92 percent of urban areas and 55 percent of rural areas 
(NSS, 2011a). 

Secondhand Smoke Exposure 

Secondhand smoke (SHS) causes health risks 
in children and adults who do not smoke. Pregnant 
women exposed to SHS have a higher risk of giving 
birth to a low-birth weight baby (Windham et al., 
1999). Children who are exposed to SHS are at 
increased risk for respiratory and ear infections and 
poor lung development (US Department of Health and 
Human Services, 2006). The 2010 ADHS collected 
information on smoking inside the home to assess the 
percentage of households in which there is exposure 
to secondhand smoke. The last panel in Table 2.4 
shows percent distribution of households by 
frequency of smoking inside the home. A high 
proportion of households in Armenia are exposing 
their members to secondhand smoke. In over half of 
the households in Armenia (55 percent), a household 
member smokes inside the house on a daily basis, 
compared with 38 percent of households where 
household members never smoke inside their house. 
Members of rural households (59 percent) are slightly 
more likely to smoke inside the house on a daily basis 
and less likely to never smoke inside the house (34 
percent) than those in urban households (53 and 40 
percent, respectively). 

Household Possessions 

The availability of durable goods is a proximate measure of household socioeconomic status. 
Moreover, particular goods have specific benefits: having access to a radio or a television exposes 

Table 2.4  Household characteristics 

Percent distribution of households by housing characteristics,
percentage using solid fuel for cooking; and percent distribution 
by frequency of smoking in the home, according to residence, 
Armenia 2010 

Housing characteristic 
Residence 

Total Urban Rural 

Electricity   
Yes 99.7 99.8 99.8
No 0.2 0.2 0.2

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Flooring material   

Earth, sand 0.2 0.3 0.2
Wood planks 14.8 49.4 27.0
Parquet, polished wood/
laminate 70.5 36.2 58.4

Vinyl or linoleum 5.0 2.5 4.1
Ceramic/marble tiles 3.3 2.3 2.9
Cement 2.7 7.7 4.5
Carpet 2.6 0.1 1.7
Other 0.8 1.6 1.1
Missing 0.1 0.1 0.1

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Wall material   

Stone with mud 0.4 1.0 0.6
Cement 2.7 0.3 1.8
Stone with lime/cement 51.5 92.7 66.0
Bricks 3.1 4.1 3.5
Cement blocks 41.1 0.5 26.8
Other 1.1 1.5 1.2
Missing 0.2 0.0 0.1

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Roof material   

Metal 17.3 19.9 18.2
Roofing shingles 51.8 79.4 61.6
Taule (tarred roofing paper) 29.2 0.1 19.0
Other 1.5 0.6 1.2
Missing 0.2 0.0 0.1

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Rooms used for sleeping   

One 34.0 26.5 31.3
Two 45.8 42.0 44.5
Three or more 19.6 31.3 23.7
Missing 0.6 0.2 0.4

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Place for cooking   

In the house 99.1 95.6 97.9
In a separate building 0.6 3.7 1.7
Outdoors 0.0 0.6 0.2
Other 0.0 0.0 0.0
Missing 0.2 0.0 0.2

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Cooking fuel   

Electricity 5.1 6.0 5.4
LPG 9.3 20.2 13.1
Natural gas 85.4 69.5 79.8
Kerosene 0.0 0.0 0.0
Charcoal 0.0 0.0 0.0
Wood 0.0 3.7 1.3
Animal dung 0.0 0.6 0.2
No food cooked in house 0.1 0.0 0.1

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
  

Percentage using solid fuel 
for cooking1 0.1 4.3 1.5

Frequency of smoking in 
the home   
Daily 52.6 58.7 54.8
Weekly 4.0 3.1 3.7
Monthly 0.7 0.6 0.7
Less than monthly 2.3 3.8 2.8
Never 40.2 33.8 37.9
Missing 0.1 0.0 0.1

  

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 4,341 2,359 6,700

LPG = Liquid petroleum gas
1 Includes coal/lignite, charcoal, wood, and animal dung 
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household members to innovative ideas; a refrigerator prolongs the wholesomeness of foods; and a 
means of transportation allows greater access to many services away from the local area. Table 2.5 
provides information on household ownership of durable goods (e.g., radios, televisions, telephones, 
computers, refrigerators) and means of transportation (e.g., bicycles, motorcycles, automobiles). 

Table 2.5 shows that urban households 
are more likely than rural households to own 
durable and electronic goods, while rural 
households are slightly more likely to own a 
means of transportation. Overall, 98 percent of 
Armenian households have color televisions, 92 
percent have refrigerators, and 81 percent have a 
washing machine. Eighty-seven percent of 
households have a mobile telephone, and 78 
percent have a land line (non-mobile) telephone. 

Household ownership of most durable 
goods has increased during the past five years; in 
particular the ownership of computers and mobile 
phones has increased dramatically since 2005. 
Twenty-nine percent of households have 
computers in 2010 compared with 9 percent in 
2005. Computers are much more common in 
urban than in rural areas (38 percent and 12 
percent, respectively). The proportion of 
households using mobile phones has increased 
from 33 percent in 2005 to 87 percent in 2010, 
with little difference seen by residence. Non-
mobile telephones are still much more common in 
urban areas than in rural areas. Although 90 
percent of urban households have a non-mobile 
telephone, the corresponding proportion in the 
rural areas is 56 percent. Conversely, the 
proportions owning radios or black and white 
televisions have declined in the same time period. 
Two percent of households own a black and white 
television and just 12 percent have radios in 2010; this compares  with 14 percent and 29 percent, 
respectively in 2005. 

Thirty percent of households in Armenia have a car or truck, while only 4 percent have a 
bicycle. Rural households are slightly more likely than urban households to own a car or truck (33 
percent and 27 percent, respectively). Bicycles are also more common in rural areas than in urban 
areas (7 percent and 2 percent, respectively). 

Forty-two percent of Armenian households own agricultural land; as expected, the proportion 
is higher in rural than urban areas (90 percent versus 16 percent). Twenty-two percent of Armenian 
households own farm animals, which, similar to ownership of agricultural land, is higher in rural than 
urban areas. 

2.2 WEALTH QUINTILES 

The wealth index is a measure that has been tested in a number of countries in relation to 
inequities in household income, use of health services, and health outcomes (Rutstein et al., 2000, 
Rutstein and Johnston, 2004). The wealth index is constructed by assigning a weight or factor score to 
each household asset through principal components analysis. These scores were summed by 

Table 2.5  Household possessions 

Percentage of households possessing various household effects, 
agricultural land, and livestock/farm animals by residence, Armenia 
2010  

Possession 
Residence 

Total Urban Rural 

Household effects   
Radio 15.5 5.2 11.8
Black and white television 2.2 2.0 2.2
Color television 97.9 97.3 97.7
Washing machine 84.2 76.1 81.4
Vacuum cleaner 75.5 50.3 66.6
Computer 37.8 11.7 28.6
Mobile telephone 87.6 85.7 86.9
Non-mobile telephone 89.9 55.9 77.9
Refrigerator 93.7 88.0 91.7
Digital camera 37.9 20.5 31.8
Video camera/camcorder 16.4 5.4 12.5
Table 99.4 99.8 99.5
Chair 99.6 99.7 99.6
Sofa/divan 98.3 96.5 97.7
Bed 99.4 99.7 99.5
Buffet/curio cabinet/wall unit 93.6 94.3 93.8
Air conditioner 8.0 2.9 6.2
DVD player 60.2 52.0 57.3
Satellite antenna/dish 16.1 19.9 17.5
Freezer 5.0 3.1 4.3
Electric fan 70.3 53.5 64.4
Sewing machine 50.6 48.4 49.8
Carpet 90.0 88.6 89.5

Means of transport   
Bicycle 2.4 6.9 4.0
Animal drawn cart 0.1 0.2 0.1
Motorcycle/scooter 0.2 0.3 0.2
Car/truck 27.4 33.3 29.5
Boat with a motor 0.4 0.3 0.4

  

Ownership of agricultural land 16.2 90.4 42.3
  

Ownership of farm animals1 3.8 56.1 22.2
  

Number 4,341 2,359 6,700

1 Cattle, cows, bulls, horses, donkeys, goats, sheep, pigs, rabbits, 
fur animals, chickens, or bees
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household, and individuals were ranked according to the total score of the household in which they 
resided. The sample was then divided into population quintiles—five groups with the same number of 
individuals in each. At the national level, approximately 20 percent of the population is in each wealth 
quintile. 

