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Introduction
On 27 June 2015, after five months of politics of brinkmanship in negotiations
with the European Union / European Central Bank / International Monetary
Fund (EU/ECB/IMF) troika, Alexis Tsipras, the Prime Minister of the unusual
coalition government of the left-wing Coalition of the Radical Left
(Synaspismos Rizospastikis Aristeras, SYRIZA) and the far-right Independent
Greeks (Aneksartitoi Ellines, ANEL), all of a sudden, proclaimed a referendum,
to be held on 5 July 2015. Referendums first ushered in under the rule of
Napoleon Bonaparte; in the 19th and the first half of the 20th century, they
were, at its best, a highly controversial form of direct democracy. Referendums
were being advocated by so uncommon political forces as British Conservatives,
German Social Democrats and Nazis, but were also being disapproved by
severely opposing political ideologues such as liberals and communists. 1 By the
end of the 20th century, though, they have proliferated in many European
countries, inasmuch as issue politics have been outweighing representative
democracy along with social, economic, ethnic and/or religious cleavages.2
Hence, citizens are now getting more and more eager to influence key decisionmaking concerning single issues and this is feasible through referendums or
citizens’ initiatives. Nonetheless, Greece has got an extremely poor political
experience in types of direct democracy. Apart from the post-junta referendum
of 1974 on Republic, all other six referendums held during the 20 th century
were conducted in conditions of political turmoil, chaos and, in most of the
cases, extensive electoral fraud.
Referendums have assorted shapes and dilemmas, such as constitutional
issues, strategic options for a state (e.g. accession to the EU, adoption of the
euro), devolution or secession, and local mundane issues. In constitutional
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theory, referendums are classified into binding and advisory or into
constitutional and facultative.3 In practice, however, one could distinguish
referendums between those that governments use to consult the electorate or
are constitutionally required to approve constitutional amendments, and those
that governments abuse as a façade of legitimacy and popular mobilization.
This classification does not intend to imply that the latter are always rigged
and satisfactory for the leaders who devise them, the Chilean plebiscite of
1988, which removed Pinochet from power, being the most compulsive.

Constitutional oddities in respect of the Greek referendum of July
2015
The legality of the recent Greek referendum is wholly indubitable. Greek
Constitution art.44 stipulates that
a referendum over pivotal national questions is proclaimed by a Presidential
decree, after the approval of Cabinet’s request by the absolute majority of the
total number of MPs.

Art.44 is supplemented by the implementing law 4023/2011 “on enhancing
direct and participatory democracy through referendums.” Fiscal questions are
excluded, albeit upon already passed bills. In his address to the Greek people,
Alexis Tsipras announced that the Cabinet decided to put the ultimatum (sic)
of the EU/ECB/IMF institutions, that is, their proposal on Greece’s bailout
programme, at referendum. Articulating a discourse fraught with national
instances, he invoked national sovereignty, national unity, the dignity of the
Greek people, national history, and the metaphor of Greece as the birthplace of
democracy and the foundation of the European civilisation. 4 As a consequence,
the national question art.44 refers to was translated into a national cause: the
resistance of the Greek people to EU/ECB/IMF proposals and plans of people’s
humiliation and subversion of government’s democratic mandate. Playing the
patriotic card and setting the goal of popular mobilization, Tsipras and his
close associates resorted to a facultative referendum in order that the
incumbent coalition government retain office.
Within this framework, a wide range of constitutional oddities took place. To
begin with, the one-week-time frame between the call and the date of the
referendum was too pressing. A week time, as the General Secretary of the
Council of Europe, Thorbjorn Jagland, mentioned, is not sufficient for the
voters to make their minds up.5 4023/2011 art.12 provides that the referendum
should be held within 30 days “after the publication of the Presidential decree
on its proclamation.” Evidently, this is not to be interpreted that a referendum
ought to be called and conducted within 30 days. Such a very brief period is
rather unprecedented: we could only compare it with referendums held by

3 A constitutional referendum is stipulated in the Constitution, e.g. Irish referendums over any
constitutional amendment; a facultative referendum operates as a mediating device to cope with an
exigency, e.g. the UK referendum over the EEC membership (1975).
4 N.N. Dimopsifisma stis 5 Iouliou yper i kata tis Protasis ton Thesmon (Referendum on the 5 July
for or against the Proposal of the Institutions). To Vima. 26 June 2015. (accessed: 13 October 2015).
