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1.
Project Report - Summary Sheet

	Project title
	HLSP Macedonia - Household Livelihood Support Project  Macedonia

	CIDA Ref#
	CIDA/IHA #4160/MK

	Country and specific location
	Republic of Macedonia, Region North-East Tetovo; Municipalities:

1.Dzepchishte: Germo, 

2. Jegunovce: Raotince, Kopance

3. Tearce: Leshok, Slatino, Prshovce, Nerashte, Dobroshte, Neproshteno, Tearce

4. Vratnica: Dolno Orashje, Belovishte, Staro Selo, Rogachevo, Jazince

	Project dates
	Contribution agreement signature
	2002-03-22

	
	Expected start-up
	2002-03-22

	
	Actual start-up
	2002-03-22

	
	Expected completion
	2003-04-31

	Agency details
	Name
	CIDA / IHA

	
	Contact officer
	Director General, International Humanitarian Assistance Programme, Multilateral Programs Branch, Canadian International Development Agency

	
	Telephone
	(819) 994-3948

	
	Fax
	(819) 997-2637

	
	E-mail
	

	Budget ($CAD)
	Total approved
	500.000$CAD

	
	Actual Expenditures
	488,471$CAD

	Actual contribution to CIDA’s IHA program 

· Improved or maintained household and community livelihood

	Actual contribution to CIDA’s IHA program – list most applicable output(s)

· Household items improved

· Livelihood and education opportunities established

· Improved interagency coordination

· 





	Number and description of actual male and female beneficiaries, if any: 

1.Emergency Assistance Kits:  215 households (947 direct beneficiaries)

· Male: 285

· Female: 256

· Children: 302

· Elderly: 104 

2. Training        278

· Male      270

· Female       8

3. Income Generating Kits: 50 households (364 direct beneficiaries)

· Male: 100

· Female: 104

· Children: 131

· Elderly: 29




	Narrative Summary of the Project Performance in Achieving its Expected Results:

Since February of 2001 the conflict in the Former Yugoslavia Republic of Macedonia (FYROM) has resulted in a large displacement of families within Macedonia and into neighboring Kosovo. An estimated 122,000 individuals left their homes due to escalating clashes between the armed Ethnic Albanian Armed Groups (EAAG) and Macedonian security forces. An estimated 60,000 ethnic Macedonians, Albanians, Serbians and Romas were displaced within Macedonia. The CARE Macedonia Livelihood Support Project promoted self-reliance of returnees and internally displaced persons (IDPs) in Macedonia as well as vulnerable people in the respective host communities. The aim of the project was to provide returnees, IDPs and economically disadvantaged families with the means to cover basic living needs and to establish greater self-sufficiency through agricultural production, animal husbandry, or through other sustainable small-scale income-generating activities. 
In order to make a large impact, Project activities were implemented in 4 municipalities north of Tetovo since nearly 25% of all IDPs in Macedonia come from this area. Although with limited funds and duration, the Project outputs were greater than originally planned. The total number of beneficiaries reached was 265 households of the initial target of 130. The training programme was designed and implemented in cooperation with professors from the University of Agriculture in Skopje and the National Institute of Agriculture, and for certain aspects of the programme CARE provided international experts, with specific sub-sector economic expertise.  Important to mentioned is that training activities were conducted with mixed ethnic groups.  CARE was the first organization in this region, immediately after the crisis, which managed to bring people from different ethnic groups together. 

The results with the Emergency Agricultural Kits/Agricultural Assistance Kits (EAK/AAK) were much better than expected. They were designed to provide farmers with regular monthly income. The mushroom production Kit’s productivity of 30% from people that started growing mushrooms for the first time surprised even the local experts. During follow up visits organized by CARE in July this year, three months after closing the project, data shows that nearly all beneficiaries of the IGK continued the production and have started expanding.

The only problem important to be mention is the limited duration of the project intervention. Some of the achievements are connected with long-term technical support that CARE was not able to provide (e.g. marketing). 




2.
Project Overview

2.1. Background and Project Rationale

The CARE Macedonia Livelihood Support Project promoted self-reliance of returnees and internally displaced people (IDPs) in Macedonia as well as vulnerable people in the respective host communities. The aim of the project was to provide returnees, IDPs and economically disadvantaged families with the means to cover basic living needs and to establish greater self-sufficiency through agricultural production, animal husbandry or through other sustainable small-scale income-generating activities. 

The Project Manager was hired in July. An international expert, with an extensive sub-sector expertise in the relevant fields, was engaged at the same time. After implementing the initial field survey, it was decided to modify the project approach. An Operational Project Plan (OPP) was created and submitted to CIDA, whose approval was given in August 2002. The purpose of the OPP was to better address the new situation in the field. In order to make a larger impact, it was decided to focus project delivery in the following four municipalities: Dzepcishte, Tearce, Jegunovce and Vratnica.

2.2. Update of the Emergency Situation

The situation in the country (humanitarian and security) is improved. Nearly all IDP’s returned back and normal life was established. Since the start up of the Project, ethnic tensions have reduced, police patrols are present nearly in all former crisis areas and people are getting back to their normal daily routines. The largest factory in the region, HEC Jughrom is operational again. This factory is the only serious employer in this region providing some monthly income to nearly 600 households in the area. After the implementation of the De-mining project (implemented by CARE International), the risk of mines and unexploded ordinances (UXO) has been reduced and the cultivation of farmland has increased. All routes between villages are re-established and police and military checkpoints have been removed. 

On the other side the current situation is still characterised by a low economic activity and high un- and under employment. Ethnic tensions remain tenuous. Generations grow up in total isolation from other ethnicities, in complete ignorance of one another and in a state of permanent suspicion and sometimes fear. The result is an increase in conflict, ignorance, lack of communication, and the entrenchment of ethnic stereotypes and mounting tension. 

Another significant problem in the country is the organized crime. In the recent months, there have been significant attempts by the government to deal with this problem. One of the main obstacles in this activity is the overall poor economic situation that is increasing the level of the crime activities in the country.

3. Project Description

3.1. Amendments to Approved Project Proposal

The initial design of the project duration forecasted duration of 9-month period, closing by December 31st 2002.  However, after an analysis of the villages and the need to ensure adequate time for project implementation (given the winter season) and sustainability of the income generating activities, CARE proposed a modification of the project approach and a project extension.  CIDA approved the revised Project timeframe; that is, it was changed to 13 months’ period, ending by April 30th, 2003. 

3.2. Purpose and Expected Results

The HLS Project had two purposes, which were as follows:

1. To increase family income through small-scale enterprise activities; and,
2. To deliver project beneficiaries an emergency or agricultural support kit with the cooperation of the local authorities and other organizations working in the area.
The following table shows the achievement of the HLS Project Purposes at the project completion date.
	Purposes
	Achievement

	To increase family income through small-scale enterprise activities;
	· The project succeeded in reducing economic uncertainties of its most vulnerable targeted beneficiaries by providing emergency agricultural kits designed to assist small farmers to restart the agricultural activities. A total of 215 households received EAKs, and 50 households received AAKs.

· The project provided high quality agriculture training and technical assistance to all AAK recipients that ensured proper application of the new technology and high productivity.

	To deliver project beneficiaries an emergency or agricultural support kit with the cooperation of the local authorities and other organizations working in the area.
	· Distribution of 215 emergency assistance kits; over 63% of the initial targeted number.

· The beneficiary selection process included the participation of the local authorities and village selection committees that were formed in all villages targeted by the project. Each of these committees included one representative of the local NGO. The local authorities and selection committees were involved in the beneficiary selection process within all villages targeted by the project.

· Distribution of all Agricultural Support or Income Generation Kits was completed by March 2003.
· 50 households from the target villages received AAKs and started small-scale businesses in the fields of sheep breeding, mushroom production, egg production or greenhouse production. 



The expected Results of the project are as follow:

	Relevance of the Indicator Measurement

	Expected Results
	Performance Measurement
	Relevance

	Impacts

· Improved livelihood security of the targeted beneficiaries.
	     Impact Indicators

· 75% of beneficiaries are satisfied with the project delivery.

· Testimonials and Success Stories
	· Yes

· Yes (Annex 1 & Annex 2))


	Outcomes

· Improved household incomes.

· Improved inter-ethnic dialogues.
	Outcome Indicators

· % of increase in household income.

· Perception about the inter-ethnic dialogues.

· Quality of participation of local authorities.

· % of farmers book-keeping their accounting operations.
	· Yes (the baseline study will support the analysis – Annex 3).

· Yes (the training).

· Yes (the training, selection process)

· Partial (impossible to measure because of small duration of the project, but some initial activities in this area evident).

	Outputs

· Responded needs for emergency support.

· Increased access to agricultural commodity income generation activities.

· Improved awareness about profitable farming.

· Increased capacities to select profitable agricultural commodities.

· Improved integration of the HLS Project activities with existing local governments and local and international organizations.
	Output Indicators

· Overall average of the training quizzes.

· Number of households receiving the emergency support kit.

· Number of households receiving the agricultural support kit

· Number of household dependants (children, men and women)


	· Yes (Annex 4)

· Yes (has been fully monitored with a high standard tracking system).

· Yes (has been fully monitored with a high standard tracking system).

· Yes (has been fully monitored with a high standard tracking system).







3.3. Activities Completed

Within the project, three main activities were planned to be completed:

Implementation of Economic training in two fields:


· Farming Accounting

· Commodity Production

Agriculture Assistance Kit Distribution

Emergency Assistance Kit Distribution

All activities were completed with satisfactory results, outputs exceeded and increased. 

