Future demographic trends in Latvia
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1) Short summary of the main messages derived from the analysis of general demographic trends (that means approximately of the last decade) in order to have a common point of departure to asess future trends

At the beginning of 2007 the population in Latvia was 2 million 281 thousand in total. Since the beginning of 2000 the number has decreased by 100 thousand persons or by 4.2 %. In 2006 the population number decreased by 0.58 %, of which vital statistics and migration account for 0.47 % and 0.11 %, respectively. Compared to 2005, when population decrease rate equaled 0.51 %, during last year it was a little bit (0.07 %) sharper due to increase of the negative net international migration (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007). In the period 1991-2000 Latvia lost in total 183 thousand persons due to natural decrease and 110 thousand persons due to negative net migration. In general the speed of the depopulation has been slowed in the last years although it remains negative both due to natural change and migration.
Change of permanent population in five years, Source: National Development Plan, Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia
	Planning regions
	1995 - 2000
	1995 - 2001
	1997- 2002
	1998-2003
	1999 -2004

	Latgales 
	-4,9
	-4,7
	-4,8
	-4,8
	-5,2

	Vidzemes 
	-3,2
	-3,1
	-3,6
	-3,5
	-3,9

	Rigas 
	-5,3
	-4,6
	-4,3
	-3,9
	-3,0

	Zemgales 
	-3,7
	-3,0
	-2,3
	-1,8
	-1,6

	Total in Latvia
	-4,8 
	-4,3
	-4,1
	-3,7
	-3,3


Population change in Latvia by factor, 1991 - 2005 (natural decrease – red color and Net migration – blue color) Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2006

[image: image27.wmf]-60000

-55000

-50000

-45000

-40000

-35000

-30000

-25000

-20000

-15000

-10000

-5000

0

1991

1993

1995

1997

1999

2001

2003

2005


Births and deaths in Latvia by factor, 1946 - 2005 

Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2006
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The urban/rural ratio in the total number of population has not changed during the last 5 years - 68 % of population live in urban areas, while 32 % live in rural areas, however suburbanization in taken place in Riga and other cities fringes but there no policy in Latvia to reclassify rural municipalities to urban ones, even population total numbers and densities of these formally rural exceeds many small towns populations indicators that historically have received and still keep the title „urban”.  Urban/rural ratio is an indicator that is not describing actual change from rural to urban employment, lifestyle or growth of new built up areas. 
Population in Latvia, 1990 – 2007 (at beginning of year, thsd inhabitants)

Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2006

In Latvia a high population concentration is traditionally observed in the capital. At the beginning of 2007 the population in Riga has 722 thousands or 31.7 % of the national population. Since 2000 the population number in Riga has decreased by 44 thousands or by 5.7 %, mostly due to the process of suburbanization. 

[image: image4]
Since 1991 the natural increase of population has been a minus figure. In 2006 deaths exceeded births by 10.8 thousand, and natural increase per 1000 population was minus 4.8 (minus 4.9 in 2005)  (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007).

Natural increase of population in  1999-2003 per 1000 inhabitants Source: National Development Plan, 2005, Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2004
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Fertility and infant mortality rates in Latvia, 1965 – 2005 (fertility rate per 1000 females at child-bearing age; infant deaths per 1000 live births), Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2006

The low fertility, mortality increase and the negative net migration of population contribute to changes in age structure of population in Latvia, too. Since 2000 the number of children and minors aged 0 - 14 decreased by almost 110 thousand and their share in the total number of population decreased from 18.0 % to 14.0 %. Number of population aged 60 and over has increased by 4.2 thousand or from 21.0 % to 22.1 % in the respective period. Since 1993 the share of pension-age population in the demographic burden is greater than the share of children and minors. At the beginning of 2007 the number of pension-age population per 1000 working-age population was 1.5 times higher than the number of children and minors (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007).

Demographic burden in Latvia on 01.01.2004, 
Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2005
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Demographic burden in Latvia at beginning of 2000 and 2007

(per 1000 working age population), Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007

The highest fertility indicators were recorded in last decade in 2006. In Latvia 22,3 thousand children were born, an increase of 767 children compared to 2005.Compared to 2005, in 2006 the total fertility rate (mean number of children that would be born to a female during her lifetime if the fertility would remain at the level of a given year) increased by 3,4 % and was 1,35. At present it is only slightly over half of the replacement level (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007).