5 Council of Europe. Greek Referendum Falls Short of Standards. Reuters. 1 July 2015. (accessed:
13 October 2015).
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authoritarian or illegitimate regimes, such as the one concerned the status of
Crimea (2014), which was proclaimed by pro-Russian secessionists to be held
within ten days. On the contrary, referendums held in established European
democracies allow a long period for public deliberation. For instance, the recent
referendum on Scottish independence was settled on under the Edinburgh
Agreement (15 October 2012), proclaimed under the Scotland Act 1998 Order
2013 (issued on 12 February 2013), and held on 18 September 2014. Also, the
Danish euro referendum (2000) allowed over six months of campaigning
despite that two referendums on the Maastricht Treaty on European Union
(1992 and 1993) had already been held and the recent, more trivial, Irish
referendum over same-sex marriage allowed four months of public debate.
Within the very limited time of one week, no essential campaigning was
unfolded. Instead of distinct YES and NO camps being deployed and public
debate being held, YES and NO proponents orchestrated rallies and argue
their cases mainly through broadcasting and the social media. As political
science comparative studies have shown, however, campaigning might prove to
be decisive in determining the outcome of a referendum. 6 Eventually, the
referendum ended up to a proxy-election aiming to determine the popularity of
the incumbent government. And the shorter a government has been in office,
the more likely it is to convince the electorate to take its side: in our case, the
NO side. Apparently, there was not enough time for the voters to make
informed decisions, campaigning was at its best truncated, and the voters cast
their ballot expressing, in general terms, their preference to the government of
the day or the opposition.
Another important constitutional oddity concerns the clarity of the question.
According to 4023/2011 art.3, “the question is phrased in a comprehensible and
succinct manner.” On the contrary, the question was puzzling and vaguely
framed. The ballot read:
should the plan agreement submitted by the European Commission, the
European Central Bank, and the International Monetary Fund in the
Euro-group of 25.06.2015, be approved? It consists of two parts, which
constitute an aggregate proposal: the first document is entitled “Reforms for
the Completion of the Current Program and beyond” and the second
“Preliminary Debt Sustainability Analysis”

(both document titles appeared in English with a translation in Greek placed in
brackets). It offered two options: Not approved/NO and approved/YES. Apart
from being too lengthy to be placed on a referendum ballot, the question cited
two documents of a very recent non-paper amounted to 34 pages that the voters
themselves had to find out and read carefully. Besides, the Greek translation of
the above documents contained abbreviations in English as well as economic
and legal jargon non-comprehensible to most of the voters. Citation of
documents is not unusual in referendum ballots: most of the referendums on
the EU required prior reading of Treaties; yet, the texts were not that
sophisticated and the time allowed the voters to be informed was substantially
LeDuc, Lawrence. 2002. Referendums and Elections: How do Campaigns differ?, in Do Political
Campaigns Matter? Campaign Effects in Elections and Referendums, edited by Farrell, David and
Rüdiger, Schmitt-Back. London: Routledge, 145-62.
6
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longer. Nevertheless, the questions were rather comprehensible and succinct,
e.g. "are you in favour of or against approval by the Netherlands of the treaty
establishing a constitution for Europe?” (Dutch referendum on the
Constitutional Treaty held in 2005). That is to say, that even if a voter had not
read the document of the Treaty could very well reply to the question of
whether s/he is in favour of a European Constitution or, by implication, of
ceding part of sovereignty to a supranational authority. On the contrary, the
Greek referendum ballot did not address the issue at stake outright, that is,
the bailout program, but a peripheral agreement emanating from it.
As regards to the consequences, they were wholly unforeseen and ambiguous.
Even the seemingly clear-cut YES option would have had ambiguous
ramifications. The draft agreement that the Greek electorate would have
potentially approved concerned a bailout program due to expire on the 30 June,
that is, before the referendum having been held. The NO option was completely
ambiguous: had the electorate disapproved the draft agreement put in
referendum, would the government have proceeded with another bailout
agreement? To what extent, a new bailout agreement would have been
different from the disapproved one? Would there have been no bailout
programme at all? Would this have meant default and Grexit? A request for an
extension of the bailout program with amendments on the proposal that the
coalition government called the voters to disapprove, was submitted by Tsipras
on 30 June and caused further confusion as regards the expediency and the
necessity of the referendum. Such ambivalence as of the impact of the result of
the referendum is rather unprecedented in established democracies. From a
constitutional point of view, referendums should not allow any interpretation of
the popular vote and the impact of YES and NO should be absolutely clear
either.
The last but not least oddity concerned the architecture of the ballot.