Table 2.6 shows the distribution of the population across the five wealth quintiles, by urban 
and rural areas and by region. These distributions indicate the degree to which wealth is evenly (or 
unevenly) distributed by geographic areas. For example, 81 percent of the rural population is in the 
lowest and second-lowest wealth quintiles.  In comparison,  approximately six in ten urban residents 
(60 percent) are in the two highest wealth quintiles. 

Table 2.6 also shows the Gini coefficient of wealth in Armenia, which indicates the 
concentration of wealth, with 0 representing an exactly equal distribution (everyone having the same 
amount of wealth) and 1 representing a totally unequal distribution (one person having all the wealth). 
The overall Gini coefficient is 0.22. It is much lower in urban areas (0.06) than in rural areas (0.32), 
indicating a more unequal distribution of wealth in the rural population than in the urban population. 
The lowest Gini coefficient is seen in Yerevan (0.02) where nearly half of the population (46 percent) 
is in the highest wealth quintile. The highest Gini coefficients—that is, the least equitable 
distributions of wealth—are observed in Aragatsotn (0.46) and Vayots Dzor (0.38). 

Table 2.6  Wealth quintiles 

 
Percent distribution of the de jure population by wealth quintiles, and the Gini Coefficient, according to residence and region, 
Armenia 2010 

 
Residence/region 

Wealth quintile 

Total 
Number of 
population 

Gini 
coefficient  Lowest Second Middle Fourth Highest 

 Residence    
 Urban  2.4  12.2 25.0 28.7 31.7 100.0 14,721  0.06
 Rural  48.7  32.7 11.9 5.5 1.2 100.0 9,065  0.32

 Region    
 Yerevan  0.5  6.6 18.3 28.8 45.7 100.0 8,321  0.02 
 Aragatsotn  61.1  23.2 10.8 4.3 0.7 100.0 954  0.46
 Ararat  44.5  24.2 9.5 11.0 10.7 100.0 1,904  0.32 
 Armavir  46.8  29.3 11.7 9.3 2.8 100.0 2,104  0.33
 Gegharkunik  24.4  42.9 20.2 10.9 1.6 100.0 1,608  0.23
 Lori  13.6  22.8 34.4 20.3 8.9 100.0 2,074  0.16 
 Kotayk  11.0  27.2 21.7 25.1 15.0 100.0 2,069  0.15 
 Shirak  28.8  24.3 30.1 15.2 1.6 100.0 2,120  0.26 
 Syunik  13.6  20.5 30.8 26.1 9.0 100.0 967  0.17
 Vayots Dzor  46.5  21.8 14.8 10.8 6.1 100.0 546  0.38 
 Tavush  36.1  31.0 17.6 12.5 2.8 100.0 1,120  0.28 
       

 Total 20.0 20.0 20.0 19.9 20.1 100.0 23,787 0.22

 
2.3 HOUSEHOLD POPULATION BY AGE AND SEX 

Age and sex are important demographic variables and form the primary basis of demographic 
classification in vital statistics, censuses, and surveys. They are also important variables in the study 
of mortality, fertility, and nuptiality. Table 2.7 and Figure 2.1 present the distribution of the de facto 
household population in the 2010 ADHS by five-year age groups, according to urban-rural residence 
and sex. 

The total de facto population was 23,672. The data show that in Armenia there are more 
women than men; 54 percent of the population is female. The gender disparity is more pronounced in 
urban areas than in rural areas (82 and 90 men per 100 women, respectively). Among the youngest 
age groups, however, there are more males than females. It is not until the 15-19 age cohort that 
women outnumber men in rural areas and not until the 40-44 age cohort that they outnumber men in 
urban areas. Overall, this imbalance in the sex ratio among the working age population suggests that 
the outmigration from Armenia has been primarily composed of men. 
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 Table 2.7  Household population by age, sex, and residence  

 
Percent distribution of the de facto household population by five-year age groups, according to sex and 
residence, Armenia 2010   

  Urban Rural Total  
 Age Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total  
 <5 6.7  5.2  5.9 7.6 6.1 6.8 7.1 5.5  6.3   
 5-9 6.6  4.9  5.6 7.2 4.4 5.7 6.8 4.7  5.7   
 10-14 7.2  5.1  6.0 8.4 6.5 7.4 7.7 5.6  6.6   
 15-19 7.1  6.7  6.9 7.7 7.7 7.7 7.3 7.0  7.2   
 20-24 8.5  7.4  7.9 9.4 10.0 9.7 8.8 8.4  8.6   
 25-29 8.7  7.8  8.2 8.9 7.3 8.1 8.8 7.6  8.1   
 30-34 7.5  7.3  7.4 6.1 6.0 6.0 6.9 6.8  6.9   
 35-39 5.6  5.5  5.6 4.4 4.8 4.6 5.1 5.3  5.2   
 40-44 5.3  5.9  5.7 4.9 6.6 5.8 5.2 6.2  5.7   
 45-49 6.3  6.7  6.5 7.7 7.8 7.7 6.8 7.1  7.0   
 50-54 8.1  9.9  9.1 8.5 9.3 8.9 8.2 9.7  9.0   
 55-59 6.6  7.9  7.3 5.1 5.4 5.2 6.0 7.0  6.5   
 60-64 5.4  6.7  6.1 3.4 3.7 3.5 4.6 5.6  5.1   
 65-69 3.0  2.5  2.7 1.9 2.4 2.1 2.5 2.5  2.5   
 70-74 3.5  4.6  4.1 3.1 4.7 4.0 3.3 4.7  4.1   
 75-79 2.4  2.8  2.6 3.0 3.2 3.1 2.6 3.0  2.8   
 80 + 1.6  2.9  2.3 2.8 4.1 3.5 2.1 3.3  2.8   
           

 Total 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0   
 Number 6,598 8,015 14,613 4,287 4,773 9,060 10,885 12,787 23,672  

 
The age structure is typical of an older population characterized by low fertility. Over two-

thirds of the population is in the 15-64 age group, also referred to as the economically active 
population. The proportion of the population falling within this age group is slightly higher in urban 
areas (71 percent) than in rural areas (67 percent). This difference may be largely attributed to high 
levels of rural-urban migration for work among the 30-39, 55-59, and 60-64-year-old cohorts. The 
disproportionately low percentage of the population in the 65-69 age group is probably due to low 
levels of fertility during World War II (Figure 2.1). 
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The data further indicate that 19 percent of the population is under 15 years of age. The 
proportion under 15 is slightly larger in the rural areas than in the urban areas (20 and18 percent, 
respectively). This is evidence of higher fertility in rural areas (see Chapter 5). The percentages of the 
15-19 and 20-24 year-old cohorts are larger than younger age cohorts, which may largely be due to 
the fertility peaks following the earthquake of 1988. The percentages of the 45-49 and 50-54 year-old 
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cohorts are also larger than younger age cohorts, which may be attributed to the fertility peaks of the 
post World War II baby boom that lasted through the mid 1960s. 

2.4 HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 

Table 2.8 presents the percent distribution of households in the 2010 ADHS sample by sex of 
the head of the household and by mean household size. These characteristics are important because 
they are often associated with differences in household socioeconomic levels. For example, female-
headed households are frequently poorer than households headed by males. In addition, the size and 
composition of the household affects the allocation of financial and other resources among household 
members, which in turn influences the overall well-being of these individuals. Household size is also 
associated with crowding in the dwelling, which can lead to unfavorable health conditions. 

In general, households in Armenia 
are headed by males (63 percent), while 
over one-third (37 percent) are headed by 
females. The percentage of male-headed 
households is lower than that recorded in 
the 2000 ADHS (71 percent) but is similar 
to that in the 2005 ADHS (64 percent). 
Households in urban areas are more likely 
than those in rural areas to be headed by a 
woman (39 percent compared with 33 
percent). The average household size in 
Armenia is 3.6 persons, compared with 3.8 
persons in 2005 and 4.3 persons in 2000. 
The average household size in rural areas 
is slightly larger than in urban areas (3.8 
compared with 3.4 members). The 
decrease in household size over time is 
more noticeable in rural areas where it has 
declined from 4.7 persons in 2000, to 4.2 
in 2005, and to 3.8 members in 2010. The 
average household size in urban areas has 
also gotten smaller, with the main decline 
occurring between 2000 and 2005 (from 
4.1 to 3.5 persons). There has been 
virtually no change in the past five years 
(3.5 versus 3.4 members). The increase 
over time in the proportion of female-
headed households and the decrease in the 
average household size are consistent with 
continued outmigration, particularly of 
men. 