Statistical data describing mortality show that the situation in 2006 worsened, as compared with the previous year although it is better then was in 1990ties. In 2006 33,1 thousand deaths were recorded, and the crude death rate (number of deaths per 1000 population) comprised 14,5. In Latvia the most prevalent cause of death is diseases of circulatory system. In 2006 17.7 thousand persons died from these diseases making up 53,6 % of the total number of deaths. Mortality due to this cause accounts for deaths of mainly aged people - in 2006 79 % of all deaths were at the age 65 and over. Neoplasms are the next biggest group of death causes. They accounted for 6,1 thousand deaths in 2006. It should be noted, that the mortality caused by the neoplasms shows a slight, but steady increment trend. The majority of them are malignant neoplasms of respiratory system, stomach and intestinal tract.

The third place in the structure of causes of death belongs to external causes (accidents, poisoning, injuries). In 2006 external causes accounted for 3232 deaths, or an increase of 18 deaths, in comparison with 2005. Intentional self-harm (15,1 %), transport accidents (13,8 %), poisoning (13.8 %), exposure to excessive natural cold (10,6 %), falls (8,8 %), exposure to smoke, fire and flames (7,4 %), accidental drowning (7,2 %) and assault (6,6 %) account for the highest share in external causes of death. Compared to the previous year, the number of deceased  due  to  exposure  to smoke, fire and flames increased, as well as the number of deceased due to the falls, poisoning, exposure to excessive natural cold, whereas decreased due to the transport accidents, accidental drowning, intentional self-harm and assault. Infant mortality rate in 2006 was the lowest in the recent 60 years - 7.6 deaths per 1000 live births (in 2005 - 7.8) (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007).

Life expectancy at certain ages in Latvia, 2000 – 2006

Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007

	Year
	At birth
	aged 60
	aged 65

	
	males
	females
	males
	females
	males
	females

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2000
	64,9
	76,0
	14,8
	21,3
	11,9
	17,6

	2001
	65,2
	76,6
	15,4
	21,5
	12,5
	17,8 

	2002
	65,4
	76,8
	15,1
	21,8
	12,1
	18,1

	2003
	65,9
	76,9
	15,1
	21,5
	12,2
	17,8

	2004
	67,1
	77,2
	15,9
	21,6
	12,9
	17,8

	2005
	65,6
	77,4
	15,0
	21,8
	12,2
	18,0

	2006
	65,9
	76,8
	15,0
	21,5
	12,1
	17,8


Over the last ten years the lowest life expectancy was observed in 1998 (64,1 years for males and 75,5 years for females). The average life expectancy of those born in 2006 equals 71,3 years comprising 65.9 years for males and 76,8 years for females, an increase of 0.25 years for males and decrease of 0,6 years for females compared to 2005. The calculations of life tables show that the average further life expectancy for males, who have reached, for example, the age of 60 in 2006, is 15 years, while it is 21,5 years for females in this age group (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007). 
Life expectancy of new born population of Latvia, 1991-2005

Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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Population age pyramid of population of Latvia at beginning of 2006 

Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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· Sketch the recent migration patterns in your country from a territorial/spatial perspective?

Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia (2007) argues that due to international long-term migration in the previous year the population of Latvia decreased by 2451 person that is the highest figure since 2002. In 2006 2801 persons arrived in Latvia for a permanent stay, while 5252 persons left our country for a permanent stay in other countries. Migration statistics data acknowledge that in 2006 in the flow of international immigration the proportion of EU countries was 52,9 %, but the share of persons having emigrated from Latvia – 38,7 %. Russian Federation is the country with most intensive migration flows with Latvia in long term and also in 2006. 
International long-term migration of population in Latvia, 1990 - 2006

(number of population), Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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Immigration and emigration by country in 2006, 
Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007

	
	Immigration
	Emigration
	Net migration, persons

	
	Number of persons
	Per cent distribution
	Number of persons
	Per cent distribution
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	All countries
	2801
	100
	5252
	100
	-2451

	Of which:
	
	
	
	
	

	Russian Federation
	753
	26,9
	1652
	31,5
	-899

	Germany
	248
	8,9
	487
	9,3
	-239

	United Kingdom
	245
	8,7
	381
	7,3
	-136

	Belarus
	86
	3,1
	417
	7,9
	-331

	Lithuania
	297
	10,6
	193
	3,7
	104

	Ukraine
	110
	3,9
	339
	6,5
	-229

	United States
	75
	2,7
	289
	5,5
	-214

	Ireland
	122
	4,4
	189
	3,6
	-67

	Estonia
	96
	3,4
	101
	1,9
	-5

	France
	46
	1,6
	142
	2,7
	-96

	Sweden
	67
	2,4
	94
	1,8
	-27

	Italy
	50
	1,8
	104
	2,0
	-54

	Other countries
	606
	21,6
	864
	16,5
	-258


Analysis of the international migration shows that in 2006 the dominating gender among immigrants is males (54,6 %) but among emigrants - females (53,5 %). As a result of international migration, in 2006 Latvia “obtained” 805 young people aged until 20 but “lost” 2207 working age persons and 365 retirement-age persons. New characteristic feature in international migration is the immigration of small children. In 2006 among all immigrants 615 children were aged 0 - 5 years (22 % of all immigrants). It testifies that in many cases children born to the Latvian residents working abroad have been passed for care to other family members or other relatives staying in Latvia (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007).
International long-term migration in 2006 by age group

