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Labor productivity, 1970-2012

GDP per work-hour in 2005 PPP-adjusted dollars
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Percent of households under the poverty line*
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Percent of households under the poverty line*
1992-2011
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Percent of elderly (65+) under the poverty line*
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Income inequality
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Weights used for standardizing the
number of individuals in households

LIS* weights versus National Insurance Institute weights
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Source: Dan Ben-David and Haim Bleikh, Taub Center
Data: LIS, National Insurance Institute
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Market income inequality

Gini coefficient*, 23 OECD countries, 1973-2010 S gc‘a'
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Disposable income inequality
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Percent reduction in income inequality*

From market income Gini to disposable income Gini, mid 2000s
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Top income decile as a fraction of total income*
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Top 1 percentile as a fraction of total income*
22 OECD countries, mid 2000s
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Ratios of disposable income percentiles, 90/50 and 50/10*

22 OECD countries, mid 2000s
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Ratlos of dlsposable income percentlles 75/25*
" 22 OECD countries, mid 2000s
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Percent of individuals under the poverty line* EEE
22 OECD countries, mid 2000s S
Denmark 2004 _4'0% 125.0% g %
Finland 2004 M1 130.2% % g
Sweden 2005 _4'8% 129.5% % §
Norway 2004 _5.5% PSS M by disposa_ble incomes ®
Czech Rep 2004 _6.0% et ] by market incomes §
Austria 2004 IESSS— .9 129.6% 2
Netherlands 2004 —7'2% 128.2% 8
Hungary 2005 —7'2% | 45.5%
Germany 2004 e — 130.9%
Estonia 2004 —9'7% 130.1%
Luxembourg 2004 —9'8% 130.5%
Ireland 2004 —10'0% 132.6%
France 2005 —102% 137.8%
Australia 2003 [FESEG—_—__— .3 128.2%
UK 2004 — %) 130.5%
Greece 2004 —12'1% 33.5%
Canada 2004 —12'9% 125.0%
Spain 2004 —13.5% e
Poland 2004 — 0% | 147.5%
ltaly 200 1 | 139.4%
USA 2004 — 18.3% e
el A0S —24.1% t o

Source: Dan Ben-David and Haim Bleikh, Taub Center
Data: Luxembourg Income Study

* Calculations according to Israeli Social Security method.
Israel includes East Jerusalem.



Percent reduction in poverty rates*

From market income poverty to disposable income poverty, mid 2000s o
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SOUI‘CG': Dan Ben-David and Haim Blelkh' Tanlcenter , * Calculations by individuals according to Israeli Social
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Share of 65+ year-olds in population, 2010
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Percent of elderly under the poverty line*
22 OECD countries, mid 2000s
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Percent reduction in elderly poverty rates*

From market income poverty to disposable income poverty, mid 2000s
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* Calculations by individuals according to Israeli Social
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Percent of children under the poverty line*
22 OECD countries, mid 2000s

118.1%

Finland 2004 o

Denmark 2004
Norway 2004
Sweden 2005
Austria 2004
Hungary 2005
Czech Rep 2004
Netherlands 2004
Germany 2004
Greece 2004
Estonia 2004
France 2005
Ireland 2004
Australia 2003
Luxembourg 2004
UK 2004

Spain 2004
Canada 2004
Poland 2004
Italy 2004

USA 2004

Israel 2005

l

5.0%

|

116.5%

6.1% by disposable incomes
> 18.2% Ml by disp

6.5% ot ] by market incomes
$ 0

1a1ua) qney

|

|

10.5%

|

120.2%

11.7%

10.3%

11.8%

|aeis| ul saipnis A21j0d [el00S 104

II

122.8%

12.0%

|

15.2%
13.6%

|

123.2%

14.5%

20.2%

14.8%

|

124.0%

15.0%

|

134.7%

15.7%

I

134.6%

16.1%

|

128.8%

17.1%

|

126.9%

18.1%

|

134.8%

18.9%

127.9%

19.9%

126.6%

22.4%

142.6%

24.1%

132.1%

25.1%
30.2%

34.1%

40.4%

Source: Dan Ben-David and Haim Blelkh’ Taub Center * Calculations by individuals according to Israeli Social
Data: Luxembourg Income Study Security method. Israetincludes East Jerusalem.



Percent reduction in children poverty rates*
From market income poverty to disposable income poverty, mid 2000s
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Educational inequality

Standard deviations in achievements in 25 OECD countries and in Israel, PISA 2009 exams

Israel, not including ultra-orthodox Jews = 100 (base)
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* national average in math, science and reading exams



Situation on the Roads

Israel relative to OECD average, 2008
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source: Dan Ben-David, State of the Nation Report 2010, Taub Center (updated).
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* average of 22 OECD countries
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