Birth Registration 

In Armenia, birth registration is recognized as a child’s right. The registration of births is the 
inscription of the facts of the birth into an official log kept at the registrar’s office. A birth certificate 
is issued at the time of registration or later as proof of the registration of the birth. In the 2010 ADHS, 
for all children age 0-4 years, mothers were asked if their child had been registered. Table 2.9 gives 
the percentage of children under age 5 whose births were officially registered and the percentage who 
had a birth certificate at the time of the survey. Not all children who are registered may have a birth 
certificate because some certificates may have been lost or were never issued. However, all children 
with a certificate have been registered. 

Table 2.8  Household composition 

Percent distribution of households by sex of head of household and by 
household size; mean size of household, and percentage of households 
with orphans and foster children under 18 years of age, according to 
residence, Armenia 2010  

Residence  
Characteristic Urban Rural Total

Household headship    
Male 60.7  66.7  62.9 
Female 39.3  33.3  37.1 

    

Total 100.0  100.0  100.0 

Number of usual members
0 0.2  0.3  0.2 
1 16.2  13.5  15.2 
2 19.9  16.5  18.7 
3 18.0  14.1  16.6 
4 19.8  17.6  19.0 
5 13.3  16.9  14.6 
6 8.1  11.9  9.5 
7 2.9  6.2  4.1 
8 0.9  1.5  1.1 
9+ 0.7  1.4  1.0 

    

Total 100.0  100.0  100.0 
Mean size of households 3.4  3.8  3.6 

Percentage of households with orphans  
and foster children under 18 years of age
Foster children1 1.0  1.0  1.0 
Double orphans 0.0  0.0  0.0 
Single orphans2 1.5  2.2  1.7 
Foster and/or orphan children 2.3  3.0  2.5 

    

Number of households 4,341 2,359 6,700

Note: Table is based on de jure household members, i.e., usual 
residents. 
1 Foster children are those under 18 years of age living in households 
with neither their mother nor their father present. 
2 Includes children with one dead parent and an unknown survival 
status of the other parent.
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Birth registration is universal in Armenia, with 100 percent of births in the five years 
preceding the survey registered, with practically all of these births having a certificate. Small 
variations are found across subgroups of children; in particular, children in Lori region are somewhat 
less likely to have a birth certificate (97 percent) compared with children from all other regions. 

 Table 2.9  Birth registration of children under age 5  

 
Percentage of de jure children under age 5 whose births are registered with the civil 
authorities, according to background characteristics, Armenia 2010   

  Children whose births are registered   

 
Background  
characteristic 

Percentage who 
had birth 
certificate 

Percentage who 
did not have 

birth certificate 
Percentage 
registered 

Number of 
children  

 Age   
 <2  99.1 0.3 99.5 638  
 2-4  99.6 0.1 99.7 842  
 Sex  
 Male  99.9 0.1 100.0 773  
 Female  98.8 0.3 99.1 706  
 Residence  
 Urban  99.3 0.0 99.3 863  
 Rural  99.5 0.5 100.0 616  

 Region  
 Yerevan  100.0 0.0 100.0 472  
 Aragatsotn  100.0 0.0 100.0 59  
 Ararat  100.0 0.0 100.0 106  
 Armavir  99.4 0.0 99.4 140  
 Gegharkunik  100.0 0.0 100.0 115  
 Lori  96.9 1.6 98.6 115  
 Kotayk  98.5 0.0 98.5 150  
 Shirak  98.5 0.7 99.3 160  
 Syunik  100.0 0.0 100.0 53  
 Vayots Dzor  100.0 0.0 100.0 42  
 Tavush  99.6 0.0 99.6 69  

 Wealth quintile  
 Lowest  99.6 0.4 100.0 295  
 Second  99.7 0.3 100.0 308  
 Middle  99.0 0.0 99.0 300  
 Fourth  99.0 0.3 99.3 298  
 Highest  99.6 0.0 99.6 277  
     

 Total 99.4 0.2 99.6 1,479 

 
Children’s Living Arrangements and Orphanhood 

Information on households with foster children and orphans was collected in the 2010 ADHS. 
Foster children are defined here as children under age 18 living in households with neither their 
mother nor their father present; orphans are children with one or both parents dead. Table 2.10 shows 
the distribution of children under 18 years of age by living arrangements and orphanhood status, 
according to background characteristics. Of the 5,402 children under age 18 recorded in the 2010 
ADHS, four in five live with both parents, 15 percent live with their mother only, 1 percent live with 
their father only, and 1 percent live with neither of their biological parents. 
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 Table 2.10  Children's living arrangements and orphanhood 

 
Percent distribution of de jure children under 18 years of age by living arrangements and survival status of parents, the percentage of children not living with a 
biological parent, and the percentage of children with one or both parents dead, according to background characteristics, Armenia 2010  

 

Background 
characteristic 

Living 
with 
both 

parents 

Living with 
mother but not 

with father 

Living with 
father but not 
with mother Not living with either parent 

Total 

Percentage 
not living 

with a 
biological 

parent 

Percentage 
with one or 

both 
parents 
dead1 

Number of 
children  

Father 
alive 

Father 
dead 

Mother 
alive 

Mother 
dead 

Both 
alive 

Only 
father 
alive 

Only 
mother 

alive 
Both 
dead 

Missing 
information 
on father/ 
mother 

 Age       
 0-4  88.3 10.8  0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.1 0.4 1,479 
   <2  89.2 10.4  0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.1 0.0 638 
   2-4  87.6 11.2  0.5 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.1 0.6 842 
 5-9  85.9 10.5  1.9 0.9 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.6 2.1 1,345 
 10-14  79.3 13.9  3.2 0.7 0.7 1.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.7 100.0 1.4 4.3 1,553 
 15-17  74.8 15.1  4.7 0.3 1.1 2.8 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.7 100.0 3.4 6.4 1,025 

 Sex       
 Male  83.1 11.9  2.4 0.7 0.4 0.9 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.3 100.0 1.2 3.1 2,929 
 Female  81.9 13.1  2.3 0.4 0.6 1.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.5 100.0 1.3 3.0 2,473 

 Residence       
 Urban  84.0 11.2  2.1 0.5 0.4 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 100.0 1.4 2.8 3,149 
 Rural  80.6 14.3  2.7 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 100.0 1.0 3.5 2,253 

 Region       
 Yerevan  85.5 10.1  1.7 0.6 0.5 1.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.5 100.0 1.2 2.3 1,753 
 Aragatsotn  85.7 11.3  1.5 0.2 0.0 0.1 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.3 2.7 229 
 Ararat  83.2 7.9  5.1 0.2 2.3 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.2 7.6 406 
 Armavir  84.4 10.8  2.6 0.1 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 100.0 1.3 2.6 518 
 Gegharkunik  76.4 18.4  2.1 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 1.3 3.7 427 
 Lori  79.3 15.3  2.2 0.0 0.2 1.0 0.1 0.5 0.3 1.2 100.0 1.8 3.2 478 
 Kotayk  85.7 10.1  2.1 1.7 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.3 2.3 481 
 Shirak  66.8 28.3  2.5 0.5 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.8 2.5 544 
 Syunik  92.6 2.0  2.6 0.0 0.7 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 100.0 1.9 3.6 181 
 Vayots Dzor  82.5 12.5  2.9 1.3 0.1 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.7 3.0 130 
 Tavush  92.0 3.4  3.0 0.5 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.6 3.4 254 

 Wealth quintile       
 Lowest  80.8 12.7  4.0 0.2 0.7 0.8 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.4 100.0 1.3 5.2 1,199 
 Second  78.9 17.1  2.4 0.5 0.1 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 0.8 2.8 1,113 
 Middle  79.1 15.5  2.1 0.4 0.5 1.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 100.0 1.9 2.7 1,076 
 Fourth  85.4 9.8  1.9 0.4 1.0 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 100.0 1.1 2.9 977 
 Highest  89.4 6.5  1.0 1.2 0.1 0.9 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.6 100.0 1.2 1.4 1,038 
          

 Total <15  84.4 11.8  1.8 0.6 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.3 100.0 0.8 2.3 4,377 
          

 Total <18 82.6 12.5 2.3 0.5 0.5 1.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.4 100.0 1.3 3.1 5,402

 
Note: Table is based on de jure members, i.e., usual residents
1 Includes children with father dead, mother dead, both dead, and one parent dead but information missing on survival status of the other parent 

 
The table also provides data on the extent of orphanhood, that is, the proportion of children 

who have lost one or both parents. Three percent of children under age 18 have lost one or both 
parents. Two percent of children under age 18 have lost their fathers and less than 1 percent have lost 
their mothers. Extremely few children under age 18 are reported to have lost both parents. 

