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Katja-Leea Klemola*

Survey of readers of BOFIT publications, spring-summer 2001

Abstract

During spring and summer 2001, the Bank of Finland’s Institute for Economies in Transition
(BOFIT) surveyed readers of its publication series for their opinions, particularly as to qual-
ity, frequency and content. The survey was based on a questionnaire distributed to subscribers
selected at random by mail or email. The form of questionnaire sent out reflected how the
reader normally received his or her BOFIT publications. The study excluded occasional dis-
cussion papers and scientific articles, and focused on BOFIT’s regular publications:

Idéntalouksien viikko (in Finnish)

Russian Economy — The Month in Review

Russian & Baltic Economies — The Week in Review
Baltic Economies — The Quarter in Review

Nearly identical questionnaires were prepared in Finnish and English. Thus, although the
responses to both versions were analysed separately, the findings are readily comparable. A
total of 358 questionnaires were distributed, of which 107 were returned (a response rate of
about 30 %). While this response rate is low, it is sufficient for the purposes of a general
survey. Moreover, we can infer that those taking the time and effort to respond felt they had
something to say about BOFIT publications.

The questionnaire asked the respondent to identify the type of organisation in which they
work and to characterise their work. The reader was then requested to specify which BOFIT
publications they subscribe to, how often they read them and how they use the information
provided in BOFIT publications. They were also asked if they read similar publications and
how they would rank BOFIT publications in relation to them. Suggestions and ideas from
readers were gathered both from the ready answers and the free-form responses. To assist
BOFIT’s planning, readers were also asked how they felt about receiving their publications in
electronic form. Finnish readers were queried on how important it was to receive their publi-
cations in Finnish.

Respondents generally expressed satisfaction with BOFIT publications and said they read
them regularly. Most worked in companies, financial institutions or universities. The largest
reader class consisted of individuals performing expert functions within their organisations.
The number of persons classifying themselves as managers was nearly as great.

*University of Tampere, Department of Information Research
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Over half of all respondents reported that they subscribe to more than one BOFIT publi-
cation series. Apparently, they generally seek information about the region and tend to scan
many publications. Over half of respondents also said they read BOFIT publications when-
ever and as soon as they appeared, thanks in part to their brevity and conciseness (praised
repeatedly in the free-form responses). Most readers said they use BOFIT publications to stay
generally informed, but many mentioned that they also use the information in presentations
and as references in articles for publication.

The readership displayed fairly sophisticated knowledge of regional affairs. In addition
to subscribing to more than one BOFIT publication series, many also received other publica-
tions on Russia and the Baltic states. The overwhelming majority of respondents considered
the analysis of BOFIT publications to be of greater value and better quality than similar
publications in the field.

With respect to ideas for development, respondents tended to prefer the ready responses
over free-form answers. The free-form query that generated the most responses asked readers
to suggest new areas for coverage. On the ready responses (Question #8), reader wishes for
more statistical information, more charts and more articles, as well as longer, more in-depth
articles, somewhat contradicted the general appreciation of the short, concise formats of BOFIT
publications. One approach to resolving this contradiction could be to keep topic coverage
brief in the distributed publications, then link them (or occasionally include) to in-depth theme
articles (special coverage). A surprising number of respondents wished for greater coverage
of political issues, which if diligently realised, would greatly increase the size of current
publications.

Looking to the future, most respondents were quite positive on the idea of distribution
solely in electronic formats. Most respondents (slightly more in percentage terms for the
English version of the questionnaire) said they were quite happy receiving their publications
in electronic formats. The small band of readers insisting on hard copy deliveries continues to
shrink.

Among the Finnish readership, and despite the fact that most said they follow a variety of
sources in English and other languages, there was still a preference for information in Finnish
where possible.

While the results of this survey can only roughly suggest directions for development,
they clearly indicate that BOFIT publication series meet a need and that the readership is
generally satisfied. Nevertheless, occasional innovations are also appreciated. In the follow-
ing pages, we review the responses to each question.