3.3.1 Implementation of Economic training

3.3.1.1 General

One of the major activities of CARE International team during the winter months was the organization and execution of sixteen training sessions for the beneficiaries in the target region. These training programs were performed to help small-scale farmers to increase their family income through application of improved agricultural technology. Training programs were carried out in several workshops with different topics:

· Sheep breeding
· Poultry breeding 

· Greenhouse production
· Mushroom production
Twelve training programs were classroom lectures and the other four were practical, on-sight training programs.

3.3.1.2 Training Participants

All beneficiary recipients of the AAK participated in the training seminars. Public notices were printed and posted in the targeted region inviting farmers to participate on these events.  The project reached 278 participants in total, which was more than the planned number of participants (80). The number of the participants increased from a session to a session as the word got out about the value of the training. By the end of the training seminars CARE was not able to provide training to all interested beneficiaries due to limited funds and time. 

3.3.1.3 Location

Part of the lecturing training programs was performed in the municipality building in the village of Vratnica.  The space was given to the Project free of charge. Workshops related to the sheep breeding were conducted in a specially equipped classroom at the Agricultural Faculty in Skopje. On-farm trainings were organized and performed on several different farms in Macedonia.
3.3.1.4 Lecturers on the training program

In order to ensure good results and provide professional training, the project team decided to engage the best available local experts in the selected fields. Trainers came from the University of Agriculture, the National Institute of Agriculture and one large-scale producer (Dimce Todorovski, a long term expert in mushroom production and owner of one of the biggest compost factories in Macedonia). He has a significant experience in mushroom breeding.

The first day of the farm accounting training program was covered by Dragi Dimitrievski, Ph.D. professor at the Department of Agricultural Economy in the Faculty of Agriculture in Skopje.  He has a considerable sub-sector experience in Farm accounting.  The next two days, Dejan Gjorshoski and Gabriela Micevska from CARE International Macedonia lectured on the same topics extended with the subject of funding possibilities in Macedonia.

Dragoslav Kocevski,  Master of Science, an expert in poultry breeding was the lecturer on the training programs for poultry breeding. He is an Assistant Professor at the Department of Livestock breeding in the Faculty of Agriculture in Skopje. He has relevant experience in poultry breeding acquired from a number of different international projects.

Lecturers on sheep breeding were three professors from The Agricultural Faculty in Skopje: Vladimir Dzabirski, Ph.D., Sreten Andonov, Ph.D., and Sonja Srbinovska, Ph.D.. They are experts in sheep breeding and cheese production.

Training programs for greenhouse production were performed by Gordana Popsimonova, Ph.D., a Deputy Manager of the Institute of Agriculture in Skopje and project manager of GEF Project for the implementation of the Stockholm convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants in Republic of Macedonia. She is also a National Coordinator for greenhouse production for FAO. The topic for Plant protection was held by Slobodan Bandzo, General Manager of the Institute of Agriculture in Skopje, one of the best Entomologists in Macedonia.

3.3.1.5 Manuals

One of the tasks requested from the lecturers was the preparation of practical/user-friendly technical manuals with contents related to the topics elaborated on the workshops. In total, five manuals for each field of the training program were published:

· Manual for mushroom production (the manual includes part for Champignons and the other part for Pleurotus production)

· Manual for Farm accounting

· Manual for Poultry breeding

· Manual for Sheep breeding and cheese production and

· Manual for Greenhouse production.

All manuals have CIP number and are catalogued in The National and University Library  “St. Kliment Ohridski” in Skopje.  The manuals were distributed to farmers from the target region.

3.3.1.6 Farm Accounting
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One of the training programs that was conducted during the winter months was on farm accounting and funding possibilities for small-scale farms. 

During these workshops, a simple model for farm accounting was elaborated as well as the advantages for keeping records were explaned. Gross margins for several agricultural products were calculated with the farmers’ participation. 

The second part of the training session focused on funding possibilities. In these sessions, all funding sources in Macedonia, connected with farming  and entrepreneurship (small and medium entreprises) were presented. 

3.3.1.7 Commodity Production Training

Commodity production training programs covered four different fields connected with the AAK:

· Mushroom production

· Greenhouse production

· Sheep breeding and

· Poultry breeding

3.3.1.8 Schedule for training programs 

The schedule for the training programs was as follows:

	Subject
	Trainer
	Date
	Location

	1. Introduction in to mushroom breeding. Concept for the Champignon and Pleurotus production. Role and technology of breeding and cultivation.
	Dimce Todorovski – owner of the compost yard LUNA, international expert for mushroom production
	18.12.2002
	Vratnica

	2. Technical – technological engineering and mushroom breeding phase 
	Dimce Todorovski – owner of the compost yard LUNA, international expert for mushroom production
	19.12.2002
	Vratnica

	3. Mushroom processing. Visit to the production and compost factory
	Dimce Todorovski – owner of the compost yard LUNA, international expert for mushroom production
	20.12.2002
	Stip, Karbinci

	4. Farm accounting and financing possibilities 
	D-r. Dragi Dimitrievski (Agricultural faculty)

Gabriela Micevska (CARE International Macedonia)
	24.12.2002
	Vratnica

	5. Farm accounting and financing possibilities


	Dejan Gjorsoski 

Gabriela Micevska (CARE International Macedonia)
	25.12.2002
	Vratnica


	6. Farm accounting and financing possibilities


	Dejan Gjorsoski 

Gabriela Micevska (CARE International Macedonia)
	26.12.2002
	Vratnica

	7. Introduction to the poultry breeding. Income and cost analysis. Broiler production
	M-r. Dragoslav Kocevski (Agricultural Faculty)
	22.01.2003
	Vratnica

	8. Hens, breeding and feeding technology
	M-r. Dragoslav Kocevski (Agricultural Faculty)
	23.01.2003
	Vratnica

	9. Practical part – farm training. Visit to a farm in Ohrid
	M-r. Dragoslav Kocevski (Agricultural Faculty)
	24.01.2003
	Ohrid

	10. Sheep production
	D-r. Vladimir Dzabirski (Agricultural Faculty)
	11.02.2003
	Agricultural Faculty

	11. Selection of sheep


	D-r. Sreten Andonov (Agricultural Faculty)
	12.02.2003
	Agricultural Faculty

	12. Cheese production


	D-r. Sonja Srbinovska (Agricultural Faculty)
	13.02.2003
	Agricultural Faculty

	13. Practical part – farm training. Visit of a farm in Kozle
	D-r. Vladimir Xabirski (Agricultural Faculty)
	14.02.2003
	Petrovec, Skopje

	14. Introduction to a greenhouse production. Soil diseases and pests.
	D-r. Gordana Popsimonova (Agricultural Institute)
	19.02.2003
	Vratnica

	15. Production finalization: storing, packing and income and cost analysis
	D-r. Gordana Popsimonova (Agricultural Institute, Skopje)
	20.20.2003
	Vratnica

	16. Practical greenhouse training. Visit to a greenhouse in Strumica
	D-r. Gordana Popsimonova (Agricultural Institute, Skopje)
	21.02.2003
	Strumica


3.3.1.9 Participation on the Training programs

Training programs were considered to be a valuable part of the HLS Project. During the preparatory phases, 12 training sessions were planned, but the actual number of implemented training sessions was 16. The number of participants on the workshops was also exceeded - instead of the planned 80 participants, 278 farmers were present at the seminars.
[image: image2.emf]Number of participants on the Training programs

61

54

55

71

37

Mushrooms

Farm accounting

Poultry breeding

Greenhouse production

Sheep breeding


One of the main comments by the participants was the fact that CARE is the first organization offering this type of technical assistance and possibility to learn something in the area of high value crops agricultural production. 

Each training session had an average of 17 farmer participants. As one can see from the chart on the left, the largest number of participants was in the training session on Poultry breeding, which accounted for 26% of total participation. 




According to nationality of the participants, 71% of total participants were Macedonians and 29% were ethnic Albanians.
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Macedonians were mostly interested in the training program for mushroom production (81.97% of total participants). 

Albanians were more interested in the topics related to greenhouse production. Their participation on the training programs on greenhouse production was 47.27% from the total participants on these workshops. 

3.3.2 Distribution of Agricultural Assistance Kit (Income Generation Kits)

3.3.2.1 General

There were four different AAK offered to the beneficiaries:

· AAK for Sheep breeding
· AAK for Egg production
· AAK for Mushroom Production
· AAK for Greenhouse production
AAK were distributed to 50 households from the targeted regions that were considered as perspective and willing to start small family businesses. Each of 50 beneficiaries selected an AAK according to their preferences. The table below presents the number of beneficiaries for each AAK:

Table3. Type of assistance received per households 

	Municipality
	Village
	Number of households

	
	
	Hens
	Sheep
	Mushroom
	Greenhouse

	Dzepcishte
	Germo
	3
	1
	
	

	Jegunovce
	Raotince
	2
	
	
	

	Jegunovce
	Kopance
	2
	
	
	1

	Tearce
	Leshok
	3
	1
	
	

	Tearce
	Slatino
	1
	
	
	2

	Tearce
	Prshovce
	1
	
	
	1

	Tearce
	Nerashte
	1
	1
	
	1

	Tearce
	Dobroshte
	2
	
	
	1

	Tearce
	Neproshteno
	1
	3
	
	2

	Tearce
	Tearce
	4
	1
	
	/

	Vratnica
	Dolno Orashje
	/
	1
	
	1

	Vratnica
	Belovishte
	/
	1
	3
	

	Vratnica
	Staro Selo
	/
	 
	2
	

	Vratnica
	Rogachevo
	2
	
	1
	

	Vratnica
	Jazince
	1
	1
	
	2

	TOTALS
	23
	10
	6
	11


The most effected villages during the crisis (Leshok, Tearce and Neproshteno) had a larger number of AAK beneficiaries.