Differentials in fosterhood and orphanhood by background characteristics are not large. As 
expected, older children are more likely than younger children to be fostered and orphaned. For 
example, older children are less likely than younger children to live with both parents and are more 
likely than younger children to have lost one or both parents. Small differences in living arrangements 
are found between rural and urban children. Syunik and Tavush have found the highest proportions of 
children living with both parents (93 percent and 92 percent, respectively), while Shirak has the 
lowest (67 percent). Shirak also reports the highest proportion of children who live only with their 
mothers but whose fathers are alive (28 percent) compared with the national average of 13 percent for 
children under age 18. This is possibly due to high levels of male migration away from home in 
search of employment. Table 2.10 shows that children from the two highest wealth quintiles are more 
likely to live with both parents, although the difference between wealth quintiles is not large. 

The proportion of orphanhood among children under age 15 can be compared with data from 
the 2000 ADHS at national level. Overall, the proportion of children under age 15 living with both 
parents has declined from 90 percent in 2000 to 84 percent in 2010. This is due to a substantial 
increase in the proportion of children who live only with their mothers but whose fathers are alive 
(from 5 percent in 2000 to 12 percent in 2010). 
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Regional level comparisons between the surveys in Figure 2.2 show that over the past ten 
years, among children under age 15, there has been a steady increase in the proportion of children 
who live only with their mothers but whose fathers are alive in Shirak (28 percent in 2010 versus 23 
percent in 2005 and 6 percent in 2000) and in Aragatsotn (10 percent in 2010 compared with 6 
percent in 2005 and 1 percent in 2000). The opposite trend is noticeable in Gegharkunik, Syunik, 
Yerevan, Tavush, Ararat, and Kotayk where the proportion of children under age 15 who live only 
with their mothers, but whose fathers are alive, has declined during the past five years (Figure 2.2). 
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 Figure 2.2  Percentage of Children under Age 15 Who Live Only 
with Their Mother but Whose Father is Alive, Armenia 

2000, 2005, and 2010 

 

2.5 EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS 

Education is important because it helps individuals make informed decisions that impact their 
health and well-being. Armenia’s educational system has undergone several stages of restructuring 
over the past five years, making the analysis of education data across a wide range of ages 
challenging.1 The current school system in Armenia has been in place since 2007, when definition of 
basic school changed from grades 1-8 to grades 1-9 and definition of high school changed from 
grades 9-10 to grades 10-12. The current school system consists of primary school (grades 1 through 4 
for students’ age 6-10), middle school (grades 5 through 9 for students’ age 10-14), and high school 
(grades 10 through 12 for student’s age 15-17). Primary and middle school (grades 1 through 9) 
together constitute what is referred to as basic education. In the constitution of Armenia basic 
education is declared to be mandatory. Primary, middle, and high school together (or grades 1 through 
12) constitute what is referred to as a standard school or secondary education. In this report, 
respondents who have attended or completed grades 1 through 9 are presented as having attained 
basic education, and those who in addition to basic school have attended or completed high school are 
presented as having attained secondary education. 

Students who have completed a minimum of nine grades may enroll in specialized secondary 
education, which provides training for careers that require mid-level qualifications, such as nurses, 

                                                      
1 The Armenian educational system in 2000-2005 consisted of primary school (grades 1-3, age 7-9), middle 
school (grades 4-8, age 10-14), and high school (grades 9-10, ages 15-16). Education of at least 8 grades was 
compulsory. Students who had completed at least 8 grades were eligible for secondary-special education. Since 
2005, age 6 years and 6 months has become the mandatory age of school enrollment. Before 2005, children 
were allowed to enter school at age 6 or 7; the majority of children would start school at age 7. 
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midwives, musicians, technicians, and others. The course of study for specialized secondary education 
can be completed in one to three years depending on the number of grades completed by a student. 
Upon graduation students receive a secondary-special education degree, a level that is somewhat 
higher than secondary education but lower than higher education. University and postgraduate 
education provides training for a higher level of specialists. Students who have completed secondary 
education or secondary-special education may enroll in a university. 

Tables 2.11 and 2.12 present information on the educational attainment of the Armenian 
population age 6 and older. Virtually all Armenians have gone to school. The median number of years 
of schooling by sex is 9.9 years for women and 9.6 years for men. The proportions of the female and 
male populations with no education are low (less than 1 percent each), with the highest levels being 
among those age 6 to 9 (reflecting some who have not yet started school) and those age 65 and older. 
Individuals residing in urban areas have substantially higher levels of secondary-special and higher 
education than those in rural areas. One in three respondents living in the capital city of Yerevan has 
higher education compared with one in ten in Aragatsotn, Ararart, or Gegharkunik. Wealth status has 
a strong positive relationship with education; 40 percent of women in the highest wealth quintile have 
at least some higher education compared with 8 percent of women in the lowest quintile. The 
corresponding proportions for men are 37 percent and 6 percent, respectively. 

 Table 2.11  Educational attainment of the female household population 

 
Percent distribution of the de facto female household populations age 6 and older by highest level of schooling attended or 
completed and median years completed, according to background characteristics, Armenia 2010 

 
Background 
characteristic 

No 
education 

Some 
primary 

Completed 
primary1 

Some 
secondary

Completed 
secondary2

Secondary 
special Higher Total Number 

Median 
years 

completed

 Age      
 6-9  5.2 92.9  1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 488  0.9 
 10-14  0.0 5.7  9.2 84.2 0.0 0.3 0.4 100.0 719  5.5 
 15-19  0.2 0.0  0.0 30.0 21.7 15.5 32.6 100.0 899  9.6 
 20-24  0.2 0.0  0.0 3.7 31.5 24.9 39.7 100.0 1,076  12.1 
 25-29  0.4 0.0  0.0 4.6 34.2 28.3 32.5 100.0 975  11.8 
 30-34  0.5 0.0  0.0 6.7 32.5 31.4 28.9 100.0 873  11.7 
 35-39  0.4 0.0  0.0 3.8 36.0 34.5 25.4 100.0 674  11.4 
 40-44  0.1 0.1  0.0 3.2 40.8 33.4 22.3 100.0 792  11.1 
 45-49  0.1 0.0  0.2 3.4 41.5 34.1 20.8 100.0 910  11.2 
 50-54  0.0 0.2  0.2 4.9 43.7 30.8 20.1 100.0 1,239  10.2 
 55-59  0.2 0.0  0.0 5.6 37.6 33.8 22.8 100.0 893  11.3 
 60-64  0.1 0.4  0.2 9.4 32.8 27.5 29.6 100.0 710  11.6 
 65+  2.3 4.4  6.4 31.6 28.1 14.6 12.6 100.0 1,722  9.2 

 Residence     
 Urban  0.5 4.6  0.9 12.7 24.5 27.2 29.7 100.0 7,520  11.2 
 Rural  1.1 5.2  2.8 19.6 41.5 19.1 10.7 100.0 4,448  9.5 