Bank of Finland / Institute for Economies in Transition 5 BOFIT Online 14/2001
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1 Where do you work?

An important aspect of the survey was learning more about the readership. Despite mailing
addresses and email lists, it has long been a bit unclear as to who reads BOFIT publications
and why. Thus, the questionnaire starts by asking the reader to tell where they work and what
their job is.

A large number of respondents to the Finnish version of the questionnaire (45.2 %) said
they worked in companies, while readers of BOFIT’s English-language publications were
more evenly distributed (21.1 % in financial institutions and 15.8 % in universities and col-
leges, and nearly as many in firms or as public officials).
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2 Your position?

While there appear to be significant differences with respect to organisational position, we
need to note that respondents are likely to classify themselves by rather subjective criteria so
these particular data may not reflect objective reality. In the Finnish version, the preferred
position descriptor was “specialist” function (41.9 %), while in the English version more
were likely to class themselves as managers or directors (48.7 %). Surprisingly, not a single
respondent to the Finnish version chose the “researcher” descriptor. Obviously, Finnish re-
searchers read the publication, but the lack of response here suggests an important area for
development.

In the “other, please specify” classification, respondents tended to work as librarians,
information services specialists or journalists. Indeed, many of these respondents could as
well classed themselves as specialists.

Management
Speciatet h
Researcher |

Other
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%
MW Finn text reader O Eng texts reader
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3 Which of our regular publications do you subscribe to/read regularly?

Here, we sought to identify how thoroughly and how often subscribers read BOFIT publica-
tions. As could be expected, nearly all of those answering the Finnish language questionnaire
read Iddntalouksien viikko, but many also added they followed other BOFIT publications.
Over half of respondents to the English-language version said they read more than one BOFIT
publication. An impressive 31.6 % said they subscribed to or otherwise read all of BOFIT’s
regular publication series. The favourite English-language publication among both Finnish

and English readers was the Russian Economy — The Month in Review.

The English version of the questionnaire offered no alternatives to Iddntalouksien viikko,

although a few respondents noted that they also read it.

Idantalouksien viikko

Russian Economy -
Monthly

Russian & Baltic
Economies -Weekly

Baltic Economies -
Quarterly

More than one
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4 How regularly do you read our publications?

Most subscribers to BOFIT publications said they read them regularly. Many respondents to
both the Finnish and the English questionnaire reported that they always read BOFIT publica-
tions as soon as they appear, and the majority in both groups at least “usually” read BOFIT
publications.

We did not ask how carefully respondents read the publications, or whether they merely
skimmed them. However, it was possible to infer from the responses that individual respond-
ents each approach a publication in their own way, so attempts to modify reader habits would
likely be futile.

Usually

Occasionally

Always, as soon as
they appear

Newver

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
%
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5 How many other publications on Russian
and/or Baltic economies do you read regularly?

As a matter of interest, we asked whether subscribers also read other publications in the field
and how BOFIT publications compared. Most respondents were highly interested in the themes
dealt with in BOFIT publications because of work or general interest. Well over half said they
followed other publication dealing with Russia or the Baltic, particularly publications deal-
ing with economics and finance in the region.

Slight differences emerged in responses to the Finnish and English versions of the ques-
tionnaire. The majority of those subscribing to Finnish-language publications said they fol-
lowed other publications as well, while fewer respondents to the English version of the ques-
tionnaire (39.5 %) said they read other publication dealing with the region. Thus, the re-
sponses to this particular question help give us an idea the extent to which readers find BOFIT
publications accurate and high quality in relation to other available publications.

Readers of Finnish-language publication

| also read publications
in other languages

Don't read others

| also read other
pucatons in Fiish TN

0 10 20 30 40 50
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6 How would you rate the relevance and quality
of BOFIT publications in relation to other sources of information?