Table 4 Number of beneficiaries for each AAK 

	AAK
	Number of beneficiaries

	Mushroom production
	6

	Greenhouse production
	11

	Egg production
	23

	Sheep breeding
	10

	Total
	50


[image: image4.emf]Number of households that received diferent AAK

12%

22%

46%

20%

Mushroom production Greenhouse production

Egg production Sheep breeding


As one could see, most of the beneficiaries were interested in Poultry kit as a start-up family business. The percentage of beneficiary households selecting one of the four kits is presented in the chart. According to figures, almost 50% of the beneficiaries were interested in poultry breeding as their future profession. 20 percent of the households chose sheep breeding, 22% vegetable production in greenhouses and 12% of the beneficiaries start mushroom production. The choice of the beneficiaries was in line with the climatic conditions in the region and previous experience of the farmers in this area north of Tetovo. 

3.3.2.2 The Description of AAK

The design specifications of each AAK were carried out in cooperation with local sub-sector experts. The guiding principle in the design of AAK was to develop the Kits according to the model regional farm (around 2 hectares available land) that would provide a regular monthly income to the households. Because of the small average farm available land the only way to provide good return in agricultural production was to choose a high value crop production. At the same time an informal evaluation of the local market demand was implemented in order to choose products for which there was a market niche.  The structure of each kit was defined to enable a complete production process during the life of the project.

Below is a description of each AAK and what it consisted of:

AAK for Sheep Breeding 

· 19 heads young female lambs and 1 head young male lamb (which was not breaded, with approximate weigh of 35 kg, 1 year old).

· The lambs must have a Certificate for the health condition, issued by an authorized institution.

· Time for delivery: 20 March 2003

AAK for Egg Production

· 180 hens (age: 17-19 weeks)

· Certificate for health condition

· Cage equipment for 180 hens – the price includes the installation

· One month feed - concentrate for hens - 720 kg.

· Time for delivery of the hens and the concentrate: 20.03.2003

· Time for delivery of the cage equipment: 20 February 2003

AAK for Greenhouse Production

· Dripping irrigation system

· Greenhouses

· Seeds

· Seed hybrid tomato Graziella – 1000 seeds

· Pepper seed - Bela Dolga – 20 g

· IV Crystal dissolved fertilizer

· NPK 19:9:28 (Nutrichem) –
1.25 kg

· Mono Potassium Phosphate – 25 kg

· Magnesium Sulfate – 
75 kg

· Potassium Nitrate – 

50 kg

· Calcium Nitrate – 

75 kg

· Time for delivery: 25 February 2003

AAK for Mushroom Production 

· A system for ventilation for blowing up CO2, with electrical motor with capacity of 0.15KW and plastic pipes with the length of 20m

· A system for ventilation of fresh air and recirculation, with a command table and electrical motor with the capacity of 0.25KW and 1380r/min; a plastic duct for air d=400mm3 heaters

· Illumination and measurement instruments

· Pasteurized compost with seeds of mycelium (220 bags with 4tons of compost), with cover material 

· Time of delivery: 20 March 2003

An  economic analysis of each Kit is attached as Annex 3.

3.3.2.3 Monitoring and on-sight technical assistance 

After the distribution of AAK, CARE International Macedonia together with experts from each field, provide technical, on-sight assistance to the farmers. These experts made weekly visits to the beneficiaries’ farms and gave them technical advice in order to ensure proper application of knowledge and skills acquired in the training to obtain satisfactory production results (i.e. in terms of quantity and quality). Unfortunately, this activity, due to the limited project time, was not fully implemented.  However, CARE has made the linkage of these technical experts to these producers that can provide future advice. 

In December 2002, an external mid-term evaluation was implemented. The mid-term evaluation report is attached as Annex 1.

Three months after the closing of the project operation, CARE implemented informal impact evaluation of the HLSP-AAK beneficiaries. This evaluation showed that nearly all of the evaluated beneficiaries have continued their production activities and, in some cases, several have begun to expand.  The problem that was identified in this exercise was that in some cases, technical assistance is still necessary.

 


3.3.3 Distribution of Emergency Assistance Kits

After the initial survey, implemented at project start-up, it was evident that one of the significant problems in the region was the lack of farm equipment and materials to start the new agricultural season. During the crisis in 2001, nearly every household was robbed and all necessary agricultural equipment was missing. Based on the survey that was implemented in the targeted region, CARE designed the Emergency Assistance Kit. The main objective of the EAK was to help households to immediately start the new agricultural season.  Although in the OPP the number of beneficiaries was 80, 215 households were selected as beneficiaries of the EAK. 

EAK consists of: 

· Fertilizer NPK 
100kg

· Cement

250kg

· Fuel coupons
5.000denars

· Set of Agricultural tools (shovels, hoes, spades, grubber, rake, hay fork, grafting scissors and spreading pump)  

The distribution of EAK was implemented in October 2002. The table and chart below shows the ethnical structure of the households. 

Table2 Number of households according to the Ethnic structure

	Ethnicity
	Number of Households
	Percentage of Participation by Ethnicity

	Albanian
	125
	58.14%

	Macedonian
	85
	39.53%

	Serb
	1
	0.47%

	Turk
	4
	1.86%

	Total
	215
	100%


The ethnic disaggregation above shows that the project also targeted Serbian and Turkish minorities as well as Albanian and Macedonian recipients. The project reached 215 households in comparison to 80 as originally planned. 

3.4 Selection of the region and the beneficiaries
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Through its selection process, the HLS Project has collected and analysed a large number of data that will be useful for further project design information and impact assessments. 

The review of the circumstances of the beneficiaries supported shows that the validity of awarding the grant has been appropriate and broadly justified on the basis of eligibility and the criteria established for support.  

The selection process was supported with specially designed Access software application designed by an external Information Technical professional. This application used a series of queries and quantitative analytical tools that generated beneficiary selection lists. Each list has links to its client records. The process is fully transparent and enables review of the whole process in case local complaints were raised. Data could then reprocessed and a new list is easily generated.  The process is further described below.

3.4.1 Selection of Municipalities

The selection of municipalities was made according to the initial assessment at Project start-up. After the collection of data, it was concluded that the impact of the project would be stronger if activities were concentrated only in four municipalities north of Tetovo: Dzepcishte, Tearce, Jegunovce and Vratnica, since nearly 25% of all IDP came from this region.

3.4.2 Selection of Villages

At the beginning of the Project, a village assessment survey was implemented which lead to the selection of 15 villages from the targeted municipalities.  CARE used supporting material provided by other agencies to implement this survey (statistical data, distribution lists of other international organizations, lists of IDPs and host families from UNHCR, etc.). Some of the criteria used in the selection process were the following:

· Exposure to the 2001 crisis
· Number of IDPs coming from this village
· Number of host families in the village
· Number of social cases from the village

· Assistance received by other international organizations
· Multiethnic villages
· Damaged households category 3 and 4
Priority was given to the villages of Neproshteno, Leshok and Tearce, because of their most intensive exposure during the 2001 crisis. All these villages are part of the municipality of Tearce.

The selected villages for project activities delivery were the following:

Table 1: Villages included in the project activities delivery

	Municipality
	Village

	
	

	Dzepcishte
	Germo

	Jegunovce
	Kopance

	Jegunovce
	Raotince

	Tearce
	Slatino

	Tearce
	Prshovce

	Tearce
	Nerashte

	Tearce
	Dobroshte

	Tearce
	Neproshteno

	Tearce
	Tearce

	Vratnica
	Staro Selo

	Vratnica
	Rogashevo

	Vratnica
	Belovishte

	Vratnica
	Jazince

	Vratnica
	Dolno Orashje

	Total: 4
	Total: 15


3.4.3 Selection of Beneficiaries

In order to ensure equitable ethnic participation in the Project, the selection of project beneficiaries was made in accordance with the available statistical data of the current ethnic representation in the targeted region:

(i)
Albanians – 60%
(ii)
Macedonians – 40% 

The number of direct Project beneficiary households was 265 households in the selected villages: 

(i)
Beneficiaries for ERK – 215

(ii)
Beneficiaries for AAK – 50

(iii)
Participants in the training programs - 278

The selection of the beneficiaries was done in cooperation with representatives from the local village council. Based on the pre-determined criteria (citizenship in the potential villages, households with more than four members, unemployed persons as well as households without financial support from abroad), each of the 15 municipalities was asked to submit a list of at least 20 households for survey. After that CARE implemented a baseline survey in all 15 villages. The survey was implemented together with representatives from the local NGO sector.

3.4.3.1 Beneficiary Selection Criteria:

According to the priority, beneficiaries’ selection criteria were as follows:

1.
Returnees in respective villages (entire household)

(i)
Households with houses in 3rd and 4th category of damage

(ii)
Households hosted refugees from other regions involved in the crisis

(iii)
Ethnicity (priority to nationalities that are less represented – Serbs, Roma, Turks)

(iv)
Temporary residence in respective villages (according to ID card)  

2.
Unemployed family members and number of receivers of Social Benefit (mainly for Jugohrom factory)

(i)
Households with 3rd and 4th category of house damage

(ii)
Handicapped persons (with mental and physical disabilities)

3.
Number of members in the household

4.
Households with agriculture as a primary activity

(i)
Households with more than 0.2 hectares arable land

(ii)
Households that have livestock production

Based on these criteria, each of the targeted villages prepared a list of households to be interviewed by the Project.  A minimum of 20 households were proposed by the village. CARE staff interviewed a total of 354 households during the selection process.