 Region     
 Yerevan  0.3 4.3  0.7 10.9 20.5 26.3 36.9 100.0 4,280  11.7 
 Aragatsotn  0.1 4.9  1.5 14.4 54.2 13.4 11.6 100.0 461  9.5 
 Ararat  0.8 6.7  2.2 18.5 44.6 16.2 11.0 100.0 928  9.5 
 Armavir  1.8 4.1  1.2 19.5 33.8 25.4 14.2 100.0 1,016  9.7 
 Gegharkunik  1.7 5.9  3.4 18.3 43.2 16.6 10.8 100.0 842  9.5 
 Lori  0.7 3.8  2.0 15.6 37.7 22.7 17.5 100.0 1,026  9.7 
 Kotayk  0.8 6.3  1.7 16.7 30.8 25.1 18.6 100.0 1,026  9.8 
 Shirak  0.8 4.7  1.6 18.9 30.5 27.8 15.6 100.0 1,104  9.8 
 Syunik  0.2 2.8  2.0 16.5 29.3 32.2 17.0 100.0 469  10.0 
 Vayots Dzor  0.4 5.9  3.3 12.2 40.3 24.8 13.1 100.0 270  9.7 
 Tavush  0.9 5.9  3.1 21.0 28.3 26.0 14.7 100.0 545  9.7
 Wealth quintile     
 Lowest  1.5 4.9  3.2 21.9 44.6 16.1 7.9 100.0 2,340  9.4 
 Second  0.8 5.4  2.1 20.1 37.3 21.6 12.7 100.0 2,443  9.6 
 Middle  0.6 5.0  1.1 14.8 29.8 27.9 20.6 100.0 2,432  9.9 
 Fourth  0.5 3.8  0.9 10.6 24.5 28.0 31.6 100.0 2,381  11.4 
 Highest  0.1 4.9  0.7 8.8 17.9 27.2 40.4 100.0 2,373  12.1 
         

 Total 0.7 4.8 1.6 15.2 30.8 24.2 22.6 100.0 11,969 9.9

 

1 Completed grade 4 at the primary level 
2 Completed grade 12 at the secondary level or completed grade 10 or grade 11 at the secondary level and has a secondary 
school diploma/attestat  
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 Table 2.12  Educational attainment of the male household population 

 
Percent distribution of the de facto male household population age 6 and older by highest level of schooling attended or 
completed and median years completed, according to background characteristics, Armenia 2010 

 
Background 
characteristic 

No 
education 

Some 
primary 

Completed 
primary1 

Some 
secondary

Completed 
secondary2

Secondary 
special Higher Total Number 

Median 
years 

completed

 Age      
 6-9  3.3 94.1  2.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 593  0.8 
 10-14  0.1 3.6  8.5 86.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 100.0 834  5.3 
 15-19  0.7 0.0  0.0 43.0 19.3 12.8 24.2 100.0 800  9.2 
 20-24  0.2 0.0  0.2 11.4 41.1 14.3 32.6 100.0 961  9.9 
 25-29  0.8 0.7  0.0 11.7 43.6 11.4 31.8 100.0 953  9.8 
 30-34  0.1 0.0  0.5 12.8 45.9 15.0 25.6 100.0 756  9.8 
 35-39  0.0 0.1  0.2 7.7 43.3 20.1 28.6 100.0 560  10.0 
 40-44  0.4 0.2  0.0 6.6 36.2 31.3 25.3 100.0 561  11.1 
 45-49  0.1 0.0  0.0 6.4 41.5 28.7 23.3 100.0 744  10.4 
 50-54  0.2 0.3  0.0 8.2 42.2 28.1 21.1 100.0 897  10.0 
 55-59  0.2 0.6  0.0 7.8 35.1 33.8 22.5 100.0 651  11.3 
 60-64  0.0 0.0  0.0 9.4 29.7 31.8 29.1 100.0 500  11.5 
 65+  1.6 3.5  5.3 27.1 29.9 15.2 17.4 100.0 1,153  9.5 
 Residence     
 Urban  0.4 5.9  1.1 16.9 26.4 20.1 29.2 100.0 6,062  9.9 
 Rural  1.0 7.3  2.1 24.8 40.2 14.5 10.1 100.0 3,901  9.4 

 Region     
 Yerevan  0.4 6.1  1.1 14.8 22.1 19.4 35.9 100.0 3,381  10.8 
 Aragatsotn  1.2 7.3  1.0 18.1 55.3 6.9 10.3 100.0 426  9.4 
 Ararat  0.5 7.0  1.2 20.7 48.4 11.4 10.8 100.0 850  9.4 
 Armavir  1.4 6.2  2.3 25.1 31.0 19.2 14.8 100.0 923  9.5 
 Gegharkunik  1.2 8.9  2.0 22.8 43.0 12.9 9.3 100.0 651  9.3 
 Lori  0.3 5.8  1.7 25.2 37.1 15.0 14.7 100.0 902  9.5 
 Kotayk  0.5 5.7  1.3 23.0 30.7 21.5 17.2 100.0 859  9.6 
 Shirak  0.4 7.0  1.9 22.5 27.9 21.6 18.8 100.0 830  9.6 
 Syunik  0.8 5.3  1.8 17.6 31.8 25.0 17.7 100.0 440  9.8 
 Vayots Dzor  0.5 6.3  2.8 14.6 38.7 23.7 13.3 100.0 223  9.7 
 Tavush  0.4 7.2  2.1 28.7 31.1 16.1 14.3 100.0 479  9.4 

 Wealth quintile     
 Lowest  1.3 7.2  2.5 28.5 41.8 12.3 6.4 100.0 2,056  9.3 
 Second  0.8 7.1  1.8 24.6 38.8 16.6 10.5 100.0 1,937  9.4 
 Middle  0.5 7.1  1.7 20.5 31.4 19.7 19.2 100.0 1,985  9.6 
 Fourth  0.3 4.9  1.0 13.9 24.1 20.0 35.8 100.0 1,974  10.8 
 Highest  0.1 6.0  0.7 12.4 22.8 21.1 36.7 100.0 2,011  11.2 
         

 Total 0.6 6.5 1.5 20.0 31.8 17.9 21.7 100.0 9,963 9.6

 

1 Completed grade 4 at the primary level 
2 Completed grade 12 at the secondary level or completed grade 10 or grade 11 at the secondary level and has a secondary school 
diploma/attestat  

 
Data on net attendance ratios (NARs) and gross attendance ratios (GARs) by school level, 

sex, residence, region, and wealth quintile are shown in Table 2.13. The NAR indicates participation 
in basic education (primary and middle school) for the population age 6-14 and high school for the 
population age 15-17. The GAR measures participation at each level of schooling among those of any 
age from 6 to 24. The GAR is nearly always higher than the NAR for the same level because the GAR 
includes participation by those who may be older or younger than the official age range for that level.2 
A NAR of 100 percent would indicate that all children in the official age range for the level are 
attending education at that level. The GAR can exceed 100 percent if there is significant over age or 
under age participation at a given level of schooling. 

                                                      
2 Students who are over age for a given level of schooling may have started school over age, may have repeated 
one or more grades in school, or may have dropped out of school and later returned. 
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 Table 2.13  School attendance ratios 

 
Net attendance ratios (NAR) and gross attendance ratios (GAR) for the de facto household population by sex and level of 
schooling; and the Gender Parity Index (GPI), according to background characteristics, Armenia 2010  

 

Background 
characteristic 

Net attendance ratio1 Gross attendance ratio2 

 Male Female Total 

Gender 
Parity 
Index3 Male Female Total 

Gender 
Parity  
Index3 

 BASIC SCHOOL 

 Residence    
 Urban  91.6 93.5 92.5 1.02 94.4 94.3 94.4 1.00
 Rural  91.6 91.5 91.6 1.00 93.7 94.0 93.8 1.00

 Region     
 Yerevan  91.4 94.2 92.7 1.03 95.8 94.7 95.3 0.99
 Aragatsotn  93.8 96.1 94.7 1.02 93.8 96.3 94.9 1.03
 Ararat  83.9 83.1 83.5 0.99 85.7 83.4 84.6 0.97
 Armavir  94.3 91.9 93.3 0.97 96.6 95.6 96.2 0.99
 Gegharkunik  93.2 93.4 93.3 1.00 93.8 99.3 96.3 1.06
 Lori  92.3 90.1 91.5 0.98 96.4 95.4 96.0 0.99
 Kotayk  88.8 94.4 91.7 1.06 89.3 94.4 91.9 1.06
 Shirak  94.5 93.9 94.2 0.99 95.3 93.9 94.7 0.99
 Syunik  92.2 95.3 93.6 1.03 95.3 95.3 95.3 1.00
 Vayots Dzor  94.8 98.7 96.8 1.04 94.8 100.2 97.6 1.06
 Tavush  90.7 89.9 90.3 0.99 93.0 90.3 91.8 0.97

 Wealth quintile     
 Lowest  90.6 91.7 91.1 1.01 92.9 94.4 93.6 1.02
 Second  95.1 92.1 93.7 0.97 96.3 93.9 95.2 0.97
 Middle  92.1 93.6 92.7 1.02 95.7 94.9 95.3 0.99
 Fourth  86.2 93.6 89.8 1.09 89.9 93.8 91.8 1.04
 Highest  92.9 92.9 92.9 1.00 95.1 93.7 94.5 0.99
      