The survey showed that readers generally value BOFIT publications and consider them to be
important, reliable sources of information. In both groups, well over half of the respondents
(64.5 % in the case of the Finnish version, and 76.3 % in the case of the English version) said
they considered the publications to be highly relevant to their needs and of high quality. Many
also reiterated this in their free-form responses. All respondents to the Finnish questionnaire
said that at minimum they classified BOFIT publications of matching quality to that of oth-
ers. Of those submitting the only two negative comments, one respondent was not even a
subscriber!

Positive feedback, however, does not mean that BOFIT should not seek to further de-
velop its publications, (as seen below in the responses to Question #8). My own take here is
that readers hold BOFIT publications in high esteem, but still would like to see further inno-
vations and a broader palette of products to choose from. We will return to comments and
ideas on developing publications in conjunction with Question #8.

Highly relevant, high
quality

e *

Good quality, not ]
relevant for my
purposes

Low quality, not

relevant
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
%
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7 How would you like to use the information from BOFIT publications?

The seventh question sought to define how readers would like to be able to use the publica-
tions. The range of response offered here seem quite comprehensive, in that every respondent
has the opportunity to mark at least one use. In the “others™ category, only one respondent
commented that he uses the information to develop backgrounds on news stories. Again, this
comment could also have been subsumed under the “as a source of general information”
item.

The main use of information for BOFIT publications was clearly as a source of general
information on the region’s economic developments (51.6 % in the Finnish version, 64.5 %
in the English), but they were often also used in researching articles, presentation, and other
publications.

Decision-making

Source material for
papers,
presentations, etc.

M

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
%
W Finn text reader O Eng texts reader
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8 How, in your opinion, could we improve our publications?

Question #8 allowed readers to select one or several wishes or ideas on improving BOFIT
publications. Most readers took advantage of this question to identify areas for improvement,
but still a surprising number also felt that BOFIT publications were so good, no modifica-
tions were needed (Finnish questionnaire 22.6 %, English questionnaire 15.8 %).

Respondents to the Finnish version of the questionnaire responded most strongly to item
1 “More visual elements, statistics, etc.” The emphasis here was clearly on more statistical
data; more graphic material was not considered as important. The next item in terms of re-
sponses was item 6 “Publications should devote more attention to political issues.” Every
fifth respondent (19.4 %) expressed the wish for wider coverage of Russia and the Baltics,
and a similar number wanted articles that were longer and more in depth. One can infer from
the additional feedback in Question #11 that readers were not asking for large, substantive
articles and coverage of a greater range of subjects. Rather it seems that they felt some arti-
cles could be broader or that some publications could occasionally be dedicated to specific
themes (e.g. surveys dedicated to specific economic sectors).

Some readers suggested adding coverage of other countries, particularly Ukraine and
Belarus. In their opinion, these other economies deserved coverage, as information on eco-
nomic developments there was generally hard to come by.

Business-related coverage, at least sometimes, was requested, particularly:

- more coverage of living standards and purchasing power

- basic statistical data on labour markets and business life

- business-related statistics and more coverage of business-related issues
- investment financing

- business trends

- information about the markets

Large expansion of coverage to other areas is obviously out of the question, but it does not
seem unreasonable to consider e.g. referring readers to other information sources, either elec-
tronic or traditional, in conjunction with articles or as a separate recommendation list. Such
services may add value to the publications without significantly increasing the burden on
BOFIT writers and production staff, yet many readers seeking information in relevant fields
would appreciate them.

With respect to the Finnish version of the questionnaire, none requested that the subject
matter be dealt with in more academic terms, but four respondents wished issues would be
dealt with more in lay terms. Only one comment had to do with frequency, so we can infer
that the readership is fairly satisfied with current publication frequencies.