3.4.3.2 Beneficiary Selection Process

The beneficiary selection process was implemented in several phases:

(i)
Collecting lists of potential beneficiaries from the targeted villages.
(ii)
Adjusting the number of potential beneficiaries on the list, achieving at least 25% more beneficiaries than the pre-determined number.
(iii)
Implementation of the interviews with 354 potential beneficiaries.
(iv)
Data entering and creation of Access Data Base. 

(v)
Defining criteria for preliminary computer selection of the beneficiaries within the data base.  

(vi)
Conducting Selection Committee Meetings to review these results and make adjustments if required.
All phases were performed during August – October 2002.  In some of the phases, the CARE team was supported by representatives of the local authorities and 6 interviewers’ from local NGOs. 

3.4.3.3 Collecting List of Potential Beneficiaries from the Respective Villages
The collection of lists with potential beneficiaries for the project began in August 2002 and finished in September 2002. The lists were prepared by the local authorities, according to the pre-determined criteria mentioned above and provided by CARE project team.

3.4.3.4 Adjusting the Number of Beneficiaries on the Lists 
In some villages, there were more than 50% beneficiaries that were necessary. In order to achieve real numbers, additional criteria were provided:

(i)
Only households with all family members returned to the village;

(ii) Only households with more than 4 family members.

After receiving the revised lists, the total final number of potential beneficiaries was 354.

3.4.3.5 Implementation of the Interviews 

Implementation of the survey started at the end of September and finished in the first week of October 2002. The CARE International team was supported by 6 external interviewers from local NGOs. In the survey 354 potential beneficiaries were interviewed.

3.4.3.6 Creation of Data Base

All information that was collected during the survey was entered in Access database, in order to prepare computer generated selection lists. The process of data entering was finalized in November, 2002.

3.4.3.7 Defining Criteria for Computer Selection of the Beneficiaries within the Data Base
After the creation of the database, in order to get a clear selection of beneficiaries, several criteria were taken in consideration:
(i)
Farm classification

(ii)
House Destruction

(iii)
Number of household members

(iv)
Family returned to the village

(v)
Hosted refugees

(vi)
Material losses

(vii)
Farming as a primary activity

(viii)
Annual Household Net Income

Farm Classification

Components of the EAK and AAK were in correlation with the support of the household agricultural production. Therefore, farm classification was one of the main criteria for beneficiary’s selection. Households that did not have available land were eliminated from the selection process.

According to these criteria, beneficiaries were divided in two groups: beneficiaries that had more than 0.2 hectares land and others that did not have any land nor had less than 0.2 hectares. Beneficiaries with more than 0.2 hectares of land were taken in consideration as a priority. 

House Destruction

A second important criterion was house destruction. Priority to get assistance had beneficiaries with more serious house destruction, starting with category 4, then 3, 2, and 1 and at the end were beneficiaries without house destruction.

Number of Household Members

Households with a larger number of household members were prioritized. 

Family Returned to the Village

Households that have all their family members returned to the village were given higher priority over households that had only some of their family members who returned.
Hosted Refugees 

Households that had hosted refugees during the crisis had priority.
Material Losses 

According to this criterion, households that suffered some material losses during the crisis also had priority for getting assistance.

Farming as a Primary Activity

Households that had farming as primary activity were taken in consideration as more important for project assistance given the aims of the project.

Annual Household Net Income

The last criterion that was included in the selection process was the annual household net income. Households with the lowest income had a priority over the others. The sorting of the other households was in an ascending order. 

After data analysis, and following the above-mentioned criteria, a computer generated lists of selected potential beneficiaries for each village was prepared according to the priority.

3.4.3.8 Selection Committee

Selection committees were established in all 15 villages. Selection Committee meetings were organized in all targeted villages. The members of the selection committees were:

1.
Representatives from the village council, representing each village.
2.
Representatives from the local NGO’s that have multiethnic membership (Ortelius; Vizija; Predizvik; Multikultura).
3.
Representatives from CARE International Team.  

The computer-generated lists of beneficiaries were reviewed at the meetings of the selection committees. The lists were printed out of the database including filters and sorting mechanisms that created lists with priorities. The role of the selection committees was to verify the lists and to confirm that all data input in the database were correct. In several occasions, corrections were made, based on findings of the selection committees. These changes were recorded in the minutes of meeting of each village. 

At these meetings, beneficiaries for AAK and EAK were selected. In the process of selection of beneficiaries for AAK, more emphasis was put on the household’s capacity to implement agricultural activity. 
4 Actual Results Achieved

4.1 Performance Table

	Expected result – Outcome #1 – Improved household income

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Percentage of increase in household income
	Considering the difficulty of measuring this indicator with a reliable statistic base, CARE’s Team projected financial simulations for the performance of AAK. The income generated from AAK on average increased the household income for the minimum of 15%. (Annex 3)

	Indicator # 2 – Number of farmers book-keeping their accounting operations
	This was not possible to verify because of the limited Project duration.  However, based on some findings, 7 farmers of the 37 that participated in the farm accounting seminars, improved their accounting records (this is considered a significant achievement given that these farmers were able to adopt new skills with only one training exposure).  


	Expected result – Outcome #2 – Improved inter-ethnic dialogue

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Perception of inter-ethnic dialogue
	All training programs and Selection Committee Meetings were held with mixed-ethnic participation. The cooperation between different ethnic groups that we witnessed at the seminars was quite satisfactory.  The training program evaluations from the participants indicate that approximately 90% of participants were interested to participate in the training programs with mixed ethnicity. On-sight training programs were also held on with joint cooperation among mixed ethnicities.  

	Indicator # 2 – Quality of participation of local authorities
	The participation of the Local Authorities was on a high level. They were present on all Selection Committee Meetings and offered assistance during project implementation. The seminars were implemented in municipal premises without financial compensation by the Project.


	Expected result – Output #1 – Responded needs for emergency support

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Overall average of the training quizzes
	On average 71 .5% of all test answers were correct. This is a very satisfactory keeping in mind that around 80% of the participants did not have prior experience in respective fields. 

	Indicator # 2 – Number of households receiving emergency support kit
	215 households received emergency assistance kit. In the preparatory phase it was planned to offer this assistance to only 80 households within the target region. 

	Indicator # 3 – Number of households receiving agricultural support kit
	50 households in the target region received AAK in order to improve their household incomes and to start family businesses. The final number of AAK was as planned.

	Indicator # 4 – Number of household dependants (children, men and women)
	In total 265 households were direct project beneficiaries for EAK and AAK.  Assuming that the average number of household members was 5, the  total number of people benefiting from the project was  1,325,


	Expected result – Output #2 – Increased access to agricultural commodity income generation activities

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Number of households receiving agricultural support kit
	50 households from the selected villages received AAK (100% achievement). 

	Indicator # 2 – Number of household dependants (children, men and women)
	The total number of Project recipient beneficiaries was 1,311 (33.03%-children, 10% persons older than 65 years, 29.37%-males and 27.46% females) . 


	Expected result – Output #3 – Improved awareness about profitable farming

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Number of households participating in the training programs
	278 farmers participated in the training programs implemented by the Project, although the planned participation in the training was 80 farmers. There was a surplus of 198 participants.  

	Indicator # 2 – Number of farmers book-keeping their accounting operations
	7 farmers of the 37 that participated in the farm accounting seminars, improved their accounting records.


	Expected result – Output #4 – Increased capacities to select profitable agricultural commodities 

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Number of households participating on the training programs
	278 farmers participated in the training programs. One of the topics covered at each AAK training program was gross margin and net profit calculation for all proposed family businesses. This offered information to the beneficiaries about the profitability in the business. One of the topics in the training curricula was funding possibilities, and responded to questions about providing funds for a possible increase of their family businesses.  

	Indicator # 2 – Number of farmers book-keeping their accounting operations
	7 farmers over 37 that participated in the farm accounting seminars improved their accounting records.


	Expected result – Output #5 – Improved integration of the HLS Project activities with existing local governments and local and international organizations

	Performance Indicator
	Actual Results and Comments

	Indicator # 1 – Quality of participation of the local NGO’s in project activities
	Local NGO’s participated in the Selection Committee Meetings and their members were engaged as surveyors of the baseline study for the selection of the project beneficiaries. The cooperation with the local NGO’s was satisfactory.

	Indicator # 2 – Quality of participation of local authorities
	The participation of the Local Authorities was on a high level. They were present at all Selection Committee Meetings and offered assistance during the project implementation in their villages and municipalities. 


4.2. Summary Assessment of Project Performance

	Summary Assessment Table of Project Performance

	Expected Result
	Rating
	Explanation of Rating

	Outcome #1: Improved household income
	EE
	Household incomes were increased more than it was planned at the beginning of the project. Income Generating Kits were defined to produce market-oriented products. Farmers did not have any problems selling their products.  They managed to achieve a very high yield and high price for their products. This was achieved with the assistance of the CARE Team and the local experts engaged in the project. 

	Outcome #2: Improved inter-ethnic dialogue
	AE
	Although the duration of the HLS Project was affected by the sensitive political situation in the region (elections, etc), all activities were performed satisfactorily. Most of the activities were implemented with mixed-ethnic participation and the atmosphere was quite jubilant. All training programs and Selection Committee Meetings were organized involving mixed-ethnic participants and achieved excellent results.

	Output #1: Responded needs for emergency support
	EE
	Number of beneficiaries that received emergency support kits exceeded and instead 80 households, 215 households received this assistance. Kits were defined in order to respond to the emergency needs of the households. 