(number of population), Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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International migration in 2006 resulted with a decrease of the number of ethnic Latvians by 695 persons, Russians by 1282, Ukrainians - by 287, Belarusians - by 198. The number of Lithuanians, on the contrary, increased by 79 persons, Germans - by 115, Danes - by 37, Swedes - by 31, Italians - by 27. Of all international immigrants 17,6 % had the citizenship of Latvia, 37,8 % - citizenship of other EU countries, 28,7 % - citizenship of Russian Federation. Among all emigrants 36,6 % had the citizenship of Latvia, 8,8 % - citizenship of other EU countries, 14,7 % - citizenship of Russian Federation (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007).
Versions of migration projections by various authors , in thousands inhabitants during the time period  (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Versions of migration projections by flows
	2006–2010
	2011–2015
	2016–2020

	Emigration
	
	
	

	SKDS, 2006
	
	
	

	
large possibility 9,6% within 2 years
	138,6–352,8
	n.d.
	n.d.

	
considered possibility  22,2% (39,2% in 5 years )
	207,0–446,4
	n.d.
	n.d.

	Latvian Ministry of Welfare: project “Geographical Labour Force Mobility”, 2006
	
	
	

	
rather yes 20,3%
	314,6
	n.d.
	n.d.

	
preparing 5,1%
	79,0
	n.d.
	n.d.

	
wish to do 12%
	186,0
	n.d.
	n.d.

	
for life long 1,3
	52,7
	n.d.
	n.d.

	Latvian Academy of Science Institute of Economics, experience of being abroad, 2006 (surveyed mostly young people)
	
	
	

	
wish to do 28,9%
	448,0
	no data
	no data

	
preparing 9,0
	139,5
	no data
	no data

	
for life long 3,0
	46,5
	no data
	no data

	Purmalis, Škapars, 2004
	
	
	

	
min
	53,5
	111,0
	no data

	
max
	69,5
	159,0
	no data

	European Fund for Living and Working Conditions, 2006
	
	
	

	
main intention 7,4%
	114,7
	no data
	no data

	
strict intention 2,5–3,7%
	38,8–57,4
	no data
	no data

	Immigration
	
	
	

	Purmalis, Škapars, 2004
	
	
	

	
min
	18,5
	26,5
	no data

	
max
	22,0
	36,6
	no data

	Mežs, 2005
	..
	100,0
	100,0

	Balance of Migration
	
	
	

	Latvian Academy of Science Institute of Economics, 2003
	–26,7
	–13,8
	–3,3

	Zvidriņš, 2005 (recalculated from the volume per year at the beginning and the end of the period)
	–8,3
	–5,6
	–0,4

	Eurostat, 2005
	–12,6
	–22,1
	–11,7

	Cruisen, 2002
	≈–64,0
	≈–23,0
	≈–4,0


Main directions of long-term emigration of population from Latvia, 1995 and 2005, Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007 (per cent distribution)
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The territorial view of migration shows that compared to other cities and districts, Riga has considerably more intensive migration links with foreign countries. The share of Riga residents in the total population of our country is 32 %, whereas 55,8 % of all international immigrants chose it as the place of residence. In 2006 more than half (51,4 %) of all emigrants were inhabitants of Riga. The analysis of population internal migration in Latvia shows that in 2006 52482 persons changed their permanent residence from one administrative territory to another. Remarkable trend is to settle in the capital city - Riga - or in other regions of the central part of the country. For example, in 2006 3992 persons from Pierīga region, 1741 persons from Zemgale, 1609 persons from Latgale, 1404 persons from Vidzeme and 1304 persons from Kurzeme moved to Riga. In 2006 the total net migration was positive only in Jelgava city (163), Jūrmala city (117), and also in the districts of Riga (4213), Ogre (598), Jelgava (867) and Ventspils (3) (Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007). The results of the survey of 2007 show that main reasons to move in Latvia (Krisjane, 2007) are family 49%, work 35%, purchase or construction of house 20%, improved housing 11%, education 7% and better location 5%. 