With respect to the English version of the questionnaire, responses tended to be quite
similar, but there were also differences. Respondents tended to suggest more modifications
than Finnish respondents; nearly half (44.7 %) had at least two suggestions, while only 15.8 %
said they were satisfied with the current content.

Item 4 “Provide wider coverage of Russia and the Baltics” (30.3 %) received the most
responses. Otherwise, the distribution of responses closely matched the responses to the Finnish
version of the questionnaire. The most requested improvements were longer articles with

Bank of Finland / Institute for Economies in Transition 13 BOFIT Online 14/2001
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more in-depth coverage, increased coverage of political subjects, and more graphic material
and statistics. Again, in the visual element/statistics item, the emphasis was on more statis-
tics.

Other items such as more academic or more lay language, as well as publication fre-
quency, only got two to four responses, indicating little need for change.

Suggestions on new topics to cover or areas deserving increased coverage closely fol-
lowed the reponses to the Finnish questionnaire. Again, coverage of Belarus and Ukraine
were mentioned as economies deserving greater coverage. Other suggestions included cover-
age of:

- Russian commercial banks

- overviews of Russia’s ten largest banks

- labour market issues

- coverage of corporate life

- theme issues/special coverage of specific economic sectors
- cooperative development

- foreign investment and related trends in the region

- major events in the business world

- financial sector stability

- EU enlargement

- legislative and regulatory developments in the region

More visual elements, statistics, etc.
Explain more in lay terms

Explain more in academic terms

Wider coverage of Russia and the Baltics

Articles should be longer and more in depth

Devote more attention to political issues
Devote less attention to political issues
Publications should appear more often

More coverage of (specify)

More than one request

Don’t change a thing
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%
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9 How important is it to receive our publications in printed form,
as they are already available as PDF files and posted on the Web?

Finally, we attempted to poll readers on their preferences about how BOFIT publications are
distributed. Specifically, we wanted to determine what share of the readership still felt strongly
about hard-copy mailings and how many would accept a move to fully electronic distribution.

The results were fairly predictable as such questions typically divide readers. Among
respondents to the Finnish questionnaire, the largest single group preferred hard copy (35.5 %).
However, if one combines the number of persons already ordering their publications for de-
livery by email (32.3 %) and those for whom it makes no difference (12.9 %), then one can
conclude that 45.2 % are happy with delivery in electronic formats. In the Finnish version, a
much larger group (19.4 %) felt it was important to have a paper version delivered to them.
This group included librarians involved in compiling reference files and a professor, who felt
it was easier to have a paper copy around to lend to students or for copying. Otherwise, this
“preference” seemed to be little more than a habit, given that a PDF file can usually be
downloaded, opened and printed out in a minute or two.

Respondents to the English version of the questionnaire accepted electronic distribution
more readily. Over half (52.6 %) already read their publications on screen and another 10.5 %
said it made no difference to them how BOFIT publications were distributed. Only 9.2 %
thought is was important to have hard copy mailed to them.

Extremely important

Not an issue

Electronic formats are
fine

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
%
W Finn text reader O Eng texts reader
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10 How important is it to you to receive publications in Finnish?

Respondents to the Finnish-language version of the questionnaire were asked whether they
considered it important to receive their publications in Finnish. A substantial number of re-
spondents (45.2 %) reported that they preferred to receive their publications in Finnish, while
nearly as many (38.7 %) could see no compelling reason to publish in Finnish. Only 12.9 %
of respondents considered Finnish as an extremely important publishing language.
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oesn’t matter

40 50
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11  Additional feedback and development wishes

While most respondents gave no comments in the free-form answer fields, some took the
opportunity. Generally, such respondents wanted to praise a particular publication or the work
that goes into them. Few saw any need to modify the current format.

Most responding to this item reiterated their appreciation that BOFIT publications were
so clear and concise, which was why they read them. Again, this comment conflicted with the
wish expressed in Question #8 for greater scope and depth of articles.