 Total  91.6 92.7 92.1 1.01 94.1 94.2 94.1 1.00

 HIGH SCHOOL 

 Residence    
 Urban  35.4 47.1 40.7 1.33 51.8 57.3 54.3 1.10
 Rural  50.4 52.3 51.2 1.04 63.0 66.8 64.6 1.06
 Region     
 Yerevan  30.4 44.7 36.8 1.47 46.0 52.1 48.7 1.13
 Aragatsotn  66.2 72.2 68.3 1.09 67.2 80.3 71.9 1.20
 Ararat  61.0 45.9 54.1 0.75 99.9 76.0 88.9 0.76
 Armavir  39.2 48.4 42.3 1.23 45.9 65.8 52.4 1.43
 Gegharkunik  42.2 38.7 40.5 0.92 64.3 44.3 54.2 0.69
 Lori  41.1 50.6 45.3 1.23 52.7 64.5 57.9 1.22
 Kotayk  37.4 49.0 42.7 1.31 49.3 58.4 53.5 1.18
 Shirak  51.0 57.5 54.2 1.13 64.1 67.7 65.9 1.06
 Syunik  54.9 70.5 60.6 1.28 64.3 80.8 70.4 1.26
 Vayots Dzor  52.1 63.0 57.5 1.21 66.1 68.5 67.3 1.04
 Tavush  54.3 45.5 50.1 0.84 84.1 76.3 80.4 0.91

 Wealth quintile     
 Lowest  44.0 46.9 45.1 1.07 56.2 60.0 57.7 1.07
 Second  47.9 51.1 49.4 1.07 56.7 62.8 59.6 1.11
 Middle  38.3 53.9 44.1 1.41 53.7 65.9 58.3 1.23
 Fourth  40.8 57.5 48.6 1.41 63.9 69.5 66.5 1.09
 Highest  38.0 38.4 38.2 1.01 54.8 49.2 52.0 0.90
      

 Total 42.2 49.3 45.3 1.17 56.9 61.2 58.8 1.08

 

1 The NAR for basic school is the percentage of the basic school age (6-14 years) population that is attending basic school (primary 
and middle school, grades 1-9). The NAR for high school is the percentage of the high-school age (15-17 years) population that is 
attending high school, grades 10-12. By definition the NAR cannot exceed 100 percent. 
2 The GAR for basic school is the total number of basic school students, expressed as a percentage of the official basic school-age 
population. The GAR for high school is the total number of high school students, expressed as a percentage of the official high-
school-age population. If there are significant numbers of overage and underage students at a given level of schooling, the GAR 
can exceed 100 percent. 
3 The Gender Parity Index for basic school is the ratio of the basic school NAR (GAR) for females to the NAR (GAR) for males. The 
Gender Parity Index for high school is the ratio of the high school NAR (GAR) for females to the NAR (GAR) for males. 

 
In Armenia, school attendance among school-age household members is high. The overall 

NAR for basic education is 92 and the GAR is 94. This means that among children who should be 
attending basic education, 92 percent are currently doing so. A comparison of the NAR and GAR 
indicates that approximately 2 percent of students are either under age or over age for their grade 
level. With the exception of the Ararat region, attendance ratios are greater than 90 percent by sex, 
region, and urban-rural residence. In the past five years the NAR has decreased by two percentage 
points, 94 percent of children who should have been attending basic education were doing so in 2005. 



24  |  Housing Characteristics and Household Population 

The NAR and GAR are much lower at the high school level: only 45 percent of students age 
15-17 who should be attending high school are in school (NAR). The GAR for high school is 59 
percent. A comparison of the NAR and GAR indicates that approximately 14 percent of students are 
either under age or over age for their grade level. 

Attendance ratios for high school are slightly higher among females than males. Surprisingly, 
both the NAR and GAR at the high school level are higher among students living in rural areas than 
among those living in urban areas. The NAR and GAR are much lower in Yerevan (37 and 49 
percent, respectively) compared with high-school-age students from other regions. A comparison of 
the NAR and GAR indicates that Ararat and Tavush have the highest proportions of high school age 
students who are either under age or over age for their grade level (35 percent in Ararat and 30 
percent in Tavush). 

The gender parity index (GPI), or the ratio of the female to the male NAR or GAR at the basic 
and high school levels, is an indicator of the magnitude of the gender gap in attendance ratios. If there 
is no gender difference, the GPI will equal one. The GPI will be closer to zero if the disparity is in 
favor of males. If the gender gap favors females, the GPI will exceed one. Table 2.13 shows the GAR 
GPI is 1.00 for the basic level and 1.08 for the high school level, which indicates that there is no 
gender gap at the basic level, while there is a gender gap in favor of females at the high school level. 
In Ararat, Gegharkunik, and Tavush, the disparity is in favor of males: the gender parity indexes at the 
high school level for the NAR are 0.75, 0.92, and 0.84 respectively; and for the GAR are 0.76, 0.69 
and 0.91, respectively. 

Figure 2.3 presents the age-specific attendance rates (ASAR) for the population age 5-24, by 
sex. The ASAR indicates that almost all youths of basic school age (6-14) attend school, with no 
significant differences by gender. Among the high-school-age population (15-17), attendance ratios 
begin to decline, particularly among males. It should be noted that among young people age 17, a 
considerably higher proportion of females than males are attending school. One possible explanation 
is that a substantial proportion of young men age 15-19 temporarily join the labor force (particularly 
in the agricultural sector) after completing compulsory basic education and before they are required to 
serve in the military at age 18. For example, 53 percent of men age 15-19 work in agriculture 
compared with 33 percent of the same-age women (see Chapter 3, Tables 3.5.1 and 3.5.2). 

Figure 2.3  Age-specific Attendance Rates of the De Facto 
Population 5 to 24 Years
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2.6 CHILD PROTECTION 

The prevention of exploitation, abuse, and violence against children is a high priority for 
Armenia and many other international organizations. According to UNICEF, in 2006 an estimated 
158 million children age 5 to 14 were engaged in child labor; and between 500 million and 1.5 billion 
children worldwide experience violence on an annual basis (UNICEF, 2011). In 1989 Armenia 
became a signatory to the Convention on the Rights of the Child, a document that recognizes that all 
children have the right to be protected from any harm, including abuse, neglect, and economic 
exploitation (UN, 1989). Armenia ratified the Convention on the Rights of the Child in 1992. In 2003, 
the Armenia adopted the National Plan of Action for Protection of Children’s Rights, which is an 
integral part of the country’s child welfare reforms. The 2010 ADHS Household Questionnaire asked 
a number of questions to obtain information about child discipline and the prevalence of child labor in 
Armenia. 

Child Discipline 

The manner in which parents and caretakers discipline children can have long-term 
consequences on their physical and psychological development and well-being. In an effort to identify 
the types of child discipline methods used in Armenia, the 2010 ADHS included questions on this 
topic. The questions on child discipline were asked about one randomly selected child age 2-14 in 
each household.3 The questions were asked to the mother/caretaker of the child, and in instances 
where the mother/caretaker was not present, to the most knowledgeable adult. Questions asked 
referred to practices that may have been used to discipline the child during the 30 days prior to the 
interview. Specifically, questions were asked about whether anyone in the household had taken away 
the child’s privileges; forbade something the child liked, or did not allow the child to leave the house; 
explained why some behavior was wrong; shook the child; shouted, yelled, or screamed at the child; 
gave the child something else to do; spanked, hit, or slapped on the bottom with a bare hand; hit on 
the bottom or elsewhere on the body with something like a belt, hairbrush, or stick; called the child 
dumb, lazy, or a similar name; hit or slapped on the face, head, or ears; hit or slapped on the hand, 
arm, or leg; or beat the child with an implement. Finally, caretakers were directly asked if they believe 
that in order to bring up the child properly, they need to physically punish him/her. 