Paradoxically, the NO option, backed by the government, was above the YES
one: a manoeuvre rather reminiscent of referendums called by authoritarian
regimes. For example, the format of the 1978 Chilean referendum ballot on the
approval of Pinochet’s regime was biased in favour of YES, which was
represented by the national flag, whereas the NO block was a black rectangle. 7

Conclusions
Too a pressing time frame, absence of an essential campaigning, puzzling
wording, unforeseen implications, and a bizarre format, all made the Greek
referendum of July 2015 problematic. Regardless of whether aiming to forestall
the split of SYRIZA and government’s downfall, or being a step towards a
decisive split with the euro-zone facilitating a drachma plot,8 or intending to
N.N. The Greek referendum question makes (almost) no sense. BBC. 29 June 2015. (accessed: 13
October 2015).
8 Many reports published in the press describe this scenario: Hope, Kerin and Tony Barber. 2015.
Syriza’s Covert plot during Crisis Talks to Return to Drachma. Financial Times. 24 July 2015.
(accessed: 13 October 2015); Evans-Pritchard, Ambrose. 2015. Syriza Left Demands 'Icelandic'
Default as Greek Defiance Stiffens. Telegraph. 14 June 2015. (accessed: 13 October 2015);
Kounalaki, Ksenia. 2015. Plan B me Ypoklopes kai Hacking (Plan B with Interception and
Hacking). Kathimerini. 26 July 2015. (accessed: 13 October 2015); Kanellis, Vasilis. 2015. To
7
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increase the popularity and legitimacy of Tsipras, because of all the
aforementioned oddities, this referendum should have never been made. It
rather constituted an abuse of direct democracy, an unexpected political
manoeuvre made by a political leader to circumvent a hard political exigency.
Despite the so many appeals of the coalition government to European values
and standards during the tiny period of campaigning, such a referendum falls
short of European standards and is unfamiliar with European democratic
norms.
The financial repercussions of the proclamation of this referendum were harsh
for the Greek society, as it immediately led to a bank run and the inevitable
imposition of capital controls. What is more, the compromise reached in the EU
Summit of 12 July 2015 made it absolutely meaningless in political terms.
Most interestingly, nonetheless, the referendum of July 2015 highlighted the
oxymoron of what might be called a “leftist democratic myth”, systematically
articulated by SYRIZA, that is that globalised neo-liberal institutions, namely
the EU/IMF/ECB troika, and hegemonic figures at a global level, i.e. Schaeuble
foremost, Merkel, Lagarde, Dragi, and Juncker, all allegedly aborted the
democratic mandate of the coalition government and defied the vote and will of
the Greek electorate. On the contrary, the conduct of a referendum
manipulative of the popular vote and serving certain partisan considerations
and ends is apparently at odds with the democratic discourse of SYRIZA’s
leadership.
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Introduction
The censuses in the Western Balkan countries deserve special attention as they
are grouped in a region with a conflictual and difficult past. The Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia fell apart in the early 1990s, resulting in the
current configuration of independent countries (Slovenia, Croatia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Serbia, Montenegro, Kosovo1 and the Former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia). This dissolution process has troubled the region for years with
wars that have cost many lives, and which still remain an important event in
the minds of many people in the region as well as in the minds of the hundreds
of thousands that have fled the region and built a life in other European
countries. Many of these people in the diaspora still feel affiliated with the
area; they might still have family or own property, or they simply decided not
to settle for life outside the region of their childhood. Even 20 years after the
wars there are many traumas and the relations between population groups are
difficult.
All the former Yugoslav countries as well as Albania are considered potential
members of an enlarged European Union (EU), and for that reason the EU has
a special relationship (via Stabilization and Association Agreements) with
these so-called “enlargement’’ countries. The status as an enlargement country
brings very strong support to all elements of society, from funding of road
infrastructure and agricultural development projects, to poverty eradication
and implementation of the rule of law. This relationship also brings obligations
in the context of the “European acquis’’. For statistics, this acquis is reflected in
the set of regulations for European statistics.2 The countries are supported over
a period of approximately 10 to 15 years to develop a set of statistics that


Pieter Everaers is Director of Directorate A- Cooperation in the European Statistical System;
International Cooperation; Resources at DG Eurostat, the statistical office of the European
Commission. From 2008, he has been leading the International Monitoring Operations for the
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1 This designation is without prejudice on status, and is in line with UNSCR 1244 and the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) Opinion on the Kosovo Declaration of Independence. This
footnote is relevant for all references in this document to “Kosovo’’.