Appreciation was also expressed for reliable deliveries, BOFIT’s decision to provide its
publications at no cost, and the opportunity for private individuals to order the publications.
One long-time subscriber noted that BOFIT’s estimates and statistical data on economic de-
velopment were consistently more reliable than those provided by local Baltic publications.

Most other development ideas were made with reference to Question #8. Most wanted
increased coverage of other countries in the region (particularly Ukraine, Belarus and
Kazakhstan), as well as the possibility at some point to provide a survey of high-risk coun-
tries in the global economy.

Other suggestions included posting more in-depth material on the Web when it was not
possible to otherwise lengthen articles. One respondent suggested adding a guest column for
researchers and decision-makers. To increase the amount of available statistical data, some
readers suggested separate monthly or quarterly supplements, which would essentially be
compilations of key statistical data and economic indicators for the region.
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2. Asiantuntijatehtavissa
3. Tutkimustehtévissa
4, Muissa tehtavissa, missa

3. Mité seuraavista Siirtymatalouksien
tutkimuslaitoksen julkaisuista tilaatte tai
muuten seuraatte?
1. Idantalouksien viikko
2. Russian Economy -The Month in Review
3. Russian & Baltic Economies — The Week
in Review
4. Baltic Economies — The Quarter in
Review

4, Kuinka usein luette julkaisuja?
1. Aina niiden ilmestyessa
2. Useimmiten
3. Satunnaisesti
4. En koskaan

5. Luetteko muita kohdealuetta kasittelevia
julkaisuja?

1. Useita

2. Joitakin, mutta vain suomenkielisia

3. Joitakin, usealla eri kielella

4. En seuraa muita julkaisuja

6. Kuinka téarkeind ja laadukkaina pidatte
Suomen Pankin julkaisuja suhteessa muihin
tietolahteisiin?

1. Erittdin tarkeind ja laadukkaina

2. Suunnilleen samanarvoisina

3. Laadukkaina, mutta en yhta tarkeina

4. En kovinkaan tarkeind tai laadukkaina

7. Kuinka toivoisitte voivanne kayttaa
julkaisuja?

Pa&toksenteon pohjaksi

Artikkeleiden, esitelmien ym. lahteend
Yleisena informaatiolahteena ko. alueesta
Muuten, miten

PN E

8. Milla seuraavista osa-alueista julkaisuja olisi
mielestdanne kehitettéava (voitte ympyroida
useampiakin kohtia)?
1. Enemman Kuvia, tilastoja ym.
2. Toivoisin asioita kasiteltavan
kansanomaisemmin
3. Toivoisin asioita kasiteltavan
tieteellisemmin
4. Julkaisujen kohdealuetta tuli k&sitell&
kattavammin
5. Artikkeleiden tulisi olla pidempid ja
syvéllisempia
6. Julkaisuissa pitdisi kasitelld enemman
poliittisia kysymyksia
7. Julkaisuissa késitellaan liikaa poliittisia
kysymyksié
Julkaisujen pitéisi ilmestyd useammin
Toivoisin uusia aihepiireja, mita

© ©

9. Kuinka téarkeaa teille on saada julkaisut
painetussa muodossa, vaikka ne ovatkin
saatavilla Internetista?
1. Erittéin tarkedd
2. Mieluummin painetussa muodossa
3. Eivélia
4. Luen julkaisut jo nyt elektronisessa
muodossa ja se on mielestani riittdvaa
(s&hkoposti, Internet, intranet)

10. Kuinka térkeaa suomenkieli julkaisuissa on
teille?

1. Erittain tarkeaa

2. Luen mieluummin suomenkielisena

3. Eivilia

11. Muuta palautetta ja kehitysideoita

SUOMEN PANKKI

Siirtyméatalouksien tutkimuslaitos (BOFIT)
PL 160 (Aleksanterinkatu 36 A)

00101 Helsinki

puh: (09) 183 2268

fax: (09) 183 2294

email:  bofit@bof.fi
Internet: www.bof.fi/bofit
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Dear reader of BOFIT publications

Reader Survey

You have been selected at random from our mailing list to participate in a survey
of BOFIT publications. Please take a few minutes to answer this short
questionnaire, so we can get a better idea of your content wishes and feedback on
the quality of our work. You response is important to us because it helps us
produce better publications better tuned to your needs.

