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1969 | 185 | 1960 | 46.1 1972 21.7
1971 144 | 1970 | 376 1983 132
1975 11.0 | 1991 | 156 1990 8.3
1980 8.9 2000 4.6
1985( 74
1990| 6.0
1995 | 4.2
1999 4.0
2 3 1980 Round
2,1985 Round 3 (1998)
Thailand, National Statistical Office, Report of the Labor Force Survey, Whole Kingdom,
Republic of South Africa, Population Census, Republic of
Mauritius, Central Statistical Office, Housing and Population Census of Mauritius,
2000 Central Statistical Office (http://statsmauritius.gov.mu/)
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