2 Eurostat. 2014. Statistical Requirements Compendium. European Commission.
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reflects the content and quality of the statistics in the European Statistical
System (ESS). In the work plan for the European Union Member States - as is
the case for the potential members - the censuses are an important reference
point for population data; data essential as basic building blocks for many
other statistics (e.g. Gross National Income). In the European Union, statistics
are an important part of the societal infrastructure. The contribution to the
common budget of the EU is based on high quality statistics, and subsidies and
funds for redistributing the budget are based on sound figures. “Evidence
Based Decision Making” is an important cornerstone of European society; new
countries joining the Union are expected to have achieved the same statistical
standards.
Compared to difficult census operations in countries all over the world, the
recent political history of the Western Balkans adds an extra level of
complexity. The European Commission, via the Directorate General Eurostat
(DG ESTAT) and the Directorate General Enlargement (DG NEAR), is involved
in this process, and as a consequence it supported the development of
appropriate statistical infrastructures; for the census more specifically this has
been done via a series of ‘’Technical Cooperation Meetings.’’3 In these meetings,
the Directors General of the National Statistical Institutes (NSIs) of the
countries and the various state census experts met with experts from the
European Commission to exchange best practices on the population and
housing census, create a good understanding of one another’s specific situation,
and cultivate cooperation with the aim of achieving a certain level of
comparability among the results of the individual countries. This support,
which was given as part of multiple beneficiary projects to the countries via
horizontal projects, forms a part of the efforts to enhance cooperation among
the countries themselves, as well as the cooperation with the European
Statistical System. An important result of these intensive discussions is a
detailed overview of all the choices and decisions, as well as a rich data base of
factual information. The European Commission, via the national support
programmes installed via the EU delegations in the concerned countries, has
also funded many preparatory projects, and in some countries parts of the
enumeration itself as well as parts of the processing were funded by the EC.
Finally, but of critical importance, several countries (Montenegro, Kosovo, the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia (FYROM), Bosnia and Herzegovina
and to a minor extent Albania, have requested the establishment of an
International Monitoring Operation (IMO) to guarantee a fair and transparent
census-taking.

In October 2009, Eurostat established a Technical Coordination Group (TGC) consisting of all
census managers in the region aiming at exchanging experience on the census, sharing best
practices and harmonising methodologies and definitions on a regional level. The group has had
five meetings. For the TCG, a ‘matrix of key census issues’ was created where the countries
reported their level of preparedness on a number of areas, ranging from planning and management
to census methodology and logistics.
3
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Background on the Western Balkan countries 4
To better understand the impact and role of the census, the recent history and
the current ethnic situation of the region needs to be described in more detail.
After the death of President Tito in 1980, ideological and ethnic tensions led to
violent confrontations. Starting from 1986, the different republics, reflecting
rising Serbian and Croatian nationalism, became increasingly divided. The
historical tensions between Serbs, Albanians, Croats and Bosnians over the
question of who would hold the power led to the disintegration of Yugoslavia.
Over a period of approximately 10 years, the Yugoslav wars played out to the
current situation, with different levels of violence and different outcomes. In
1991, Slovenia succeeded in splitting very quickly and without much bloodshed
from the rest, and Croatia also became independent in 1992, though there was
significant violence in parts of the country. From 1992 the Bosnian War was
fought, until a peace agreement confirmed the creation of the country of Bosnia
and Herzegovina in 1995. In 1999, Kosovo violently split from Serbia, while in
FYROM there was a brief armed conflict which ended in 2001. A couple of
years later, in 2006, Montenegro became independent following a peaceful
referendum.
The wars of the 1990s resulted in significant population flux. Several
agreements ended the conflicts in the region and contributed to improved interethnic relations, for example the Ohrid Framework Agreement in FYROM (2
million inhabitants), the Dayton Agreement for Bosnia and Herzegovina (3.8
million), and rather recently (2013) the specific agreement between Kosovo (1.7
million) and Serbia (7.2 million, excluding the area of Kosovo), which led Serbia
towards a breakthrough in its potential membership of the EU. Croatia (4.2
million) followed Slovenia as the second country of the Western Balkans to
become a Member of the European Union, acceding in 2013. While FYROM has
been a candidate country already since 2005, negotiations have not yet started,
while with Montenegro (0.6 m) and Serbia, accession negotiations started
recently.
Albania (2.9 million inhabitants) needs a special mention. Established in 1944
as a Socialist Republic based on the Chinese communist model, it transformed
into the Republic of Albania with a parliamentary democracy in 1991. An
economic and societal crisis in the nineties drove many people to flee from the
country, though many have returned in recent years. Albania achieved EU
candidate status in 2014; however negotiations have not yet started.