After completing the questionnaire, simply fax it to us at +358 9 183 2294.
Please submit your response by 25 May 2001.

Thank you in advance for taking your valuable time to help us.

Best regards,

Katja Klemola
Research Coordinator

Attached questionnaire

BANK OF FINLAND phone: (09) 183 2268
Institute for Economies in Transition (BOFIT) fax:  (09) 183 2294
PO Box 160 (Aleksanterinkatu 36 A) e-mail: bofit@bof.fi

FIN-00101 Helsinki Internet: www.bof.fi/bofit
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READER SURVEY OF
BOFIT PUBLICATIONS

Please circle the items most applicable:

1. Where do you work?
1. Research institution

2. University

3. Financial institution

4. Official agency

5. Media organisation

6. Elected post/party organisation
7. Labour organisation

8. Employer organisation

9. Firm

10. Other, please specify

2. Your position?
1. Manager/director
2. Specialist
3. Researcher
4. Other, please specify

3. Which of our regular publications do you
subscribe to/read regularly?
1. Russian Economy -The Month in Review
2. Russian & Baltic Economies — The Week
in Review
3. Baltic Economies — The Quarter in
Review

4. How regularly do you read our publications?
1. I always read them as soon as they arrive
2. lusually read them
3. | occasionally read them
4. Never

5. How many other publications on Russian
and/or Baltic economies do you read regularly?
1. Several
2. 1-3publications on Russian or Baltic
economies
3. 1-3publications dedicated to other
aspects of life in these countries
4. 1don’t follow any other

6. How would you rate the relevance and
quality of BOFIT publications in relation to
other sources of information?

1. Highly relevant, high quality

2. Average
3. Good quality, not relevant for my
purposes

4. Low quality, not relevant

7. How would you like to use the information
from BOFIT publications?
1. As a basis for decision-making.
2. As a basis for papers, presentations,
references, etc.
3. As asource of general information
4. Other, please specify

8. How, in your opinion, could we improve our
publications? (You may check more than one.)

1. More visual elements, statistics, etc.

2. Explain matters in more lay terms

3. Explain matters in more academic terms

4. Provide wider coverage of Russia and the
Baltics

5. Articles should be longer and more in depth

6. Publications should devote more attention to

political issues
7. Publications devote too much attention to
political issues
Publications should appear more often
9. 1would also like to see coverage of (specify)

®

9. How important is it to receive our
publications in printed form, as they are
already available as pdf files and posted on the
Web?
1. Extremely important
2. | prefer receiving my publications in
printed form.
3. Not an issue.
4. | receive your publications electronically
(email, Internet, intranet), which is fine
for my purposes.

10. Additional feedback and development
wishes

BANK OF FINLAND

Institute for Economies in Transition (BOFIT)
PO Box 160 (Aleksanterinkatu 36 A)
FIN-00101 Helsinki

phone:+358 9 183 2268
fax: +3589 183 2294
email: bofit@bof.fi
Internet: www.bof.fi/bofit
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BANK OF FINLAND
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FIN-00101 Helsinki
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email: bofit@bof.fi
Internet: www.bof.fi/bofit



Katja-Leea Klemola Survey of readers of BOFIT publications, spring-summer 2001

1999

2000

2001

No 1 Jouko Rautava: Suorat sijoitukset Suomesta Venéjélle ja Baltian maihin vuonna 1997

No 2 Pekka Sutela: The Northern Dimension: Interdependence, specialisation and some popular misconceptions.