Long term population migration in 1999-2003, 
Source: National Development Plan, 2004, Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2004
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Time spend in actual residence (the data of survey)  (Krišjāne, 2007)
 – less then year, 1-3 years, 3-5 years, 5-10 years, no answer
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Change of population in local municipalities in the beginning of 1999-2006.
Source: Regional Development Agency, 2007, Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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Migration flows and dynamics inside Latvia, 
Source: data of Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia 1994, 1999, 2001, 2002, 2003, Krišjāne, 2007
	Flows
	1993
	1998
	2000
	2002
	1993–2002

	
	Volume
	%
	Volume 
	%
	Volume
	%
	Volume
	%
	Volume 
	%

	Changed residence
	37046
	100
	38729
	100
	34989
	100
	31413
	100
	368573
	100

	Flows:

towns/cities →towns/cities
	11068
	30
	11711
	30
	11224
	32
	10995
	35
	115023
	31

	towns/cities → rural
	11734
	32
	11542
	30
	10839
	31
	9110
	29
	109530
	30

	rural → towns/cities
	8892
	24
	11217
	29
	9674
	28
	8795
	28
	101891
	28

	rural → rural
	5352
	14
	4259
	11
	3252
	9
	2513
	8
	42179
	11

	1. Moved to towns/cities
	19960
	54
	22928
	59
	20898
	60
	19790
	63
	216864
	58

	2. Moved to rural
	17086
	46
	15801
	41
	14091
	40
	11623
	37
	151709
	41

	3. Moved away from towns/cities
	22802
	62
	23253
	60
	22063
	63
	20105
	64
	224553
	61

	4. Moved away from rural areas
	14244
	38
	15476
	40
	12926
	37
	11308
	36
	144020
	39


Migration Balance in % from the number of population in 2005 in Latvia (red - in migration, yellow – out migration), source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2006; Krišjāne, 2007
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Migration indicators per statistical region in 1993–2005 (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Indicators/ statistical regions 
	Rīga
	Pierīga
	Zemgale
	Vidzeme
	Kurzeme
	Latgale

	1. Balance of migration 
	–
	+
	–
	–
	–
	+

	2. Balance of migration with Rīgu
	
	+
	–
	–
	–
	–

	3. Proportion between  migration inside the region and  
	
	
	
	
	
	

	the number of migrants who moved from other regions 
	
	0,34
	0,86
	1,34
	2,13
	2,36

	the number of migrants who moved to other regions 
	
	0,51
	0,86
	1,16
	1,75
	2,13

	4. The number of migration volume in relation to the number of total population in 2005 (%)
	
	8,6
	13,3
	17,6
	15,8
	18,8

	5. Migration flow proportion (%) in flows among regions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	from those who moved to Riga
	
	65
	38
	38
	42
	42

	from those who moved away from Riga
	
	56
	39
	39
	47
	44

	6. Share of migration flow (%) in all flows  
	
	
	
	
	
	

	from those who moved to Riga 
	
	49
	21
	16
	13
	13

	from those who moved away from Riga
	
	37
	21
	18
	17
	14

	7. Total number of those who moved away and moved in to the region in relation to total number of all population in 2005 (%)
	28,3
	58,9
	58
	63,9
	48,3
	55,2


Distribution of the number of population and migrants among various types of settlements (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Groups of settlements
	Share of the number of population,%
	Share of the number of migrants who moved in, %
	Share of the number of migrants who moved out, %
	Intensity of migration volume, ‰

	Rīga
	33
	16
	21
	17,1

	Large cities (Republikas pilsētas)
	17
	17
	15
	28,3

	Medium cities and towns - centers of districts (Rajonu centri)
	12
	14
	15
	37

	Other towns 
	7
	11
	10
	44,8

	Rural
	31
	42
	39
	38,9

	Urban
	69
	58
	61
	26,2

	Kopā
	100
	100
	100
	30,2


Source: data of Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia.
In Rīgā lives 33% of all Latvian inhabitants, although rural areas where lives only 31% from all population gives 40% of all interregional migration flows. Rural areas are also characterized with higher intensity of migration – 38,9%. In total in interregional migration in last 10 years are involved 30–50 thousand inhabitants. It has been diminish in comparison with 1990 when 50 thousand people where involved in interregional migration, in1993- 1998 it was stable at 39 000 numbers of inhabitants or 1,6% of all population in the Latvia. Since 2003 when new system of population registration system (voluntary declaration of residence) was launched the number of interregional migration increased and in 2004 reached 60 000 or 2,6% of total population number in that year, in the year 2005 interregional migration slightly decreased up to 54 000 per year or  2,4% of all Latvian inhabitants. 
In ten years 10 from 1993 to 2002 rural population due to interregional migration increased for 7689 persons or in average 769 persons per year, although intensity particularly increased in the last years. This is mainly due to Riga former inhabitants (50% of all who moved out from Riga are settling in to the (formal) rural municipalities). Rural areas each year loose in average 326 persons to republican (large) cities due to interregional population exchange.
Rīga since the year 1993 has lost due to interregional migration 17 188 or 1,8% of total population in the year 2005. Riga has negative migration balance with all lower hierarchy settlement sites, except the centers of the districts. Republican cities and other cities and towns have positive balance of interregional migration. In republican cities each year in average the number of population has been increased by 991 persons and  from that increased are due to population move from Riga 36% (particularly in Jūrmala). Republican cities have most intensive population exchange with rural areas – 50% of all who moved to republican (large) cities are coming from rural areas, then 25% are former inhabitants of Rīga city, those who left republican cities are mostly going to live in rural areas (53%) and in Rīga (22%). Among republican (large) cities interregional migration is comparably small – less than 7%. From all republican cities a positive migration’s balance has only Jūrmala, Jelgava and Ventspils.