	Output #2: Increased access to agricultural commodity income generating activities
	EE
	50 households from the selected villages received AAK and were direct project beneficiaries (100% achievement). Besides in-kind assistance, beneficiaries received technical assistance, in order to strengthen their capacity and technological skills. 

	Output #3: Improved awareness about profitable farming
	EE
	The number of beneficiaries that were introduced to training was greater than planned (80 participants were planned to participate in the training programs, but the actual number of participants was 278 farmers). 

	Output #4: Increased capacities to select profitable agricultural commodities
	AE
	278 farmers participated in the training programs. This training sessions offered information about the profitability of selected agricultural businesses to the beneficiaries. One of the topics in the training curricula was Funding possibilities. 

	Output #5: Improved integration of the HLS Project activities with existing local governments and local and international organizations 
	AE
	All activities in the project were connected with the cooperation of the local and international organizations, active in the regions as well as with the local authorities. The cooperation was significant and without overlapping in the field. Exchange of information and updating of all performances in the field were part of the regular activities of CARE Team.  


EE - Exceeding / exceeded expected result
AE – Achieving / Achieved expected result

5. 
Performance Factors

· Relevance

The returnees in the former conflict zone were in need for a strong support to re-establish their economic livelihoods and resume normal activities. As the population in the target region is predominantly rural, the project assisted their economic independence and family sustainability. Based on the needs analysis in the region, the Project ensured a high standard agricultural production to secure a regular income for the beneficiaries, and at the same time increased their skills and capabilities. 

· Appropriateness

All planned activities were appropriate since they achieved the planned results and goals. HLS Project was designed to be a self-reliance project with an implicit aim of providing hope within the community in an environment recovering from the conflict and concerned about integration and stability. 

The first external project technical assistance was provided at its start-up, exploring design issues in detail, examining the rationale of the project. The assistance was designed considering log frame in order to meet the objectives of the assistance. The Plan of Operation has clarified these issues; there is a clear logic to the HLS Project, which is now much more in evidence.

Within the HLS Project, there are those initiatives (such as direct emergency support) that can result in a quick and visible impact on the economic prospects of returnees and the most vulnerable. But equally, there is a necessity to tackle institutional and structural issues to economic development in return areas (income generation support, agro-technical training and farming accounting training), which will, over time, bring about improved economic prospects in Tetovo areas, for its beneficiaries, and make the sustainability of small scale income generation activities.

· Efficiency

All activities were completed on time and with good quality results. Local authorities were pleased with project results:  that is, the assistance to vulnerable households, the high degree of professionalism by CARE staff, and the transparency of the selection process.

Three important levels of internal control that are relevant to the HLS Project might be identified. The first one is linked to the transparency level of the services provided to the beneficiaries. The second one is in relation to the validity of the information collected and the accuracy of the technical assistance provided. The third one is in regard to the financial control.

Transparency - The selection process selected by the HLS Project is truly transparent. Local authorities were commenting positively about this fact and were wishing that other projects may be operating in the same way. 

Validity of the Information Collected - The information collected through the selection process enables the project to avoid duplication of aid and achieve accurate targeting of the most vulnerable households. The quantitative methodology and beneficiary scoring system for the full use of the Access Software application prevented any favouritism in beneficiary selection. 

All data of the project are filled on a shared network but also a backup is regularly done every two weeks to prevent any loss of data.

Accuracy of the Technical Assistance Provided - The Project Team prepared a high profile quality-training program for its beneficiaries. Local experts, lecturers and practitioners were selected and consulted to develop relevant training session. These training sessions brought useful information and skills to the HLS Project’s beneficiaries.

· Gender
Gender and diversity issues are well integrated in the daily operations of the projects. Sustainable development depends on the active participation of men and women, ethnic groups, social classes and the relationship between generations in all aspects of community.  Contributions to development from these groups are blocked by barriers that are directly linked with unequal relationships.    The project’s target group was the “household”, in which women were beneficiaries.  During the training programs, 7 women attended.  
· Participation
Participation of all local partners in project activities was high. Representatives from the local authorities and local and international NGOs were also engaged.  As mentioned earlier, beneficiary selection was done through an extremely participatory process. 

· Coordination
Coordination among staff and all local partners was continuous performance during completion of all project activities. Representatives from CARE Team were present on all NGO coordination meetings in the region in order to be updated with situation in the field and coordinate activities in line with new situations. 

· Innovation and Creativity
Innovation and creativity skills of the project team were one of the strengths of the project. New Comprehensive Training Curricula was designed for the training programs. Manuals for all fields of catchments were prepared with very reliable information for start-up farmers and people that are interested to work in respective fields (mushroom production, egg production, greenhouse production, sheep breeding and farming accounting). These practical manuals are available for new start-up farmers in the future, and copies available in the central public library. 

· Appropriate Human Resource Use
The Project was implemented using available local technical resources.  International experts were engaged for elements of the project when local expertise was not available. International experts also contributed to the local staff professional development. Several in-house trainings were organized in order to increase staff capacities.

Although not initially planned, the participation of the professors from the University of Agriculture and the National Institute of Agriculture raised the profile of the implemented training sessions.

6. Withdrawal and Transfer

Unfortunately, HLSP had limited time duration, not allowing for technical follow-up monitoring and advice over a few production cycles. During the post project evaluation, the majority of farmers (AAK beneficiaries) were still active and in some cases growing. This is a reassuring fact for the future of these farmers. AAK beneficiaries have just started new and challenging activities. According to these findings a technical assistance was still missing. Some efforts were made in order to provide these farmers with support from other organizations, which have capacities to provide ad hoc technical assistance in this area. 

In March 2003, CARE Macedonia acquired additional funding to implement similar activities in four other regions in Macedonia. The expansion of the HLSP type of assistance to other areas in Macedonia could be considered as a continuation and extension of HLS Project. Lessons learned from HLSP will be implemented in this next project.

7. Financial Information

7.1. Actual Versus Planned Income and Expenditures

Please refer to the attached Financial Report Annex 6. From the total Budget of 500,000$CAD, CARE expensed a total of 488,471.03$CAD. The difference is based on the exchange rate fluctuations. Because of the exchange risk, CARE kept a reserve that would cover the negative differences though this was not required in the end.
7.2. Narrative Explanation of Variance

The only Budget line where expenses were higher than budgeted was the administrative costs. The reason is because of high bank fees for bank transactions. Another budget line was office rent. This is because of the extension of the duration of the project for four additional months. 




8. Lessons Learned 

The HLS Project, even with a relatively small grant funding according to Eastern European standard, offers tremendous numbers of lessons. This section wants to underline the most important ones in regards to monitoring and evaluation, synergy, equity and diversity, partnership and community participation, capacity building and sustainability. 
Monitoring and Evaluation

· By reducing the budget line allocated to international staff, the project has been able to hire a highly qualified and committed team, which in turn developed high quality standard monitoring and selection systems.

· Even if the project has limited resources it has been able to prioritize a limited allocation of funds to develop a software application for the selection of its beneficiaries by a scoring system, which in turn reduced the need for additional staffing and have saved a tremendous amount of time to the team.
Synergy

· The establishment of a selection board committee involving local authorities and local NGOs has facilitated the acceptation of the project among its beneficiary communities, which in turn has enabled a revision of the selection and avoided favoritism.

· The training program has been built in consultation with the National Agricultural Faculty and National Institute of Agriculture, which increases interest in providing services in the Tetovo areas. Also, this involvement has reduced the cost burden of hiring few technical experts for a longer period than needed.  
Equity and Diversity

· The team represents a role model in showing that both Albanians and Macedonians can work together.

· Gender issues are well managed within the HLS Project and the CARE Macedonia Office by the recruitment of mixed teams.  A team approach to accomplishing tasks was effective.

· The HLS Project also gave opportunities for youth to be part of the project activities.
Partnerships and Community Participation

· The project succeeded in developing strong partnerships with the communities involved in its activities and local NGOs in the targeted region.

· There is a strong will from the stakeholders to participate in the Agricultural Training sessions, services that are not available currently in Macedonia.

· Time is although limited for the HLS Project to built upon its findings and network in order to start-up new initiatives and support economic rehabilitation of the Tetovo areas.