Table 2.14 shows that seven in ten children age 2-14 experienced some form of psychological 
or physical punishment during the 30 days preceding the survey. Approximately one-fifth of children 
(22 percent) experienced only non-violent discipline,4 and two-thirds of children (66 percent) 
experienced psychological aggression.5 Forty-two percent of children experienced physical 
punishment, and 4 percent experienced severe physical punishment. Boys tend to experience violence 
more often than girls. Urban children (46 percent) are more likely than rural children (38 percent) to 
experience any physical punishment. Children from Syunik are the least likely to have experienced 
physical punishment or any violent disciplinary method compared with other children. In contrast, 
over half of the children in Shirak, Armavir, and Yerevan have experienced any physical punishment. 
The highest proportions of children that have experienced severe physical punishment are from Shirak 
(8 percent), Tavush (6 percent), Kotayk, and Armavir (5 percent each). 
                                                      
3 If several children age 2-14 were listed in the household schedule, only one child per household was randomly 
selected for administration of the questions on child discipline. If one child age 2-14 was listed in the household 
schedule, the questions on child discipline were administered about this child. If none of the children listed in 
the household schedule were age 2-14, the questions on child discipline were not administered. 
4 Only non-violent discipline: 1) providing an affirmative answer for the following: took away child’s 
privileges, forbade something the child liked, did not allow the child to leave the house or explained why some 
behavior was wrong, or gave the child something else to do; and 2) providing a negative answer to: shook the 
child, shouted, yelled, or screamed at the child; spanked, hit, or slapped on the bottom with a bare hand; hit on 
the bottom or elsewhere on the body with something like a belt, hairbrush, stick, or other; called the child dumb, 
lazy, or similar name; hit or slapped the child on the face, head, or ears; hit or slapped the child on the hand, 
arm, or leg; beat the child with an implement. 
5 Psychological aggression: an affirmative answer for the following: shouted, yelled, or screamed at the child or 
called the child dumb, lazy, or similar name. 
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 Table 2.14  Child discipline 

 Percentage of children age 2-14 according to method of disciplining the child, by background characteristics, Armenia 2010 

 
Background 
characteristic 

Percentage of children 2-14 years of age who experience Respondent 
believes 
that the 

child needs 
to be 

physically 
punished 

Respondents 
to the child 
discipline 
module 

Only non- 
violent 

discipline1 
Psychological 
aggression2 

Physical punishment 
Any violent 
discipline 
method4 

Number of 
children age 

12-14 
years5 Any Severe3 

 Age     
 2-4  22.2  61.8 48.1 3.9 67.2 830 3.6 537 
 5-9  20.5  68.7 47.3 3.4 72.8 1,346 2.9 745 
 10-14  23.4  65.3 35.0 4.0 68.1 1,548 3.6 998 
 Sex     
 Male  19.8  68.2 45.0 3.9 72.0 1,988 3.8 1,190 
 Female  24.7  62.9 39.3 3.6 66.9 1,736 2.9 1,089 
 Residence     
 Urban  21.9  64.7 45.5 4.4 69.9 2,202 2.8 1,384 
 Rural  22.4  67.2 37.8 2.8 69.2 1,522 4.3 896 
 Region     
 Yerevan  21.7  66.8 51.4 4.2 72.1 1,233 3.0 769 
 Aragatsotn  45.8  47.9 21.2 0.5 49.8 147 3.4 94 
 Ararat  13.6  73.4 33.1 1.4 74.1 287 1.8 175 
 Armavir  21.3  70.4 51.0 5.0 71.6 349 2.8 216 
 Gegharkunik  14.6  70.1 36.6 1.0 72.2 301 3.3 168 
 Lori  39.9  48.2 23.1 1.8 52.9 306 1.1 193 
 Kotayk  17.8  74.6 37.4 4.7 77.4 335 6.1 207 
 Shirak  16.4  71.6 56.5 8.0 80.1 361 3.9 214 
 Syunik  39.8  11.9 7.1 0.4 15.0 128 5.2 83 
 Vayots Dzor  6.8  78.8 48.1 2.3 79.8 95 5.4 55 
 Tavush  18.2  77.1 41.0 5.7 79.9 183 5.5 107 
 Mother's education     
 Basic  23.7  66.3 38.7 6.8 67.9 242 4.1 128 
 Secondary  17.6  69.4 43.6 4.3 73.3 1,528 4.0 898 
 Secondary special  24.0  63.9 42.8 3.6 68.6 1,148 2.7 726 
 Higher  27.4  61.2 40.5 2.0 64.7 806 3.0 528 
 Wealth quintile     
 Lowest  22.3  68.3 40.0 4.3 70.5 815 4.6 469 
 Second  16.9  69.7 38.8 4.5 72.6 739 3.6 449 
 Middle  24.4  62.5 42.1 4.0 67.2 785 2.5 491 
 Fourth  21.6  63.0 41.9 2.4 67.7 646 3.6 410 
 Highest  25.0  64.8 49.2 3.5 69.8 739 2.7 460 
       

 Total 22.1 65.7 42.4 3.8 69.6 3,724 3.4 2,279

 

1 Only non-violent discipline: (1) providing an affirmative answer for the following: took away child’s privileges, forbade something 
the child liked, did not allow the child to leave the house or explained why some behavior was wrong , or gave the child something 
else to do; and  (2) providing a negative answer to the following: shook the child; shouted, yelled, or screamed at the child; 
spanked, hit, or slapped on the bottom with bare hand; hit on the bottom or elsewhere on the body with something like a belt, 
hairbrush, stick, or other; called the child dumb, lazy, or a similar name; hit or slapped the child on the face, head, or ears; hit or 
slapped the child on the hand, arm, or leg; beat the child with an implement. 
2 Psychological aggression: providing an affirmative answer for the following: shouted, yelled, or screamed at the child or called the 
child dumb, lazy, or a similar name. 
3 Hit or slapped on the face, head, or ears or beaten with an implement during the past 30 days 
4 MICS IV 8.5 indicator; MICS III indicator 74 (Any psychological or physical punishment) 
5 Table is based on children age 2-14 years randomly selected during fieldwork (one child selected per household, if any children in 
the age range) about whom the questions on child discipline were administered

 
Lack of education tends to be positively associated with severe physical punishment, although 

the differences are small. Seven percent of children whose mothers had only a basic education were 
severely physically punished during the month before the survey compared with 2 percent of children 
whose mothers had a higher education. Children of better educated and wealthier parents and those 
from Aragatsotn, Lori, and Syunik are more likely to receive only non-violent discipline compared 
with other children. 

Overall, only 3 percent of the respondents to the child discipline module (i.e., the child’s 
mother or the most knowledgeable caretaker) believe that in order to bring up a child properly, the 
child needs to be physically punished. 
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Child Labor 

The ADHS Household Questionnaire asked a set of questions (based on the questions asked 
about child labor in the UNICEF MICS III survey) to obtain information about the prevalence of child 
labor in Armenia. Child labor is defined as the involvement of children age 5-14 in labor activities.6 In 
this report, a child is considered to be involved in child labor activities if he or she meets the 
following criteria: 

• Children age 5-11: at least one hour of economic work or 28 hours of domestic work 
during the week preceding the survey 

• Children age 12-14: at least 14 hours of economic work or 28 hours of domestic work 
during the week preceding the survey 

These definitions are consistent with UNICEF MICS–III child labor indicators, which make it 
possible to differentiate child labor from child work, which in turn allows organizations working in 
child protection to identify and advocate for the types of work that should be eliminated if the rights 
of the children are to be preserved. The discussion below provides a minimum estimate of the 
prevalence of child labor in Armenia. It is important to remember that some children may be involved 
in other labor activities that constitute child labor for a smaller number of hours than the criteria 
specified above and so will not be represented in the prevalence estimate. 

Table 2.15 shows that 4 percent of children age 5-14 are involved in child labor. Of these 
children, none of those who worked outside of their household in the past week received payment for 
their work. Overall, 3 percent of children worked for a family business during the week preceding the 
survey. No children age 5-14 were reported to be involved in domestic work for 28 hours or longer 
during the week preceding the survey (data not shown separately). 

The small number of children involved in child labor makes analysis by background 
characteristics challenging. Nevertheless, small variations in child labor activities are observed by 
age, sex, urban-rural residence, regions, school attendance, and wealth index. Surprisingly, children 
age 5-11 are more likely than children age 12-14 to be involved in child labor (5 and 2 percent, 
respectively). Children living in Aragatsotn and Shirak were more likely to be involved in child labor 
during the reference period than any other regions (8 and 7 percent, respectively). Children from the 
wealthier households and children whose mothers have higher education are the least likely to be 
involved in child labor. Differences by sex and orphanhood are negligible. 