40% of all migration flows in small towns are connected to rural areas; the second major destination is Riga. Small and medium cities/towns that are district centers have negative balance of migration as more are moving to Riga and other republican (larger) cities and moves to rural areas (up to 50%) then population comes to live there. 

By analyzing the flows of the migration, it can be concluded that migrants to Riga mostly comes from the centers of the administrative districts (medium and small towns) and the main motivation is to find better paid job. Due to that fact the centers of the administrative districts loose qualified specialists. Republican cities attract mostly population from its rural hinterland and adjacent towns. (Krišjāne, 2007)

Population increase % in municipalities of Riga District (2000-2006) Source: Riga District Council, 2007
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Population change in % in the Riga planning region and Latvia, 1999-2004 Source: Development Agency of the Riga Planning Region, 2005, Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2005
Reasons for commuting and working places in statistical regions (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Reasons for commuting *
	Other municipality where are employed, %
	Total (number)

	
	Rīga
	Pierīga
	Vidzeme
	Kurzeme
	Zemgale
	Latgale
	

	In my municipality I cannot find a job
	46,6
	57,9
	59,9
	52,9
	48,5
	59,2
	380

	In my municipality I cannot find a job in my profession/occupation 
	20,7
	15,6
	18,6
	24,2
	30,3
	21,2
	155

	In my municipality I cannot find a job that have perspectives
	12,8
	5,7
	6,1
	12,6
	3,3
	8,1
	70

	In other municipality work is better paid 
	39,8
	34,1
	26,9
	24,6
	42,0
	27,1
	257

	In other municipality I only have additional job 
	0,5
	0,9
	3,9
	2,5
	1,9
	2,5
	11

	Travel with working place is better than within my municipality 
	0
	0
	0,6
	0
	0
	0
	0

	There are demand for me as high quality specialist 
	7,6
	8,9
	5,8
	3,6
	4,1
	5,6
	49

	Total (number)
	316
	123
	75
	94
	79
	49
	735


Remark: * respondents could mark more than one reason 
Regional distribution of commuters in %  (Krišjāne, 2007)
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Districts and cities with the largest number of daily commuters to Riga City (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Districts and cities
	Percentage of surveyed 
	Number of daily commuters

	Rīgas District
	40,6
	25250

	Jūrmala City
	16,2
	10070

	Ogre District
	11,3
	7030

	Jelgava City
	6,4
	3980

	Tukums District
	3,6
	2240

	Bauska District
	3,5
	2180

	Latvia total
	
	62200


Daily commuters in % from all population in active age in the Riga planning region, source: Krisjane&Bauls 2004
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[image: image23]
Commuters in % from all population in active age in the Riga planning region in 2004 (main daily commuters’ flows to Riga and its hinterland from other regions – red arrows; main daily commuters flows to Riga planning region from other regions – green arrows; main daily commuters flows inside Riga planning region, except commuting to Riga City – blue arrows) Source: Development Agency of the Riga Planning Region, 2005
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Main part of the report: Looking into the future 
Bērziņš (2007) argue that most reliable version of the demographic prognosis is done by the Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia (Ušackis, 2007). Regional prognosis are done without assessing the impacts of municipal and regional administrative and territorial reform. 

Population of Latvia at beginning of 2005 - 2050 according different versions of projections, Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007

	Year
	Basic version
	High version
	High fertility version
	Version with no-migration
	Low version