Another specificity of this region is the distribution of ethnic and religious
groups. The complicated history of the Balkans, with population shifts which
occurred over centuries mixing people from east and west, north and south,
resulted in a striking diversity that at time reveals some deeply rooted ethnic
and religious cleavages . Croats, Albanians, Serbians, Roma, Turks, Muslims,
Christians, Greek Orthodox, Jews, Russian Orthodox, etc, are spread
throughout and integrated into various parts of the region. These groups were
living over a period of some 50 years in relative peace as neighbours within the
former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.
Detailed statistical information on the Western Balkan enlargement countries is available in
Eurostat. 2014. Pocketbook on the enlargement countries. European Commission.
4
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War and extreme social disruption caused a large outflow of the population,
degradation of the transport system and dilution of the societal infrastructure.
It resulted in a very low interest in foreign investment in these countries;
consequently resulting in a relatively high level of unemployment, and the
continued high scope of a rural economy. The large population groups that left
for countries like Austria, Germany and Switzerland live in a wealthier
situation with relatively high incomes. As a consequence, the economy of many
of the Western Balkan countries is dependent on remittances, and influenced
by groups from the diaspora. Countries that were dependent on Belgrade for
certain aspects of infrastructure, political direction and economic development,
had to re-start their development from a relatively backward situation as a
result of years of violence and warfare, as well as semi-authoritarian
governance.
These countries have shown impressive developments resulting in their
recognition as potential member states of the European Union. However many
visible and invisible remainders of the difficult period of the wars persist.
Demolished and empty homes, clearly divided areas and often a feeling of
distrust, overall daily lives still are very much dominated by polarisation.

The reasons for a Population and Housing census
Population and Housing censuses are a common tool for collecting basic
information on the size and structure of the population once every five or ten
years for a wide range of planning and often also serve political purposes.
Under the leadership of the UN, every 10 years, the vast majority of countries
hold a census. In many countries, the enumeration is still done via a traditional
paper and pencil interview. Since 2000, world Population and Housing census
round many countries all over the world began to use modern interview tools
for data collection such as handheld computers or the Internet. New
technological and societal developments have made it possible - especially in
the more developed countries - to integrate results of vital statistics and
administrative registers to completely eliminate the role of the census
interview. A third group of countries used a combination of data collected via
interviews with data aggregated from registers and administrative sources. A
handful of countries all over the world do not use a full population count at all,
but base their ‘census results’ on sampling techniques and consequently collect
thorough information for only a part of the total population. The fact that
census results are considered very important by many stakeholders also
ensures that the census is an important cause for discussions and even
tensions concerning the results. Even in highly developed countries the results
and even the basic format of a census lead to difficult discussions, as well as
political interventions in the management of national statistical offices. Such
challenges can even lead to heavy political crisis, as was the case for FYROM in
the Western Balkans, but there are several similar and even more serious
examples from the 2001 and 2010 population census rounds in other parts of
the world.
However, even when the procedures and outcomes might be contested, the
usefulness of a census is in general not contested. The population census is
187
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considered as a crucial basis for many other statistics. In the modern evidencebased society, good quality statistics are a part of the basic infrastructure. In
the Western Balkan countries which are also candidate countries for the EU,
the need for and use of census data can be seen from several perspectives.
Firstly, in order to join the EU and especially to comply with the governance
procedures in the EU statistics are essential. They are important for the
calculation of the contribution to the EU and the subsidies from the EU budget,
related to a large variety of policies.
Second, from the perspective of internal planning purposes and local funding
and support mechanisms, good information on population groups is needed to
internally plan health, education systems, and others, in a democratic manner.
Support from international organisations also depends on trusted statistical
information.
A fourth perspective includes the obligations set in some agreements that
rights and obligations of populations and governments on a local or subregional level depend on the number of citizens or distribution of
characteristics of the population in certain districts or regions. To implement
these obligations, regular data collection in the form of a census is considered
essential. This is particularly important when the rights of certain groups (i.e.
minorities) are connected to a certain percentage share of the population.
Finally, for some countries in this region - even when not spelled out clearly
but nevertheless still important - the Population and Housing censuses serves
as a tool for the creation of a national feeling. Part of building or consolidating
a nation is to know how many “we’’ are and what “our’’ characteristics are. In
addition, censuses are sometimes used politically to consolidate the results of
wars. The popular saying ‘when you are not counted, you do not exist’ is
relevant for some population groups.
