OPTAHU3 AU . E
OBBEJJMHEHHbBIX HAITUU

Distr.
GENERAL

CES/1999/1
22 June 1998

RUSSIAN
Original: ENGLISH

CTATUCTHYECKAA KOMHCCHA mn
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KOH®EPEHIIUS EBPOITEMICKUX CTATHUCTHUKOB

Copok_cenpMasl ILIEHADHAS CECCHS

(HeBuiatens, 14-16 HIOHS 1999 roja)

IOKJIALL O PABOTE HMIOHBCKOI'O (1998 T'OJJA) KOHCYJILTAI[MOHHOI'O COBEIIAHMS
110 IIPOTPAMME EBPOIIEMICKHAX COIIOCTABIEHHUH B PAMKAX IPYIIIbI II

3ann0Ka , IOOTrOTOBJIICHHAsI CEKpETapHaTOM
BBEIEHUE

1. Ilo mpurnameHHo ABCTPHICKOTO IEHTPANbLHOIrO cTaTHcTHyeckoro yrpasinenus (AIICY) 6buto
OpPraHM30BaHO KOHCYIBTAlHOHHOE coBelaHue 1o IIporpamme eBpomeiickux comnocrasierun (ITEC) B
pamkax I'pymmsl II, KOTOpoe cocToAlock 3-5 mmoHsS 1998 roma B Bene. B ero pabore

YYACTBOBANIM IpeNcTaBHTEIN ABcTpHH, AnGanuu, Benapycu, Bonrapuu, bBocHuum u I'epnerosuHsl,
OBIBILIEN IOTOCHAaBCKOM Pecny6iurm Maxkenonnn, Benrpum, HWrammm, Jlarsum, Jluteel, MoOJIoBEI,
IMonbmm, Poccuiickon Pepeparuu, Pymbmum, Croankoy Pecmy6muku, CnoseHuu, CoeIWHEHHOTO

KoponesctBa, Punngamuu, Xopsatun, Yeurckom Pecny6bmamxu, [IBefimapun, DCTOHMM U YKPawHbI.
Ha mem Takxke IIpHCYTCTBOBalM IpencTraBuTend CTaTHCTHYECKOTO YIpaBieHNS EBpPONEHCKHUX

coobmects (Eppocrar), Opraausalyi 3KOHOMMYECKOTO COTpPyHHH4YecTBa U pasButus (O3CP),
BcemupHoro 6anka ¥ MeXrocyoapcTBEHHOro cratuctuyeckoro komurera CompyxkecrBa HesaBHCHMMEBIX

Il'ocymapcte (CTAT CHI) .
2. YYacTHUKM YTBEPAMIM IPEIBAPHTENILHYIO IIOBECTKY JHS .
3. Ilpencenarenem coBeianus Obll u3bpaH r-H Anbdpen PpanHn (ABCTpHA) .
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OPTAHHU3AIIAA PABOTHI KOHCYNBTAITMOHHOI'O COBEIMAHUSA

4. Y4acTHUKM COBEIIAHHWS OOCYIMIIH CIEAYIOIIHE BOIPOCHI:
a) TIpEICTaBJIEHUE pe3ynsTaToB o6iero ocymiectsienus IIEC 3a 1996 rox;
b) IOKJIanbl O NesITENBbHOCTH B 0OOJIaCTHM comocTaBleHus B permoHax IIEC/IIMC, onmit,

HaKOIIJIEHHBI B XOJE OCYILUECTBJIEHMS DTara COIOCTaBIEHHH 1996 rojma;

c) KOHKpPETHOE COTrJacOBaHWEe YCHJIHN B XOJle dTama COMOCTABIEHMM 1996 roma: HoBas
METOJIOJIOTUS COIIOCTABIIEHMS KBAPTUPHOM IUIATHI;  MCIOJB3YIOIIMECH B HACTOSILEE
BpeMsI METOMbl aHalIM3a NaHHBIX O HEpPLIHOYHBIX yciayrax (HPY) ;

d) HOBOE€ COTJaCOBAaHHOE CeMeNCTBO KJIacCMUKAUNA M ero B3aumocBaA3bp ¢ IIEC/TIMC;

e) OpPraHU3alOHHBIE H3MeHeHUs B pamkax rporpammsl IIIIC Eepocrar/ODCP:
pacnpefelieHMe 110 IpyHIaM, polib "BemylIIMX CTpaH"; METONUKa "CKOJIb34IUero

0a30BOro IepHoma", CPOKM IIPOBEJEHHS 0030pOB B paMKaxX 3Tala CONOCTABIEHUN
1999 rona;

f) 6ynymag Mertomosorus nas HPY;

g) METOJMKa aHalii3a CalpJ]0 BHEUIHETOProroro OajaHca;
h) pacnucaHue coBeulaHui Bcex rpynn IIEC 1999 ropa;
i) IMEC u "EBPO".