	2005
	2305075
	2309490
	2306608
	2307206
	2300653

	2010
	2239642
	2274094
	2255299
	2254227
	2206670

	2015
	2174230
	2249386
	2211857
	2210679
	2106385

	2020
	2115426
	2237149
	2178161
	2168941
	2011591

	2025
	2068066
	2239608
	2154525
	2118248
	1928321

	2030
	2022351
	2245908
	2130944
	2057853
	1846818

	2035
	1978618
	2261667
	2113013
	1996428
	1764065

	2040
	1942074
	2298913
	2110689
	1940508
	1681668

	2045
	1909066
	2353962
	2119396
	1887149
	1597257

	2050
	1872855
	2413322
	2127469
	1830519
	1509152


In Latvia until 2050 depopulation is expected in total (12,3 % from the period 2005 to 2030) and in five out of six statistical regions, the largest decrease is forecasted for Latgale region- 24,5% and Kurzeme -17,1%. It is forecasted that total number of population in Latvia will drop to 1,87 million inhabitants in basic version in the year 2050 in the comparison of 2,6 million that was inhabiting in the same territory in the beginning of 1990ties when economical and political transition started. Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia has calculated also high version projection (it includes high fertility and in-migration into the country) that suggest that population might increase up to 2,4 million in 2050 and low version projection that for the same period suggest only 1,51 million inhabitants in whole Latvia. 
 Only in Riga city-hinterland (Pieriga) statistical region the increase of population is expected (+4,0% from the period 2005 to 2030). In the same period Riga City is expecting population decrease for -11,0% . Riga city and Pieriga statistical region will continue to attract both interregional migrants and majority of international migrants. For the calculating regional population projections (Bērziņš, 2007) in the prognosis of the Central Statistical Bureau hypothetical presumptions are included the summary birth rate increase from 1,3 in the beginning of the prognosis up to 1,59 in the year 2030 and stabilization 1,60 from the period between the years 2030 to 2050. Life expectancy is projected for males from 64,9 to 70,9 in the year 2030 and 74,3 in the year 2050. Life expectancy is calculated for females respectively from 76,2 to 80,4 in the year 2030 and 82,5 in the year 2050.  International migration in the main version at first was forecasted to be negative – in average up to 4,7 thousands during period between 2012 and 2013. In the following years migration negative balance gradually will diminish and after the year 2020 it is forecasted to be positive in average 3 thousand immigrants early (Zvidriņš, 2005; Bērziņš, 2007). Causes for continuous decrease of population are exceptionally low birth rates. In particularly short time number of newborns decreased by two times (in 1986-1990 in average 40 thousand newborns per year up to less than 20 thousand newborns per year in 1996-2000). This lack of children will continue to create various economical and social problems in the future – starting with kindergarten, school system adaptation to lower numbers of children up to lack of working force and students in academic establishments in the near future. The most sharpest decrease of labour force (persons 15-64 years old) in 2005-2030is expected in Latgale (-31,2%), Kurzeme (-23,1%) and Riga City (-19,9%) statistical regions. Only in Pieriga statistical region the number of working age persons will stay unchanged with slight increase (+1,2%) in all period up to the year 2030 (Bērziņš, 2007).

There is expected increase of newborn children up to 2020 for that total number of children will be close to the number of children in 2005, however in geographical distribution the increase of children are expected in Riga and Pieriga statistical regions in comparison to other four statistical regions that will suffer from the decrease the number of children. Despite of the stabilization of fertility rate the number of children will sharply decrease after the year 2020 as in this period the females born in 1990ties in very small numbers will become mothers. In 2030 the number of children are expected almost the same as in 2020, except in Latgale statistical region where due to even more unfavorable demographic structure of population the number of children in the year 2030 will decrease for 9% in comparison to the year 2010. 
Demographic burden will not be crucial in the period up to 2010 as pensioners are persons with birth during Second World War period that also has decreased number of children. Working age population share will decrease in average from 68,9% in the year 2010 to 63,7 in 2030 in Latvia, with  the most crucial decrease to be observed in Latgale (62,0%) and Riga (62,8%). For that the relative share of Riga City in Latvian labour force will decrease from 32,3% in the year 2005 up to 31,8% in the 2030. Pieriga statistical region will have larger share in Latvia labour force respectively from 16,0% to 19,9%. Thus in total Riga and Pieriga regions will make 51,8% of all Latvian labour force in the year 2030. After 2010 in all Latvian regions will occur aging of population and the total number of people older than 65 years will increase in total by +12,7% or 48,5 thousand more in the year 2030 then now , except in Latgale that already in 2005 are characterized as population dominated by older ones in Latgale respectively decrease is excepted by –0,4%. In the period 2005-2020 the total number of old inhabitants will stay unchanged, except in Pieriga is expected 11,5 thousand increase due to general population increase in this area of the Riga City fringe and hinterland. After 2020 in all Latvian statistical regions the number of older people will increase, particularly in Riga where in 2030 prognosis suggest the number of old people for some 16,6% larger than in the year 2020. Riga will have the highest share of older people in the totals number of population 18,6% in 2015 and 23,4% in 2030. Only slightly better situation will be in Latgale – respectively 18,2% and 23,0%
Population in 2005 and forecast up to 2030 for Latvia’s statistical regions (Bērziņš, 2007)
	Regions
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2025
	2030