Capacity Building

· Individual households increased their technical capacity to undertaken new economic activities.  By partnering with individuals from the universities and other technical resources, CARE was able to transfer its methodology and expertise in program management.  Targeted communities also now have a process through which they can apply in future programs to select beneficiaries. 
Sustainability

· The HLS Project’s interventions were designed to establish sustainable economic activities for vulnerable households.  Although it is too soon to tell the long-term viability of these activities, indications are that a good percentage of them will be sustainable.  Also, the project’s approach employed principles of good governance and transparency enabling communities to establish dialogues and common goals.
· The selection of training promoting high value cash commodities and farming accounting is cutting hedge and aligned with the up-coming agricultural policies in favor of the commercialization of the Macedonian agriculture.
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		Serb		0		0		0		0		0		1				Serb		0		1		0		0		0		0		1				0%

		Turks		0		0		0		0		0		7				Turks		0		7		0		0		0		0		7				0%

		Total		91		30		6		11		138		201				Total		138		339		91		30		6		11		201				83%

		Ethnicity		1st		2nd		3rd		4th		No		Total with destruction

		Albanian		54		24		3		3		117		84

		Macedonian		37		6		3		8		76		54

		Total		91		30		6		11		201		138

		Serb		0		0		0		0		1		0

		Turks		0		0		0		0		7		0

		Total		182		60		12		22		402		276

		Ethnicity		3rd		4th		Total (3rd and 4th Cathegory)		Total households

		Albanian		3		3		6		201

		Macedonian		3		8		11		130

		Total		6		11		17		339

		Serb		0		0		0		1

		Turks		0		0		0		7

		Total		12		22		34

		Ethnicity		Total (3rd and 4th Cathegory)		Total households		Percentage		3rd		4th				Ethnicity		Percentage		Total (3rd and 4th Cathegory)		Total households

		Albanian		6		201		3%		3		3				Albanian		3%		6		201

		Macedonian		11		130		8%		3		8				Macedonian		8%		11		130

		Total		17		339		5%		6		11				Total		5%		17		339

		Serb		0		1				0		0				Serb				0		1

		Turks		0		7				0		0				Turks				0		7

		Total		34						12		22				Total				34





FamilyLabour
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Macedonian

Total

House destruction



Cereal Production

		0

		0

		0

		0



Percentage

Percentage of destruction of total households



Fruit production

		0		0		0		0		0
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Albanian

Macedonian

Serb

Turks

Total

Number of houses with destruction



Vineyards

		0		0

		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Houses with destruction



Vegetable

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Number of households with house destruction of 3rd and 4th cathegory



Mushrooms

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Number of households with house destruction of 3rd and 4th cathegory



Fodder

		0

		0



Percentage

Percentage of households wit house destruction of 3rd and 4th cathegory



Meadows

		Ethnicity		No		Yes		Total		Percentage

		Albanian		151		50		201		25%

		Macedonian		72		58		130		45%

		Total		231		108		339		32%

		Serb		1		0		1		0%

		Turks		7		0		7		0%

		Total		462		216		678		32%

		Ethnicity		Percentage		No		Yes		Total

		Albanian		25%		151		50		201

		Macedonian		45%		72		58		130

		Serb		0%		1		0		1

		Turks		0%		7		0		7

		Total		32%		231		108		339





Meadows
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Percentage

Percentage of household with material losses



Agricultural production

		0		0		0
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Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Material losses



Cows

		Ethnicity		<>		No		Yes, < than 2		Yes, >5		Yes, 2-5		Hosted refugees		Total		Percentage

		Albanian		0		142		3		35		21		59		201		29%

		Macedonian		1		122		4		0		0		4		130		3%

		Serb		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0%				Ethnicity		Percentage		<>		Yes, < than 2		Yes, >5		Yes, 2-5		No		Hosted refugees		Total families

		Turks		0		7		0		0		0		0		7		0%				Albanian		29%		0		3		35		21		142		59		201

		Total		1		272		7		35		21		63		339		0.3243015691				Macedonian		3%		1		4		0		0		122		4		130

																						Serb		0%		0		0		0		0		1		0		1

		Ethnicity		No		Hosted refugees		Total families		Percentage		<>		Yes, < than 2		Yes, >5		Yes, 2-5				Turks		0%		0		0		0		0		7		0		7

		Albanian		142		59		201		29%		0		3		35		21				Total		0.3243015691		1		7		35		21		272		63		339

		Macedonian		122		4		130		3%		1		4		0		0

		Total		272		63		339		32%		1		7		35		21

		Serb		1		0		1		0%		0		0		0		0

		Turks		7		0		7		0%		0		0		0		0

		Total		544		126		678		0.6486031382		2		14		70		42

		Ethnicity		No		Hosted refugees		Total families				Ethnicity		No		Hosted refugees		Total families

		Albanian		142		59		201				Macedonian		122		4		130

		Macedonian		122		4		130

		Serb		1		0		1

		Turks		7		0		7

		Total		272		63		339





Cows
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Total

Number of households hosted refugees



Sheep

		0

		0

		0

		0



Percentage

Percentage of household hosted refugees



Cattel

		0

		0



Albanian

Albanian families hosted refugees



Pig

		0

		0



Macedonian

Macedonian families hosted refugees



Goat

		Ethnicity		>3ha		0-0.2ha		0.2-0.5ha		0.5-1ha		1-3ha		No		<>		Total

		Albanian		2		29		49		43		44		31		3		201

		Macedonian		20		10		16		31		51		1		1		130

		Serb		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		1

		Turks		0		1		1		0		2		3		0		7

		Total		22		40		66		75		97		35		4		339

		Percentage		6%		12%		19%		22%		29%		10%

		Ethnicity		>3ha		0-0.2ha		0.2-0.5ha		0.5-1ha		1-3ha		No		<>		Total

		Percentage		7%		12%		20%		22%		29%		10%

		Ethnicity		>3ha		0-0.2ha		0.2-0.5ha		0.5-1ha		1-3ha		No		<>		Total

		Albanian		2		29		49		43		44		31		3		201

		Percentage		1%		14%		24%		21%		22%		15%		1%

		Ethnicity		>3ha		0-0.2ha		0.2-0.5ha		0.5-1ha		1-3ha		No		<>		Total

		Macedonian		20		10		16		31		51		1		1		130

		Percentage		15%		8%		12%		24%		39%		1%		1%

		Serb		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		1

		Turks		0		1		1		0		2		3		0		7

		Total		22.1637964026		40.2212016839		66.3668580176		75.4523918867		97.6112131649		35.1619211634		4.0226176808		339
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Farm classification



Bees
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Poultry
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Percentage

Farm classification



Fisheries
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Percentage

Farm clasification in albanian households



Livestock production
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Macedonian

Percentage

Farm clasification of Macedonian households



Cowproduction

		Ethnicity		Yes		Percentage				No				Total				Ethnicity		Full time farmers		Total households						Ethnicity		Number

		Albanian		143		71%				58				201				Albanian		143		201		71%				Full time farmers		212

		Macedonian		66		51%				64				130				Macedonian		66		130		51%				Part time farmers		127

		Serb		0		0%				1				1				Serb		0		1		0%				Total households		339

		Turks		3		43%				4				7				Turks		3		7		43%

		Total		212		63%				127				339				Total		212		339		63%

		Ethnicity		Yes		No						Percentage		Total

		Albanian		143		58						71%		201

		Ethnicity		Yes		No						Percentage		Total

		Macedonian		66		64						51%		130

		Serb		0		1						0%		1

		Turks		3		4						43%		7

		Total		212		127						63%		339





Cowproduction
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Farming as primary activity in Albanian households



Cattelproduction
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Farming as primary activity in Macedonian
 households
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Percentige of full time farmers in total households



Goatproduction

		Ethnicity		Full time workers		Bankruptcy surplus		Registred unemployes		Unegistred unemployes		Relative support		Total				Ethnicity		Total

		Albanian		0.3		0.2		1.2		2.4		0.2		4.3				Albanian		4.3

		Macedonian		0.9		0.8		0.6		0.3		0.0		2.6				Macedonian		2.6

		Serb		1.0		0.0		1.0		0.0		0.0		2.0				Serb		2.0

		Turks		0.1		0.4		0.3		2.3		0.0		3.1				Turks		3.1

		Ethnicity		Able to work		Total		Total

		Albanian		64%		4.3		6.74

		Macedonian		51%		2.6		5.09

		Average		56%

		Serb		40%		2.0		5.00

		Turks		71%		3.1		4.43





Goatproduction
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Capacity of family labor 
(number of members capable to work)



Poultryproduction
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Able to work

Percentage of household members capable to work (18-65 years)



Fisheryproduction

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.25		0.01		0.06

		Macedonian		0.75		0.02		0.31

		Serb		0.20		0.00		0.20

		Turks		0.36		0.00		0.60

		Average		0.39		0.01		0.29

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.25		0.01		0.06

		Macedonian		0.75		0.02		0.31

		Average		0.39		0.01		0.29

		Serb		0.20		0.00		0.20

		Turks		0.36		0.00		0.60

		Average		0.39		0.01		0.29





Fisheryproduction
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Wheat fodder
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Own land

Cereal production on own land in ha



Barley fodder

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.07		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.02		0.00		0.00

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.07		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.04		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.04		0.00		0.00
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Fruit production in ha



Maize fodder
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Own land

Fruit production on own land in ha



Maize for silage

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.04		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.02		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.04		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.02		0.00		0.00





Maize for silage
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Average
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Own land

Vineyards on own land in ha



Clover fodder

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.02		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.09		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.06		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.04		0.0		0.0

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.02		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.09		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.05		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.06		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.05		0.0		0.0





Clover fodder
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Average

Vegetable production in ha



Other hay crop
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Own land

Vegetable production on own land in ha



Own fodder production

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Macedonian		0.01		0.07		- 0

		Serb		0		0		0

		Turks		0		0		0

		Albanian		0		0		0





Own fodder production

		0

		0



Macedonian

Mushroom production in Macedonian households



Irrigation

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.10		0.00		0.02

		Macedonian		0.09		- 0		0.02

		Serb		- 0		- 0		- 0

		Turks		- 0		- 0		0.01

		Average		0.05		0.0		0.0

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.099		0.002		0.022

		Macedonian		0.087		- 0		0.022

		Average		0.093		0.000		0.015

		Serb		- 0		- 0		- 0

		Turks		- 0		- 0		0.01

		Average		0.09		0.0		0.0





Irrigation
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Fodder production in ha