5. O6cyxXIeHre BEJIOCh Ha OCHOBE IOKYMEHTOB, IOATOTOBJIEHHBIX ABcrpuer, EspocTaToMm,
O3CP, BceMupHbIM 6GaHKOM, M IOKIaf0B, IONIOTOBIEHHBIX An6GaHuei, OBIBIIEH IOrOCIABCKON

Pecny6nukon Makenouus, bBonrapuen m Yenickoit Pecny6iauxomn .

PEKOMEHJAIIMM B OTHONIEHMH BYIYIIEN JNESATEILHOCTH

Iy6ymganms pesynsratoB IIEC 1996 ropma

6. ¥Y4yacTHURM COBeLIaHUS TMOMYEPKHYIH BaXXHOCTh CKOpediled myOIHUKAlMH DPe3yJLTATOB
ocymtectenenuss IIEC, oXxBaThIBaioIiMX BCE TPYNNEI CTpaH. YYacTHUKM COBEHIAHWS IIPEIIOXKHIHN
E9K B3arh Ha ceGs OTBETCTBEHHOCTh, KAk M B XOOE MPEABIIYIIMX STalloB, 34 MyOIMKAIHIO
pesynsratoB. C yyetoM Toro, uro AIICY, Espocratr m O3CP nnaHupyroT OmyOIMKOBATH
pe3yJNbTaThl CBOEH NESATEJIBHOCTH B OJIMKaMIINe HECKOJIbKO MecslleB, YYaCTHHUKH COBELIAHUS

pemnny, uro obiue pesynbraTthl I[IEC ciemyer TakxXe ony6GIHKOBaTh OO KOHIA 1998 roja.
B ciiyyae HeoOXODMMOCTH 00BEM TNOSCHUTEIHHOTO TEKCTa MOXKHO OBUIO OBl COKPATHUTE C IEJIBIO

YCKOPEHHUs IyOIHMKAIIMM DTUX pe3yIbTATOB. Y4YaCTHHKH coBemnauus mnpocunn ESK nposectu
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KOHCYNBTAUMH € JIPYTMMH MEXKIYHAPOOHBIMHM OpPraHM3allMsIMM Ha IIPeIMeT HaXOXIeHHsS IyTer
CONENMCTBHUSI TIpOLECCY NyOIHMKAIMM PEe3YJIbTATOR .

7. YYacTHUKHM COBEULAaHUS YKa3ajJM Ha XKEJaTCIBHOCTh CBOCBPEMEHHOI'O H3ITAaHUMA
COOTBETCTBYIOIIIMMH OpPraHUu3alUiIMH COBMECTHOI'O KOMMIOHHKE . Brma Takxke IIOOYEPKHYTA
HCOGXOIIHMOCTB obecrevYeHUusT COTJIACOBAHHOCTH pe3yNbTaTOB, COINECPXKALIHUXCA B Hy6IIHKaI_II/I5[X
PA3NIUYHBIX COOTBETCTBYIOIIIUX opraﬂnsaunﬁ.

Bynym@e KOHCYNLTANMOHHLIC COBEIIAHHS

8. YYacTHHKM COBELIAaHMA YKa3al¥ H4 KeJaTeJbHOCTh TMPOBENEHUS IOCHENYIOIIMX COBEHIAHMM U
KOHCYJbTAMH ¢ y4eTOM IIpejjaraeMoii HOBOM CTPYKTypbl opranmsauuu paborst IIEC B pamxax
nporpammbl IITIC Espoctar/ODCP M mpemiiaraeMbIX CPOKOB OCYIIECTBICHHMS MEPOIPHUATHH I10
srany [IEC 1999 roma. MHOIHMEe YYaCTHUKM BBIDA3WJIM 03a00YEHHOCTb IO IOBOJY CXKATBIX
CPOKOB, IIPEXYCMOTPEHHBIX JJISI PEOPTaHU3aLlMM JAeSITeIBHOCTH .

9. YyacTHHUKHM COBelllaHUS PeKOMEHIOBaJld OpraHU30BaTh OCEHbI0 2000 roja COBMECTHOE
KOHCYIIbTAIMOHHOE COBEIIAHME IIPHM YYAaCTHU BCEX MEXKIYHAPOJHBIX M HAIlMOHAJIBHBIX
CTaTHCTUYECKUX VIIPAaBIEHUI, HeNocpeacTBeHHo 3anuMatoruxcs pacuierom IIIIC na srane
1999 ronma.