	Total
	2306,4
	2239,6
	2174,2
	2115,4
	2068,1
	2022,3

	Riga
	731,8
	710,5
	691,4
	679,0
	667,5
	651,6

	Pieriga
	366,1
	375,9
	377,1
	383,0
	383,0
	380,7

	Vidzeme
	245,4
	236,3
	225,4
	219,8
	212,6
	206,8

	Kurzeme
	310,7
	299,6
	286,9
	274,0
	264,5
	257,7

	Zemgale
	288,1
	278,8
	266,4
	257,1
	254,5
	250,6

	Latgale
	364,3
	338,5
	327,0
	302,5
	285,9
	274,9


Number of children (0-14 years old) in 2005 and forecast up t0 2030 for Latvia’s statistical regions (Bērziņš, 2007)

	Regions
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2030

	Total
	341,4
	307,7
	325,5
	337,1
	303,4

	Riga
	92,0
	88,5
	98,0
	100,7
	89,7

	Pieriga
	58,1
	56,4
	59,3
	62,3
	55,2

	Vidzeme
	40,6
	32,9
	33,9
	36,0
	32,9

	Kurzeme
	51,2
	43,8
	44,1
	44,7
	42,0

	Zemgale
	47,0
	40,9
	42,2
	43,7
	42,7

	Latgale
	52,5
	45,2
	48,0
	48,8
	41,0


Number of working age population (15-64 years old) in 2005 and forecast up to 2030 for Latvia’s statistical regions (Bērziņš, 2007)

	Regions
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2030

	Total
	1583,9
	1548,5
	1468,4
	1396,6
	1289,2

	Riga
	511,4
	494,5
	464,4
	447,5
	409,5

	Pieriga
	253,4
	259,5
	255,6
	254,5
	256,5

	Vidzeme
	164,3
	162,7
	153,5
	145,7
	132,4

	Kurzeme
	210,1
	205,6
	194,6
	181,7
	161,5

	Zemgale
	196,7
	192,9
	180,7
	170,2
	158,8

	Latgale
	248,0
	233,3
	219,6
	197,0
	170,5


Number of old people (65 years and older) in 2005 and forecast up to 2030 for Latvia’s statistical regions (Bērziņš, 2007)

	Regions
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2030

	Total
	381,2
	383,5
	380,6
	381,7
	429,7

	Riga
	128,4
	127,6
	129,0
	130,8
	152,5

	Pieriga
	54,6
	60,0
	62,4
	66,1
	69,0

	Vidzeme
	40,5
	40,7
	37,9
	37,2
	41,5

	Kurzeme
	49,4
	50,2
	48,2
	47,6
	54,2

	Zemgale
	44,5
	45,1
	43,6
	43,3
	49,1

	Latgale
	63,8
	60,0
	59,4
	56,8
	63,4


Demographic projections for Latvia, 2005 – 2050

Source: Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia, 2007
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Number of inhabitants by social groups in 2005, 2015 and 2030 for Latvia’s statistical regions (Bērziņš, 2007)

	
	Riga
	Pieriga
	Vidzeme
	Kurzeme
	Zemgale
	Latgale

	pers
	2005
	2015
	2030
	2005
	2015
	2030
	2005
	2015
	2030
	2005
	2015
	2030
	2005
	2015
	2030
	2005
	2015
	2030

	0-14
	12,6
	14,2
	13,8
	15,9
	15,7
	14,5
	16,5
	15,1
	15,9
	16,5
	15,4
	16,3
	16,3
	15,8
	17,0
	14,4
	14,7
	14,9

	15-64
	69,9
	67,2
	62,8
	69.2
	67,7
	67,5
	67,0
	68,0
	64,0
	67,6
	67,8
	62,7
	68,3
	67,8
	63,4
	68,1
	67,2
	62,1

	65-…
	17,5
	18,6
	23,4
	14,8
	16,6
	18,1
	16,5
	16,8
	20,1
	15,9
	16,8
	21,1
	15,4
	16,4
	19,6
	17,5
	18,2
	23,0


Issued working permits by economical activity type (Krišjāne, 2007)
	types of economical activities 
	01.05.2004. 31.12.2004.
	01.01.2005. 31.12.2005.
	01.01.2006. 30.06.2006.
	Total
	%

	Agriculture, hunting and forestry 
	90
	76
	25
	191
	4,40

	Fisheries
	4
	9
	6
	19
	0,44

	Mining industry 
	4
	8
	1
	13
	0,30

	Manufacturing industry
	280
	388
	179
	847
	19,51

	Electro energy, gas and water supply
	9
	17
	4
	30
	0,69

	Construction
	53
	123
	90
	266
	6,13

	Wholesale trade and retail; repair of automobiles and motorcycles, individual goods and equipment
	193
	315
	112
	620
	14,30