Stable primitive
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Own land

Fodder production on own land in ha



Solid stable

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.22		0.01		0.04

		Macedonian		0.65		0.01		0.33

		Serb		0.40		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.32		0.0		0.1

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.22		0.01		0.04

		Macedonian		0.65		0.01		0.33

		Average		0.42		0.01		0.19

		Serb		0.40		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.42		0.01		0.19





Solid stable
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Average

Meadows in ha



Modern stable
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Own land

Meadows in ha



Type of stables

								Cereals						Crop		Average

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in						Cereals		0.39

		Albanian		0.25		0.01		0.06						Fruits		0.04

		Macedonian		0.75		0.02		0.31						Vineyards		0.02

		Serb		0.20		0.00		0.20						Vegetables		0.05

		Turks		0.36		0.00		0.60						Mushrooms		0.01

		Average		0.39		0.01		0.29						Fodder		0.09

								Friuts						Meadows		0.42

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in						Average		0.15

		Albanian		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.07		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.04		0.00		0.00

								Vineyards

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.01		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.04		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.02		0.00		0.00

								Vegetable

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.02		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.09		0.00		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.06		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.05		0.0		0.0

								Mushroom

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Macedonian		0.01		0.07		- 0

		Serb		0		0		0

		Turks		0		0		0

		Albanian		0		0		0

								Fodder

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.10		0.00		0.02

		Macedonian		0.09		- 0		0.02

		Serb		- 0		- 0		- 0

		Turks		- 0		- 0		0.01

		Average		0.09		0.0		0.0

								Medadows

		Ethnicity		Own land		Leased out		Leased in

		Albanian		0.22		0.01		0.04

		Macedonian		0.65		0.01		0.33

		Serb		0.40		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.42		0.0		0.1





Type of stables
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Average

Average lands in ha



Utility

		Ethnicity		Number		Age/years

		Albanian		1.0		2.8

		Macedonian		0.8		1.8

		Serb		1.0		10.0

		Turks		0.9		1.9

		Ethnicity		Age		Number

		Albanian		2.8		1.0

		Macedonian		1.8		0.8

		Average		4.1		0.9

		Serb		10.0		1.0

		Turks		1.9		0.9

		Average		4.1		0.9





Utility
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		0		0		0
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Average

Cow breeding



Stable reconstruction 

		0

		0



Number

Number of cows per household



Dairy investment

		0

		0



Age

Cow age average per household (years)



Agricultural kit

		Ethnicity		Number		Age/years

		Albanian		1.23		0.05

		Macedonian		0.07		0.08

		Average		0.65		0.07

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.65		0.07

		Ethnicity		Age		Number

		Albanian		0.05		1.23

		Macedonian		0.08		0.07

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00





Agricultural kit

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Sheep breeding



Income

		0

		0



Number

Number of sheep per household



		0

		0



Age

Sheep age average per household (years)



		Ethnicity		Age/years		Number

		Albanian		0.80		1.79

		Macedonian		0.64		0.98

		Average		0.75		2.23

		Serb		1.00		5.00

		Turks		0.57		1.14

		Average		0.75		2.23

		Ethnicity		Number		Age

		Albanian		1.79		0.80

		Macedonian		0.98		0.64

		Serb		5.00		1.00

		Turks		1.14		0.57





		0		0		0
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Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Cattle breeding



		0

		0



Age/years

Number of cattles per household



		0

		0



Number

Cattle age average per household (years)



		Ethnicity		Age/years		Number

		Macedonian		3.23		1.57

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00

		Albanian		0.00		0.00





		0

		0



Macedonian

Pig breeding in Macedonian households



		0

		0



Macedonian

Pig breeding in Macedonian households



		Ethnicity		Age/years		Number

		Albanian		0.17		0.07

		Macedonian		0.65		0.86

		Average		0.41		0.47

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00

		Ethnicity		Number		Age

		Albanian		0.07		0.17

		Macedonian		0.86		0.65

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Goat breeding



		0

		0



Age/years

Number of goats per household



		0

		0



Number

Goat age average per household (years)



		Ethnicity		Age/years		Number

		Albanian		0.10		0.00

		Macedonian		0.93		0.06

		Average		0.52		0.03

		Serb		0.000		0.000

		Turks		0.000		0.000

		Ethnicity		Number		Age

		Albanian		0.005		0.100

		Macedonian		0.062		0.931

		Serb		0.000		0.000

		Turks		0.000		0.000





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Beekeeping



		0

		0



Age/years

Number of bee hives per household



		0

		0



Number

Average age of bee hives per household (years)



		Ethnicity		Age/years		Number

		Albanian		3.36		0.39

		Macedonian		16.95		0.94

		Average		10.16		0.66

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		14.29		0.29

		Ethnicity		Number		Age

		Albanian		0.39		3.36

		Macedonian		0.94		16.95

		Serb		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.29		14.29





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Poultry breeding



		0

		0



Age/years

Number of hens per household



		0

		0



Number

Hens age average per household (years)



		Ethnicity		AvgOfnNumber		AvgOfAge		Breed

		Albanian		0		0

		Macedonian		0		0

		Serb		0		0

		Turks		0		0





		





		Ethnicity		Number/heads		Milk/l		Milk/l				Ethnicity		Number/heads				Ethnicity		Milk/l				Ethnicity		Milk/l

		Albanian		0.9		2031		2031				Albanian		0.9				Albanian		2031				Albanian		2030.8

		Macedonian		0.7		2595		2595				Macedonian		0.7				Macedonian		2595				Macedonian		2595.0

		Average		0.9		3174		3174						0.9						3174						3174.3

		Serb		1.0		4000		4000				Serb		1.0				Serb		4000				Serb		4000.0

		Turks		0.9		4071		4071				Turks		0.9				Turks		4071				Turks		4071.4

		Average		0.9		3174.3		3174.3						0.9						3174.3						3174.3





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Diary production



		0

		0



Number/heads

Number of cows per household



		0

		0



Milk/l

Cow milk production per household



		Ethnicity		Number/heads		Milk/l		Lamb/kg				Ethnicity		Number/heads				Ethnicity		Milk/l				Ethnicity		Lamb/kg

		Albanian		0.9		43.3		1.5				Albanian		0.9				Albanian		43.3				Albanian		1.5

		Macedonian		0.1		2.4		0.8				Macedonian		0.1				Macedonian		2.4				Macedonian		0.8

		Average		0.3		11.4		0.6						0.3						11.4						0.6

		Serb		0.0		0.0		0.0				Serb		0.0				Serb		0.0				Serb		0.0

		Turks		0.0		0.0		0.0				Turks		0.0				Turks		0.0				Turks		0.0

		Average		0.3		11.4		0.6						0.3						11.4						0.6





		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Sheep production



		0

		0



Number/heads

Number of sheeps per household



		0

		0



Milk/l

Sheep milk production per household in l



		0

		0



Lamb/kg

Lamb meat production per household in kg



		Ethnicity		Number/head		Meat/kg		Product 2				Ethnicity		Number/head				Ethnicity		Meat/kg

		Albanian		0.4		36.6		0.0				Albanian		0.4				Albanian		36.6

		Macedonian		0.3		108.5		0.0				Macedonian		0.3				Macedonian		108.5

		Average		0.4		57.9								0.4						57.9

		Serb		0.0		0.0		0.0				Serb		0.0				Serb		0.0

		Turks		0.4		28.6		0.0				Turks		0.4				Turks		28.6

		Average		0.4		57.9								0.3955807045						57.9089351776





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Cattle production



		0

		0



Number/head

Number of cattles per household



		0

		0



Meat/kg

Beef meat production per household in kg



		Ethnicity		Number		Pigs/kg		Smal pigs/kg

		Macedonian		1.7		184.0		93.2

		Serb		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Turks		0		0		0

		Albanian		0		0		0





		0

		0

		0



Macedonian

Average production of pig meat in Macedonian households



		Ethnicity		Number/heads		Milk/l		Goatlings/kg				Ethnicity		Number/heads				Ethnicity		Milk/l				Ethnicity		Goatlings/kg

		Albanian		0.16		22.66		0.52				Albanian		0.16				Albanian		22.66				Albanian		0.52

		Macedonian		0.57		154.82		10.09				Macedonian		0.57				Macedonian		154.82				Macedonian		10.09

		Average		0.36		88.74		5.31

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00				Serb		0.00				Serb		0.00				Serb		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00				Turks		0.00				Turks		0.00				Turks		0.00

		Average





		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Goat production



		0

		0



Number/heads

Number of goats per household



		0

		0



Milk/l

Goat milk production per household in l



		0

		0



Goatlings/kg

Production of goat meat per household in kg



		Ethnicity		Number of bee hives		Honey/kg		AvgOfp2

		Albanian		0.07		0.75		0.75

		Macedonian		0.93		19.46		0.15

		Average		0.50		10.10		0.45

		Serb		0		0		0

		Turks		0		0		0





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Honey production



		Ethnicity		Number/head		Eggs		Product 2				Ethnicity		Number/head				Ethnicity		Eggs

		Albanian		2.9		477.6		0.0				Albanian		2.9				Albanian		477.6

		Macedonian		15.8		1791.5		0.0				Macedonian		15.8				Macedonian		1791.5

		Average		9.4		1134.6		0.00

		Serb		0.0		0.0		0.0				Serb		0.0				Serb		0.0

		Turks		14.3		1928.6		0.0				Turks		14.3				Turks		1928.6





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Egg production



		0

		0



Number/head

Number of hens per household



		0

		0



Eggs

Egg production per household in units



		Ethnicity		AvgOfnNumber		AvgOfp1		AvgOfp2

		Albanian		0		0		0

		Macedonian		0		0		0

		Serb		0		0		0

		Turks		0		0		0





		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		0.17		0.05		0.22

		Macedonian		0.35		0.14		0.50

		Average		0.31		0.20		0.11

		Serb		0.20		0.00		0.20

		Turks		0.09		0.24		0.33

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		0.22		0.17		0.05

		Macedonian		0.50		0.35		0.14

		Serb		0.20		0.20		0.00

		Turks		0.33		0.09		0.24

		Average		0.31		0.20		0.11





		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Wheat production for fodder in ha