Bynymas nedgrensHOCTH

10. YuaCTHHMKM COBELIAHWS DPEKOMEHIOBAJIH BKJIIOUMTh B TporpamMmy padoTsl Kondepenuuun
CIeRYIONMHA TEKCT :

a) EDK crnemyer B3ATh Ha cebBsd OTBETCTBEHHOCTh, KAaK M B XOJe IPEIbIAYIIMX BTAIoOB,
3a ny6aumkanmio pesynsTaToB ocymecTBiaesus [IEC 1996 roma u, IIpH BO3MOXKHOCTH,
ony6IUMKOBaTh ob6mme pesyasTathl ocymiecTeienus I[IEC mo xonmua 1998 roga. EBK

cIenyeT IPOBECTH KOHCYNBTAIIMU C JAPYTUMH MEXIYHAapOIHBIMHU OpPTraHU3alUsSMU Ha
NpefMeT HaXOXJEeHHA NyTell COHNeHACTBUS IIpolieccy HyOIMKAlMH DE3yNLTATORB.

b) CoBMECTHOE KOHCYJIBTAIMOHHOE COBEIl[aHHEe IpH YYaCTHH BCEX MEXIYHApOJHBRIX H
HaIlMOHAJBHEIX CTATHUCTHYECKMX YIpPABICHWH, HENOCPENCTBEHHO 3aHHMAIOUIMXCS
pacyeroM IITIC ma sTame 1999 ropma, cleayeT OpPraHM30BaTh OCeHbIO 2000 rogja.

BEIBOJIBI

11. DBonee mompoOHOe pe3lOME€ OCHOBHBIX BBIBOIOB, CIEJIAHHLIX B XOJ€ COBCIIAHUA, COJEPXKHUTCA
(TONBKO Ha AHTJIMHUCKOM $3bIKE) B IPHIIOKEHMH .

12. Y4YacTHUKM COBELUIAHWS YTBEPAMIIM J[OKJaj 0 ero paboTe Ha CBOEM 3aKJIIOUHUTEIBHOM
3aceaHuu .
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ANNEX

Consultation on the European Comparison Programme
within Group II
vienna, 3-5 June 13998

Summary of the main conclugions reached at the meeting

1. Provisional results for the Group I countries were presented by the
OECD. For the first time they also covered Mexico, the Czech Republic,
Hungary, Israel, Poland, the Russian Federation, the Slovak Republic and
Slovenia. Eurostat was responsible for the results for 19 of the Group I
countries, including all the member countries of the EU, for whom some
provisional results were already published. It was explained that some
difficulties were being experienced in assuring that the results for a few
countries, such as the Russian Federation, Slovene and Turkey, which
participate in more than one group, were consistent between the groups. The
meeting took note of the results, bearing in mind that they would be subject
to some further revisions before they were finalized.

2. The Austrian Central Statistical Office presented the results for the
Group II countries. In contrast to previous years, the results for Group II
were calculated using a multilateral method in order to ensure consistency
with the methodology used by Eurostat. Some progress as well as problems
encountered were explained, in particular the difficulties experienced in
calculating PPPs for non-market services.

3. The meeting was informed that the work within group III countries
started in 1994 and the results were published in March 1998. The
publication contains data for 1994, 1995 and 1996 (preliminary) including the
CIS countries except Ukraine, Mongolia and Turkey. The work has been carried
out by OECD in cooperation with the CIS Statistical Committee, Goskomstat of
Russian Federation and the Turkish Statistical Office .

4. The meeting discussed at some length the most appropriate way in which
to link together the results for the three groups of countries. Some
participants advocated the use of a simple and transparent method using a
link country. Others argued for the use of an overall multilateral
procedure. It was suggested that some analysis should be made of the
advantages and disadvantages of different methods of linking.
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5. It was agreed that it was important to publish results covering all
three groups of countries as soon as possible: that is for all countries
participating in the OECD-European- CIS comparison.

6. The meeting proposed that the ECE as the international organisation
which covers all three groups should assume responsibility for the
publication of the results as in previous rounds. It was suggested that the
ECE should consult with all the international and national statistical
offices directly involved in the calculation of PPPs (in particular Eurostat,
OECD and the Austrian Central Statistical Office) on the most appropriate way
in which to integrate the results for the various groups into a single set of
European Comparisons.

7. It was agreed that the results for Group I countries will also be
presented and published according to the ICP expenditure classification.

8. The Austrian Central Statistical Office presented a paper on the
treatment of non-market services in the calculation of PPPs for 1996 within
Group II. The meeting was reminded that in December 1997 it had been agreed
that PPPs for non-market services should be based on input prices without any
adjustments for estimated differences in productivity between countries.

This change was needed especially for candidate countries, in order to
conform with the methodology used by Eurostat and also by the OECD. ©On the
other hand, it produced some incomparabilities with results for previous
rounds in which a productivity adjustment was applied for Group II countries.

9. A second and more general paper by Austrian Central Statistical Office
addressed the question of the alternative possibilities available for
calculating PPPs for non-market services. While participants agreed that, in
principle, the PPPs should be based on data relating to the outputs of non-
market services, it was also generally accepted that this would not be
feasible in the foreseeable future. 1In this situation, second best methods

have to be used instead.