No 3 Tuomas Komulainen, Lauri Taro: The 1998 economic crisis in Russia and Finland’s foreign trade
No 4 Pekka Sutela: RUSSIA: The State and Future of the Economy
No 5 Anton Stroutchenevski: RUSSIA: Virtual Stabilization and Real Crisis

No 6 Laura Solanko: Regional budgets and intergovernmental transfers in Russian North and Northwest regions

No 7 Jukka Taskinen: Changing incentives for Chinese state-owned enterprises
No 8 likka Korhonen: Some implications of EU membership on Baltic monetary and exchange rate policies
No 9 Lauri Taro: Baltic economies in 1998 — 1999: effects of the Russian financial crisis

No 10 Juhani Laurila: Power Politics and Oil as Determinants of Transition: The Case of Azerbaijan
No 11 Pekka Sutela: The Financial Crisis in Russia

No 12 Vladimir Mau: Russian Economic Reforms as Perceived by Western Critics

No 1 likka Korhonen, Mare Randveer: Assessment of the euro’s implications for economic development
in the Central and Eastern Europe

No 2 Rupinder Singh: Political Stability and Consensus: Keys to Sustainable Transition

No 3 Tuomas Komulainen: Siirtyiké Vendja vuonna 1999 kriisistd vakauteen?

No 4 Pekka Sutela: Vendjé vaalien jdlkeen

No 5 likka Korhonen, Toivo Kuus, Villu Zirnask: Baltic Securities Markets

No 6 Seija Lainela: Lamasta kasvuun — Baltia vuosituhannen vaihteessa

No 7 Elmar Koch and likka Korhonen: The Aftermath of the Russian Debt Crisis

No 8 Richard E. Ericson: The Post-Soviet Russian Economic System: An Industrial Feudalism?

No 9 Peter Backé and Jarko Fidrmuc: The Impact of the Russian Crisis on Selected Central and
Eastern European Countries

No 10 Rasmus Pikkani: The Monetary Sector under a Currency Board Arrangement:
Specification and Estimation of a Model with Estonian Data

No 11 Magnus Feldmann: Understanding the Baltic and Estonian Puzzles:
The Political Economy of Rapid External Liberalization in Estonia and Latvia

No 12 Vladimir Tikhomirov: Is Russian Economic Crisis Really Over?

No 13 Thomas E. Graham, Jr.: The State of U.S.-Russian Relations and the New Bush Administration

No I Magnus Feldmann and Razeen Sally: From the Soviet Union to the European Union:
the political economy of Estonian trade policy reforms, 1991-2000

No 2 Tuuli Koivu ja likka Korhonen: Talouskasvu ripeéd Baltiassa vuonna 2000

No 3 Jouko Rautava: Suomen Vendjin-kauppa 2000 - Epdvakaa toimintaympérist6 rajoittaa kauppaa

No 4 likka Korhonen: EU-kandidaatit ja rahaliitto

No 5 Pekka Sutela: Vendjin talouden kasvunidkymét

No 6 Janos Gacs, likka Korhonen and Mare Randveer: The Impact of EMU’s Third Stage on Estonian
Economic Development, 1999-2000

No 7 Jouko Rautava: Vendjédn reformistrategia: rakenneuudistukset vs. liberalisointi

No 8 Tuuli Koivu: Current issues in pension reform in the Baltics

No 9 Jaana Rantama: Baltian pankkijérjestelmét

No 10 Pekka Sutela: Venijan talouspolitiikka ja talouden nékoalat lokakuussa 2001

No 11 Pekka Sutela: Finnish relations with Russia 1991-2001: Better than ever?

No 12 Tarja Kauppila: Puolan talouskasvu hidastuu

No 13 Katja-Leea Klemola: Siirtymétalouksien tutkimuslaitoksen lukijatutkimus

No 14 Katja-Leea Klemola: Survey of readers of BOFIT publications, spring-summer 2001
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