It is evident from both a global and EU perspective, as well as for internal and
“nationality‘’ reasons, that the Western Balkan countries were under a certain
pressure to conduct censuses in the 2011 census round. In fact, almost all
countries in the world held a population census in one way or another, so why
would the Western Balkans be an exception? Eurostat, on the request of DG
Enlargement and also from some of the countries themselves, supported almost
all the countries in this census exercise. This support ranged from purely
financial to technical assistance, capacity building, political, as well as moral
and professional support to the statistical authorities. For this wide network of
political and technical contacts in the countries concerned were set up and
maintained.5

For the author of this paper this meant that regular (sometimes weekly) contacts with the
responsible ministers and other high level stakeholders were needed to discuss main decisions and
progress in the preparations.
5
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Factual information on the censuses in the Western Balkans
The systematic technical support from Eurostat via the Technical Coordination
Group as well as the involvement in census projects in the individual countries
resulted in a rich overview of characteristics of the censuses in the Western
Balkan countries. This information is available through a series of ‘Factsheets
on population censuses in the Enlargement countries’. 6 The information varies
from basic factual information on the number of enumerators, to overall costs
and specific costs of parts of the project (for example, communication and
outreach policies).7 The sheets describe “factual’’ information, so they do not
include details on what happened during the preparation, enumeration and the
processing stage of the census, nor do they relate to discussions between the
main stakeholders, the political parties, government, the census institute (the
National Statistical Institute), with the main sponsors of the census and a
great variety of other parties interested or involved (e.g., NGOs, the media,
universities, religious and ethnic groups and even neighbouring countries).
From the first phase of census preparation - the discussions on the census law until the very last moments on how to disseminate and interpret the results,
opinions can differ greatly between stakeholders on how to go ahead. It is
common that during all phases there are stakeholders that try (and often
succeed) in stepping over the outer line of their responsibility, and in doing so
try to impose their influence in areas that should be the sole responsibility of
the Head of the National Statistical Institute. Professional independence
(particularly on methodological decisions) as requested from the UN
Fundamental Principles of Official Statistics is often not that easy to defend in
countries with such complex governance systems, weak democratic traditions
and complicated ethnic and religious structures as the Western Balkan
countries.
The following sections will review various key thematic issues of importance,
both to explain certain policies and then to consider how the various countries
in the region can be assessed. As the census results in Bosnia and Herzegovina
have not been released, this case cannot be considered yet in the regional
assessments with the same detail as the other countries.

Population in the diaspora and the treatment of the sensitive
questions on ethnicity, religion and nationality
The noted factsheets describe all the stages of preparing the census, from the
enumeration itself until the moment of dissemination. Interesting conclusions
can be drawn, like the relatively high costs of the communication and outreach
in Kosovo, the high number of enumerators in FYROM or the lengthy process
of establishing the census law in Bosnia and Herzegovina. They also describe
the complexity for hiring census staff, and information on how to measure the
population in the Diaspora (this is typically not seen as part of a census
exercise) as well as reaching agreement on the inclusion and formulation of the

Eurostat. 2013. 2011 Population Census Framework. Factsheets on Population Census in the
Enlargement Countries. European Commission.
7 These factsheets are made available in agreement with National Statistical Institutes of the
countries concerned.
6
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sensitive questions on ethnicity, religion and nationality (and state/entity
citizenship in Bosnia and Herzegovina) in the questionnaire. These two issues:
how to measure/include information on the population living abroad and the
inclusion and formulation of these sensitive questions, have created huge
discussions and disputes. In all countries concerned these issues had to be
tackled, which had an impact on the formulation of the census law, the
required communication and outreach and the training of the enumerators,
among others. Of course, in each of the countries (and as discussed in the other
articles in this volume) there were specific problems and issues which
complicated the process.
The measurement of the population in the diaspora was mainly done via a
special form at the end of the questionnaire, allowing the households to inform
the enumerator on family members living abroad, permanently or at the time
of the enumeration. This was done for Kosovo, Montenegro and Bosnia and
Herzegovina. In a context where the percentage of a population group in the
total population is important for existing agreements, for house and land
ownership or simply having sufficiently high numbers to justify certain policies
(e.g., the Ohrid Agreement for the Albanian population in FYROM, or the
Dayton Agreement for Bosnia and Herzegovina), the issue of the diaspora
population caused long disputes. More specifically, there were discussions on
how this population group could be approached, how the questions were
formulated and how the answers could be checked against other information.
However, the final results of these efforts are considered to be relatively
minimal. Based on results of a variety of polls a large part of the former
residents now living abroad has either no intention to return to the original
country (many of them children of the former residents), has no link to the
newly established countries (as they left the country before 1991) or they are
simply not interested and could/did not want to be reached.