10. One method commonly employed is to use data on input prices or
quantities combined with an assumption that productivity levels are the same
for non-market services across all countries. An alternative is to assume
that the PPPs for non-market services is the same as for the rest of the

economy (i.e. to use a general “reference® pPP for non-market services).
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11. Participants recognised that, in the absence of information on outputs
of non-market services, whatever method is used is liable to produce biased
estimates, depending on the ‘realism’ of the assumption underlying the method
of estimation. In some cases, such biases may lead to results which may
appear implausible in the case of particular countries.

12. After a lengthy discussion it was agreed by the participants that for
the time being there is no way of avoiding the use of assumptions even though
they may sometimes lead to biased results. It was stressed that it is
important to explain the nature of the problem to users.

13. Despite its limitations, most participants favoured continuing with the
method now used, which is relatively simple and easy to explain. They also
stressed that the same method must be used for all countries, although some
other participants disagreed with this, arguing that the use of the same
method does not necessarily lead to results which are comparable between
countries when their economic circumstances are different. Moreover, these
participants expressed their concern that some numerical results for 1996
appear soO anomalous that the whole PPP exercise is exposed to undesirable

criticism.

14. It was agreed that it is essential to continue to experiment with
alternative assumptions and methods to see if better ways of estimating PPPs
for non-market services can be developed. It was emphasized that continuing
with the existing method dcoes not mean that it is accepted as satisfactory,
but that there is no other method available which can be demonstrated to be
superior at the present time. Research on this topic should be continued in

order to try to develop improved methods.

1s. The meeting was informed about the new harmonized family of
classifications and its interdependence with ECP on the basis of papers
prepared by OECD. Countries were invited to submit comments to OECD on the
proposed revised classification of individual consumption expenditure of
households by basic headings.

16. The implementation of 1923 SNA (or 1995 ESA) and the implications for
the ECP were discussed on the basis of a paper presented by OECD. The new
1993 SNA differs in a number of ways from 1968 SNA. Some conceptual

differences between the two versions that affect the recording of national
expenditure and the differences between their underlying classifications of

goods and services, government expenditure and industry were identified.
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17. The representative of CIS Statistical Committee informed the
participants about the progress made in the implementation of 1993 SNA by the
CIS countries. Most of the new SNA concepts have been implemented in close
cooperation with the OECD. However, there are still some exceptions which
concern the FISIM and the treatment of hidden economy. CIS countries are
still treating FISIM as recommended in the 1968 SNA and their estimates for
the hidden economy do not explicitly include illegal activities.

18. The meeting was informed by Eurostat about the organisational ‘changes
of the work within the Eurostat - OECD PPP Programme: the creation of four
groups of countries, the role of the “lead countries“, and the rolling
benchmark approach. Eurostat pointed out that the reorganisation of the
Eurostat comparison should be regarded as a purely administrative matter and
not a methodological one, although some participants expressed doubts

about it.

19. It was explained that the reorganisation is necessary because of the
enlargement of the group of countries coordinated by Eurostat to 23. This is
considered too large a group to use the same common list of items and to
crganise meetings effectively. It is believed that the reorganization of the
ECP work will improve the field work which will also lead to better and
timely results. Candidate countries will be distributed over the proposed
four groups.

20. At the high level meeting on PPPs in Lisbon which took place in May
1998, the idea of the reorganisation was discussed and agreed in principle
with a final decision to be taken in September 1998. It is expected that the
new organisation will be implemented in the spring of 1999. It was pointed
out that the composition of the groups is meant to achieve better results
based on shorter lists of goods and services.

21. The confidentiality rules in force with regard to data collection will
be strictly followed.

22. The role of national statistical offices will remain the same. It was
explained that the wjead" countries will coordinate and check data within the
groups.

23. It was also explained that the central processing and dissemination of
the results will be done only by Eurostat, including the updating of the
results, and the fixity principle used in the past will be retained. Some
participants expressed concern about fixity in the context of a wider group
of comparisons.
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24. Eurostat’s representative summarised the findings in the Castles’
Report which evaluates the joint Eurostat - OECD PPP Programme. Mr. Castles’
repcrt underlined the importance of using PPPs for intermational comparison
and expressed concern about inadequate financing. The report makes some
constructive criticisms and suggestions about difficult areas, such as non-

market services.

25. The World Bank explained their work programme in the field of PPPs at a
world level. They are considering the possibility of working with the
statistical offices of the Russian Federation and the CIS now that the OECD
is no longer actively involved with most CIS countries. The representative
of the World Bank also presented a paper in which it is shown that it is
preferable to convert the net foreign balance by PPPs rather than exchange
rates.