		0

		0



Total

Wheat production for fodder in ha



		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		0.02		0.01		0.02

		Macedonian		0.07		0.03		0.11

		Average		0.05		0.02		0.03

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.07		0.07

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		0.02		0.02		0.01

		Macedonian		0.11		0.07		0.03

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.07		0.00		0.07

		Average		0.05		0.02		0.03





		0

		0



Total

Barley production in ha



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Barley production in ha



		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		0.07		0.02		0.10

		Macedonian		0.27		0.08		0.35

		Average		0.23		0.09		0.15

		Serb		0.00		0.20		0.20

		Turks		0.00		0.29		0.29

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		0.10		0.07		0.02

		Macedonian		0.35		0.27		0.08

		Serb		0.20		0.00		0.20

		Turks		0.29		0.00		0.29

		Average		0.23		0.09		0.15





		0

		0



Total

Production of maize in ha



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Production of maize in ha



		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		0.03		0.01		0.04

		Macedonian		0.09		0.01		0.09

		Average		0.03		0.03		0.00

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		0.04		0.03		0.01

		Macedonian		0.09		0.09		0.01

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Average		0.03		0.03		0.00





		0

		0



Total

Production of maize for silage in ha



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Production of maize for silage in ha



		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		0.09		0.03		0.12

		Macedonian		0.36		0.08		0.45

		Average		0.23		0.06		0.29

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.01		0.01

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		0.12		0.09		0.03

		Macedonian		0.45		0.36		0.08

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.01		0.00		0.01

		Average				0.11		0.03





		0

		0



Total

Production of lucerne in ha



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Production of lucerne in ha



		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		4.06		0.01		4.07

		Macedonian		0.07		0.10		0.17

		Average		1.48		1.45		0.04

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.21		0.00		0.21

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		4.07		4.06		0.01

		Macedonian		0.17		0.07		0.10

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.21		0.21		0.00

		Average		1.48		1.45		0.04





		0

		0



Total

Clover production in ha



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Clover production in ha



		Ethnicity		Own land		Land leased in		Total

		Albanian		0.001		0.00		0.00

		Macedonian		0.07		0.00		0.07

		Average		0.03		0.00		0.04

		Serb		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Turks		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Ethnicity		Total		Own land		Land leased in

		Albanian		0.001		0.0009950249		0

		Macedonian		0.069		0.0676923077		0.0015384615

		Serb		0.000		0		0

		Turks		0.000		0		0





		0

		0



Total

Other hay crops production



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Average

Other hay crops  production



		Ethnicity		Silage		Concentrate		No		Own production		Total		Percentage				Ethnicity		Percentage

		Albanian		20		27		163		47		201		23%				Albanian		23%

		Macedonian		14		11		104		25		130		19%				Macedonian		19%

		Serb		0		0		1		0		1		0%				Serb		0%

		Turks		4		1		4		5		7		71%				Turks		71%

		Total		38		39		272		77		339						Total

		Ethnicity		Silage		Concentrate		No		Own production		Total		Percentage

		Albanian		20		27		163		47		201		23%

		Macedonian		14		11		104		25		130		19%

		Total		38		39		272		77		339

		Serb		0		0		1		0		1		0%

		Turks		4		1		4		5		7		71%

		Total		76		78		544		154		678





		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Number of households with own production of silage ond concentrate



		0

		0



Percentage

Percentage of households that produce silage and concentrate



		Ethnicity		No		Yes				Ethnicity		Irrigated		Total households		Percentage		No		Ethnicity		Irrigated		Total households

		Albanian		73		128				Albanian		128		201		64%		73		Macedonian		93		130

		Macedonian		37		93				Macedonian		93		130		72%		37

		Total		113		226

		Serb		0		1				Serb		1		1		100%		0

		Turks		3		4				Turks		4		7		57%		3

		Total		226		452





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Land Irigation on number of households



		0

		0



Albanian

Irrigation in Albanian households



		0

		0



Macedonian

Irrigation in Macedonian households



		Ethnicity		Old stable		SumOfDamages		SumOfRepaired

		Albanian		95		52		10

		Macedonian		51		7		3

		Serb		0		0		0

		Turks		2		1		0





		0

		0



Old stable

Number of households that possess old stable



		Ethnicity		Solid Stable		SumOfDamages		SumOfRepaired

		Albanian		53		13		7

		Macedonian		68		9		3

		Serb		1		0		0

		Turks		1		0		0





		0

		0



Solid Stable

Number of households that possess solid stable



		Ethnicity		SumOfPosses		SumOfDamages		SumOfRepaired

		Albanian		4		0		0

		Macedonian		2		2		1

		Serb		0		0		0

		Turks		0		0		0





		0

		0



SumOfPosses

Number of households that possess modern stable



		Ethnicity		Old stable		Solid Stable		Modern												Ethnicity		Old stable		Solid Stable		Modern

		Albanian		95		53		4												Albanian		95		53		4

		Macedonian		51		68		2												Macedonian		51		68		2

		Serb		0		1		0												Total		148		123		6

		Turks		2		1		0				Households with stable		Households without stable		Total households				Serb		0		1		0

		Total		148		123		6				277		62		339				Turks		2		1		0

																				Total		296		246		12





		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Number of households with different type of stables



		0

		0



Number of households with and without stables for livestock breeding



		Ethnicity		Well		Waterworks		Electricity		Telephone		Automatisation		Infrastructure		Ethnicity		Without utilities		With utilities		Total Households		Percentage

		Albanian		0		61		106		0		1		45		Albanian		20		181		201		90%

		Macedonian		1		70		98		18		5		111		Macedonian		8		122		130		94%

		Serb		0		1		1		0		0		1		Serb		0		1		1		100%

		Turks		0		2		3		0		0		0		Turks		0		7		7		100%

																Total		28		311

		Ethnicity		Without utilities		With utilities

		Albanian		20		181

		Macedonian		8		122

		Total		28		311

		Serb		0		1

		Turks		0		7

		Total		28		311





		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Utilities in the stables



		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Utilities in the stables



		Ethnicity		No		Yes		Total		Percentage				Ethnicity		No		Yes		Total

		Albanian		14		187		201		0.93				Macedonian		39		91		130

		Macedonian		39		91		130		0.70

		Total		55		284		339		0.84

		Serb		0		1		1		1.00

		Turks		2		5		7		0.71





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Number of households interested in stable reconstruction



		0

		0



Albanian

Albanian households interested in stable reconstruction



		0

		0



Macedonian

Macedonian households interested in stable reconstruction



		Ethnicity		No		Yes		Total		Percentage				Ethnicity		Percentage				Ethnicity		Percentage		Yes		No		Yes				Total

		Albanian		23		178		201		0.89				Albanian		0.89				Albanian		0.89		178		23		178				201

		Macedonian		47		83		130		0.64				Macedonian		0.64				Macedonian		0.64		83		47		83				130

		Total		72		267		339		0.79

		Serb		0		1		1		1.00				Serb		1.00				Serb		1.00		1		0		1				1

		Turks		2		5		7		0.71				Turks		0.71				Turks		0.71		5		2		5				7

		Ethnicity		No		Yes		Total		Percentage		Yes				Ethnicity		No		Yes		Total

		Albanian		23		178		201		0.89		178				Macedonian		47		83		130

		Macedonian		47		83		130		0.64		83				Serb		0		1		1

		Serb		0		1		1		1.00		1				Turks		2		5		7

		Turks		2		5		7		0.71		5





		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Albanian

Macedonian

Total

Number of households interested in dairy investment



		0

		0



Percentage

Interest in dairy investment



		0

		0



Albanian

Albanian households interested in dairy production



		0

		0



Macedonian

Macedonian households interested in dairy production



		Ethnicity		Honey		Mushroom		Poultry		Sheep		Goats		Greenhouses		Mechanization		Cows		Other

		Albanian

		Albanian																1

		Albanian														1

		Albanian														1		2

		Albanian														2		1

		Albanian														3		1		2

		Albanian												1

		Albanian												1				1

		Albanian												1				2

		Albanian												1		2

		Albanian												1		2		3

		Albanian												1		3		2

		Albanian												2				1

		Albanian												2		3		1

		Albanian												3		1		2

		Albanian												3		2		1

		Albanian										1

		Albanian										1						2

		Albanian										1		3				2

		Albanian										2						1

		Albanian								1

		Albanian								1						3		2

		Albanian								1				3				2

		Albanian								2								1

		Albanian								2						3		1

		Albanian								2		3						1

		Albanian						1										2

		Albanian						1						1				1

		Albanian						1						2

		Albanian						1						2				3

		Albanian						1						2		3

		Albanian						1		2								3

		Albanian						2										1

		Albanian						2								3		1

		Albanian						2						1

		Albanian						2						1				3
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		Ethnicity		Honey		Mushroom		Poultry		Sheep		Goats		Greenhouses		Mechanization		Cows		Other

		Count		21		15		40		20		18		52		57		85		7
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Count

Number of households interested in agricultural kit



		Ethnicity		Costs		Incomes		Net profit

		Albanian		155,734		118,358		-37,376

		Macedonian		302,807		285,258		-17,548

		Average		196,751		136,750		-60,001

		Serb		166,000		38,500		-127,500

		Turks		162,464		104,886		-57,579

		Average		196,751		136,750		-60,001
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Net profit per household