The controversies over the formulation of the sensitive questions raised many
more concerns, and might also have affected the final results. These questions
are noted in the UNECE/Eurostat recommendations for the Population and
Housing Census for round 2011, and are described as non-core questions.8 This
implies that countries are free to decide to include them in the questionnaire,
or not. But if they decide to do so, they are strongly encouraged to follow the
recommendations on how they are formulated. An essential element of these
recommendations is that these questions are asked based on a self-declaration,
either via a fully open question (no answer categories) or a combination of a set
of predefined answers with also the possibility to give an answer different from
the predefined. Furthermore, there should be the possibility, as the response to
these questions is considered voluntary, to use the option to actively declare no
ethnicity, religion or national affiliation. Considering the context of the ethnic
complexity of the Western Balkan countries, the tense discussions between the
population groups (via political organisations or NGOs), and the apparent need
to have specific information over these population groups for specific agreed
policies (as the Ohrid Agreement), the collection of information on these
8 Eurostat. 2009. UNECE/Eurostat Recommendations for the 2011 round of Population and
Housing Census. European Commission.
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variables was considered a crucial element of the census-taking by the decisionmaking authorities in many of these countries. A remarkable example in this
context is the use of the 1991 population census in BiH to ensure positive
discrimination for returning minority populations based on pre-war data. The
countries have found varying solutions for these questions, ranging from
sticking very closely to the UNECE/Eurostat recommendations (Albania,
Croatia, Montenegro and Kosovo), to strongly criticized versions (only partly
open) like in BiH and FYROM. In most of the countries the ethnic, religious or
political institutions and movements have tried to influence the citizens’
behaviour on how to answer these questions.

Success factors for the Population and Housing census
Indicators of success of the censuses is also summarized in the fact sheets,
though for this purpose additional quality information has to be used to ensure
a good level of understanding on the usefulness and effectiveness of the
projects. Useful indicators include the acceptance of the numbers of the total
population and the numbers for subgroups (as was the case in Albania and
Montenegro), as well as the speed in delivering preliminary, first and final
results (again Montenegro). Factual information also comes from the Post
Enumeration Survey in the form of estimates on the absolute and relative
under or over count (representation in the census) of populations groups. This
quality information results often from Post Enumeration surveys. The training
of the enumerators, as well as the infrastructure and logistics created for the
enumeration and the processing of the collected information, also supports the
chances of a successful census (likewise the motivation of the census staff can
be reflected in, for example, the feeling of being respected and well paid.). In
addition, the International Monitoring Operations can provide competent
advice and support; a factor that like technical assistance, can contribute to the
overall success of a census.
One could assume that the success of a census also depends on factors such as
the existence of a well organised state government, the oversight of this
government over regions, the trust in state organisations and the experience
and skills in the administration, particularly in the National Statistical
Institutes. On these issues the countries are all very different (knowing their
history). Of equal importance is the societal infrastructure in the country, and
how well the society is organised. The internal coherence of the population
groups or the awareness of the heterogeneity of the population can be a factor
of influence. Likewise, group feeling and the political engagement of the
population will play a role; this, of course in combination with more basic
issues such as literacy, education and overall interest in a country’s issues, and
more generally the trust in society, common goals, norms and values and
understanding of the common values of a developed democratic society. Media
plays a very important role in this context, not only for the official awareness
campaigns but also for any opposition groups and movements. A clear example
of this impact was seen in the first week of the enumeration in 2012 in
FYROM. Based on statements in television interviews, enumerators as well as
citizens engaged in declarations on how to interpret certain questions and how
to count people, with the result that the government had to stop the census
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enumeration midway through the enumeration stage. 9 Another factor is the
overall political situation. Not only is the trust of the citizens in their
government and in society in general important, but trust and belief in
statistics is important as well, as is the understanding that the government can
use the data in the process of development. Specific awareness among a
population of how a census can play a role in a country’s EU candidacy can also
be critical in explaining the success. In Montenegro and Albania as well as in
Kosovo this awareness was very high.
In addition to all this, specific and time bound developments can play an
important role in the success of a census project. The role of key leaders,
incidents not related but having a big impact (e.g., election campaigns) or even
the very personal behavioural issues of stakeholders have to be taken into
account in trying to explain the success and outcomes.