                                                      
6 Legislation in Armenia permits children age 16 and older to work, and in certain cases, with the agreement of 
the parent/guardian, children age 14 are allowed to work. 
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 Table 2.15  Child labor  

 
Percentage of children age 5-14 years who were involved in child labor activities in the past week, by 
type of work, Armenia 2010   

 
Background  
characteristic 

Worked outside 
household  

in the past week1 

Worked 
for family 

business in 
the past 
week1 

Total child 
labor2 

Number of 
children  
age 5-14 

 

 
Paid 
work 

Unpaid 
work  

 Age  
 5-11  0.0 1.1 4.0 4.9 1,917  
 12-14  0.1 0.0 1.8 1.8 978  

 Sex  
 Male  0.1 0.7 4.0 4.7 1,578  
 Female  0.0 0.7 2.4 2.9 1,317  

 Residence  
 Urban  0.0 1.0 1.6 2.4 1,704  
 Rural  0.1 0.3 5.6 6.0 1,191  

 Region  
 Yerevan  0.0 1.7 2.0 3.3 949  
 Aragatsotn  0.0 0.0 7.7 7.7 115  
 Ararat  0.0 0.2 2.9 3.1 229  
 Armavir  0.0 0.8 5.1 5.9 259  
 Gegharkunik  0.0 0.0 1.8 1.8 238  
 Lori  0.0 1.3 0.7 1.9 248  
 Kotayk  0.3 0.0 5.2 5.5 262  
 Shirak  0.0 0.0 7.0 7.0 276  
 Syunik  0.0 0.0 2.5 2.5 99  
 Vayots Dzor  0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73  
 Tavush  0.0 0.0 3.3 3.3 146  

 
Orphan (mother and/or  
  father deceased)  

 Yes  0.0 0.0 4.4 4.4 96   
 No  0.0 0.8 3.2 3.9 2,799   

 School participation   
 Yes  0.0 0.7 3.6 4.2 2,601   
 No  0.0 0.7 0.5 1.1 294   

 Mother's education   
 Basic  0.0 0.0 3.5 3.5 170   
 Secondary  0.1 0.9 4.6 5.5 1,174   
 Secondary special  0.0 1.3 2.6 3.5 865   
 Higher  0.0 0.0 1.9 1.9 612   
 Mother not in household  0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 74   

 Wealth quintile   
 Lowest  0.0 0.0 6.9 6.9 648   
 Second  0.1 0.3 3.6 4.1 578   
 Middle  0.0 1.0 2.1 3.2 591   
 Fourth  0.0 1.7 1.4 2.4 500   
 Highest  0.0 0.8 1.6 2.4 578   
      

 Total 0.0 0.7 3.2 3.9 2,895  

 

1 Defined as any such work for children age 5-11 and 14 hours or more of such work for those age 12-14 

2 Equivalent to UNICEF MICS III Indicator 71.The numerator for the child labor estimate includes: (a) 
children age 5-11 who during the past week did at least 1 hour of economic activity or at least 28 hours 
of domestic chores and (b) children age 12-14 who during the past week did at least 14 hours of 
economic activity or at least 28 hours of domestic chores.  

 
One of the negative consequences of child labor is its effect on a child’s schooling. Table 2.16 

shows the percentage of children who are involved in child labor, the percentage of children who are 
attending school, and the percentage of children who are both attending school and also involved in 
child labor. Among those children who are involved in child labor, 97 percent are attending school. 
Among children age 5-14 who are attending school, 4 percent are involved in child labor. 



Housing Characteristics and Household Population  |  29 

 

 Table 2.16  Child labor and school attendance 

 

Among children age 5-14, the percentage of children who are involved in child labor and the percentage of children who are 
attending school; among children age 5-14 involved in child labor, the percentage of child laborers who are attending school; 
and among children age 5-14 attending school, the percentage who are involved in child labor, according to background 
characteristics, Armenia 2010  

 
Background  
characteristic 

Percentage of 
children 

involved in 
child labor1 

Percentage 
of children 
attending 
school2

Number of 
children 

5-14 years 
of age

Percentage of 
child laborers 

who are 
attending 
school3

Number of 
children 

aged 5-14 
involved in 
child labor

Percentage 
of children 
attending 

school who 
are involved 

in child 
labor4 

Number of 
children age 

5-14 
attending 

school

 Age    
 5-11  4.9  85.1 1,917 96.5 95 5.6  1,631 
 12-14  1.8  99.2 978 * 18 1.8  970 
 Sex   
 Male  4.7  89.7 1,578 95.5 74.9 5.1  1,416 
 Female  2.9  90.0 1,317 100.0 37.6 3.2  1,185 

 Residence   
 Urban  2.4  89.6 1,704 (93.8) 41 2.5  1,526 
 Rural  6.0  90.3 1,191 98.9 72 6.6  1,075 
 Region   
 Yerevan  3.3  88.1 949 * 31 3.5  836 
 Aragatsotn  7.7  90.0 115 * 9 8.5  104 
 Ararat  3.1  88.8 229 * 7 3.5  204 
 Armavir  5.9  92.2 259 * 15 6.4  238 
 Gegharkunik  1.8  90.5 238 * 4 2.0  215 
 Lori  1.9  90.1 248 * 5 1.9  224 
 Kotayk  5.5  90.4 262 * 15 5.8  237 
 Shirak  7.0  91.2 276 * 19 7.6  252 
 Syunik  2.5  93.1 99 * 2 2.7  92 
 Vayots Dzor  0.0  88.9 73 * 0 0.0  65 
 Tavush  3.3  92.3 146 * 5 3.6  135 

 
Orphan (mother and/or  
 father deceased)   

 Yes  4.4  100.0 96 * 4 4.4  96 
 No  3.9  89.5 2,799 96.9 108 4.2  2,506 
 Mother's education    
 Basic  3.5  91.1 170 * 5 3.8  155 
 Secondary  5.5  88.7 1,174 94.9 65 5.9  1,041 
 Secondary special  3.5  89.3 865 (100.0) 30 3.9  772 
 Higher  1.9  91.7 612 * 11 2.0  562 
 Mother not in household  0.5  96.2 74 * 0 0.5  71 

 Wealth quintile   
 Lowest  6.9  89.9 648 (98.2) 45 7.5  582 
 Second  4.1  93.1 578 * 23 4.4  538 
 Middle  3.2  87.6 591 * 19 3.1  518 
 Fourth  2.4  88.2 500 * 12 2.7  441 
 Highest  2.4  90.3 578 * 14 2.7  521 
       

 Total 3.9 89.9 2,895 97.0 112 4.2 2,601

 Note: Figures in parentheses are based on 25-49 unweighted cases. An asterisk indicates that a figure is based on fewer than 25 
unweighted cases and has been suppressed. 
1 The table is based on the responses to a series of questions in the child labor module which is administered to the caretaker of 
each child in the household 5-14 years of age. The numerator to estimate the child labor percentage includes: (a) children 5-11 
years of age that during the week preceding the survey did at least one hour of economic activity or at least 28 hours of domestic 
chores, and (b) children 12-14 years of age that during the week preceding the survey did at least 14 hours of economic activity 
or at least 28 hours of domestic chores. 
2 Percentage of children 5-14 years of age attending school  
3 MICS-III indicator 72. Laborer students: Number of children 5-14 years of age involved in child labor activities that are also 
attending school divided by the total number of children 5-14 years of age involved in child labor activities. 
4 MICS-III indicator 73. Student laborers: Number of children 5-14 years of age attending school that are also involved in child 
labor activities divided by the total number of children 5-14 attending school 

 
Since 2004 a few surveys on child labor have been conducted in Armenia, among them the 

2004 Labor Force and Child Labor Survey conducted by the National Statistical Service (NSS, 2005) 
and the 2008 Child Labor survey conducted by the “Harmonic Society” Social Workers’ Association, 
an NGO funded by UNICEF (UNICEF, 2008).According to the NSS survey, 5 percent of children age 
7-17 worked in the three years preceding the survey. According to the 2008 UNICEF survey, 5 
percent of children age 7-18 were working last year. 
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It should be noted that data on child labor in the 2010 ADHS are not directly comparable to 
the data collected in the 2004 NSS and the 2008 UNICEF surveys for a number of reasons. For 
example, there are differences in sampling and survey methodology, the survey population, and the 
wording of questions and the time frame references in all three surveys. Moreover, definitions of child 
labor employed for data analysis differ in each of the three surveys. 
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