	Hotels and restaurants  
	94
	140
	83
	317
	7,30

	Transport, storage and  communication
	53
	144
	90
	287
	6,61

	Finances
	35
	51
	36
	122
	2,81

	Operations with immovable properties; rent and other commercial activity 
	169
	291
	154
	614
	14,14

	State governance and defence, state obligatory social insurance
	4
	17
	18
	39
	0,90

	Education
	135
	145
	31
	311
	7,16

	Health and social care  
	8
	17
	15
	40
	0,92

	Public, social and individual services 
	118
	322
	166
	606
	13,96

	Outside (international) institutions and territorial organization 
	4
	8
	1
	13
	0,30

	Household activities
	1
	5
	0
	6
	0,14

	Total
	1254
	2076
	1011
	4341
	100


Source: PLMP. Population register 
Main reasons for issuing residence permit for certain period (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Main reasons
	Number on 01.01.04.
	Number on 01.01.05.
	Number on
01.07. 05.

	Family consolidation
	3545
	3188
	3183

	Work
	2455
	2347
	2386

	Private visit  
	574
	729
	784

	Studies
	530
	593
	563

	Religious activity  
	211
	206
	205

	Others
	197
	366
	538


Source:PMLP.

Foreigners with valid term residence permits (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Country
	Number on 01.01.04.
	Number on 01.01.05.
	Number on 01.07.05.

	Russia
	2523
	2401
	2433

	Ukraine
	920
	875
	937

	Lithuania
	628
	664
	699

	Belarus
	469
	508
	499

	Germany
	211
	279
	294

	USA
	329
	317
	293


Source: PMLP, distribution by citizenship
Foreigners with valid permanent residence permits (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Country
	Number on 01.01.04.
	Number on 01.01.05.
	Number on 01.07. 05.

	Russia
	19 869
	20 815
	21 777

	Lithuania
	1536
	1674
	1773

	Ukraine
	1391
	1547
	1602

	Belarus
	986
	1086
	1130

	Estonia
	439
	455
	466

	USA
	144
	168
	171


Source: PMLP, distribution by citizenship 
Issued Residence permits for certain period 2004 and 2005 (Krišjāne, 2007)
	reason for stay in Latvia 
	On 01.01.2005. 
	On 01.01.2006. 

	
	EU citizens
	For others
	Total
	EU citizens 
	For others
	Total

	Family consolidation
	517
	3475
	3992
	586
	3586
	4172

	Employee
	714
	448
	1162
	1231
	556
	1787

	Employer
	486
	706
	1192
	143
	661
	804

	Students
	224
	375
	599
	146
	335
	481

	Service providers 
	62
	–
	62
	94
	–
	94

	Service receivers
	3
	–
	3
	3
	–
	3

	Other
	130
	289
	419
	270
	392
	662

	Total
	2136
	5293
	7429
	2473
	5530
	8003


Source: PMLP, Data of population register 
Comparable reasons to emigrate from Latvia to abroad for a job among potential emigrants and already working abroad (Krišjāne, 2007)
	Frequency of answers in group, %

	Compared answers nr. In questionnaire *
	Answers **
	Males
	Females

	
	
	Potential emigrants
	Had worked abroad
	+

–
	Potential emigrants 
	Had worked abroad 
	+

–

	52/2

61/1
	Higher payment
	86,4
	67,8
	–18,6
	82,9
	62,6
	–20,3

	52/8

61/5
	Possibilities to obtain new experience
	24,6
	21,4
	–3,2
	26,3
	24,4
	–1,9

	52/3

61/2
	Possibilities for carrier and growth 
	19,6
	4,5
	–14,9
	19,3
	2,7
	–16,6

	
	Number of respondent per group
	851
	465
	
	692
	249
	


Remark: Answers are saved by relevance. Full answers are in the Annex of the research report 
Based on the information of the survey (N = 721, in 2006) shorter or longer experience to work in another country had 9% respondents in the whole country. Men worked more often abroad than females: 12,1% from all male respondents – and 6,2% from all female respondents. From all age groups less represented are younger people in age group 15–19, and in older persons 60–65 years old respondents. From respondents in the age group  20–29 in abroad had work experience 20,9% men and 12,2% women. From respondents in age group  30–39, 15,4% men and  7,7% women had worked outside Latvia, in age 40–49 respectively 12,4% and 5,2%
Had working experience abroad from all survey’s participants (N = 721, men, women, total) (Krišjāne, 2007)
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Average age of all who worked in abroad at the moment of survey was 36 years for men and 35 years for women. Younger age groups are more mobile in respect to working abroad. 
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