The usefulness and effectiveness of the censuses
Discussing the usefulness of the census for each of the countries concerned is
difficult from the perspective of the long-term benefits. In most, if not all the
countries, the project significantly increased the functioning of the National
Statistical Institutes and resulted in an increase in experience and skills. The
infrastructure needed to ensure good statistics clearly improved the amount
and quality of actual information available on populations, groups, as well as
on all kinds of developments in the society (from literacy, urbanisation to
health and housing). The basic information collected will support international
and state policies. Without a doubt the financial investment will be paid back
via international programs that support economic development, as well as
through more focussed development and investment projects. The availability
of useful and “fit for purpose” statistical information will lead to better spent
domestic budgets. The fact that International Monitoring Operations were
present in Kosovo, Montenegro, BiH as well as in Albania could send a strong
message about the credibility of the census results; this is particularly
important for Kosovo.
However, it remains important to consider the effect of a census on the issues
of ethnicity, religion and nationality. For most of the countries under
consideration, these issues are related to populations residing in the countries
being enumerated and - differing from what is practice in most other countries
- to the population in the diaspora. Two concrete and relevant factors arise:
firstly, regarding the information collected via specific forms on family
members residing outside the country; and second whether the information
from the non-core sensitive questions where citizens (according to
recommendations) were allowed to declare that they do not belong to an ethnic,
religious group or nationality. Both questions lead to concerns on whether the
census has indeed resulted in credible data. Have the censuses contributed to a
process of settling disputes between population groups, and contributed to a
more stable society? The extent to which censuses play a role in these dynamics
is influenced both by the fact that answering these questions has been
influenced by many NGOs, political leaders, religious figures and public
9

See on this issue also Roska Vrgova’s contribution in this volume.
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discussions, as well as the fact that a significant number of the population
might not have provided answers for these questions, meaning that their
usefulness is questionable. Using these variables as explanatory (independent)
variables is not very problematic; however to use them by themselves as
absolute outcomes must be done only with great caution.
As mentioned in the introduction a census in any one of the Western Balkan
countries does not only affect dynamics within its own borders, as the ethnic
and religious groups do not follow the country borders. The Albanian
population may have its main concentration in Albania, but Albanians also live
in the neighbouring countries of Kosovo and FYROM; similarly, Croats live in
Croatia but also in parts of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The Roma population is
spread in different concentrations all over the area of the Western Balkans, as
well as old Turkish rooted groups in FYROM and Kosovo. The Serbian
population lives in Serbia but also in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro,
Croatia, and Kosovo.
Comparable results among countries, especially on ethnicity and religion, are
very interesting from the perspective of regional policies and cultures as well as
ambitions. In addition, they very much affect the behaviour of local and
regional politicians. Compared to difficult census operations in individual
countries this situation of countries with strong cross-border ties creates an
extra level of complexity. The Directorate General Eurostat and the wider
European Commission has tried to steer this process via the regular Technical
Cooperation Meetings on the census at the level of the statisticians of these
countries, developing a good understanding and cooperation as well as sharing
of best practices. These meetings were also aimed at promoting the use of the
same approaches to achieve maximum comparability of the results. This
maximum comparability, by guaranteeing rather rigidly the principle of place
of usual residence for counting the population (therefore not including diaspora)
should lead to more credible and exhaustive results overall for the whole
region.
However, these policies have not prevented the development of sometimes
different approaches and conflicting results. Slightly varying data collection
methods, resulting in different under-and over-counting, but also differences in
attitudes among individuals enumerated and the impact of the population in
the diaspora will not - when summing up the results on the sensitive variables
of the individual countries - lead to reliable results for the region.
It is relevant to note that in supporting the census work (with technical
support, funding and monitoring) the starting point for the European
Commission and other international organisations involved as well as other
individual donor countries, was the correct implementation of the international
recommendations on Population and Housing censuses and at the same time
respecting the details as agreed by the national governments in their
respective Population and Housing Census Laws on the details of the topics to
be collected (as for example the questions on citizenship, nationality, among
other things).
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Cost benefit analysis and potential impact
The censuses already have and will continue to provide useful statistical
information, but as said above for some variables this information has to be
handled with great care. Can we conclude that the censuses in the Western
Balkans were an example of value for money? Have the censuses resulted in
information that can and will be used? Were they worthwhile or would it have
been more useful to resist the international pressure for holding the census?
These questions are difficult to answer: the costs can be calculated easily,
however, the benefits cannot. Census results might lead to financial support as
well as increased credibility and recognition of the country. But the census can
also lead to heated debates between ethnic and religious population groups.
Are the societies mature enough to accept the results and how can they
transform this information into useful policy information? This is a question
that is useful to ask in looking at the efforts, the discussions and the results.
The other contributions in this volume attempt to do so. To what extent does it
also help the regional cooperation between the countries? Only over a period of
years will the impact and real benefit be visible.
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