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Background

• In 2011, the Task Force on Accuracy finalised a handbook for 
household surveys with main recommendations on:

• a standard formulation of precision requirements for EU regulations;

• variance estimation methods 
• appropriate for use (good practices)
• not appropriate for use (bad practices)

in relation to different sampling designs and type of statistics;

• an integrated approach to increase availability of standard errors in 
the ESS;

• possible ways for assessing compliance of the precision 
requirements by the NSIs. 
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Background

• The Task Force comprised experts from:

• the NSIs from Latvia, Greece, Sweden, Italy, Finland, Austria; 

• universities from Germany and UK;

• Eurostat (units on methodology, LFS, ICT and a former member 
of the Eurostat network of methodologists).
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• In 2011-2012, a group of experts reviewed the handbook with the 
purpose to assess its potential as ESS standard.

• The experts were designated by the DIME from among the NSIs 
that did not participate to the Task Force: Estonia, Hungary, UK, 
The Netherlands, France.

• They recommended adoption of the handbook as standard if it is 
revised in line with their comments.

• In 2012, the DIME provided additional comments on the handbook.

Replies to all comments in docs accessible from the agenda on wiki

Background
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From the definition of a standard

• Standards contain rules and/or recommendations that are meant to 
achieve a higher degree of harmonization of practices.

• Rules occur for instance in classifications and formats. In the 
domain of methodology recommendations are more common. 
Recommendations allow deviation, provided that the deviation is 
properly justified. 

• A standard does not necessarily propose one solution for a specific 
problem, but, depending on the complexity of the issues, it may 
propose several adequate solutions which nevertheless give 
orientation on what the good practices are and may list also bad 
practices.
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Revisions of the handbook

• We revised the handbook:
• in line with the plans made following its review;
• in line with the comments received from DIME by email, after 

the last plenary meeting.

• The revisions cover:
• visibility and formulation of recommendations,
• reorganization and harmonization of information,
• statistical content.
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• Recommendations are easily identified:
• They are in italic in the text of the chapters. 
• The main ones are in italic in the summaries of the chapters. 

• Recommendations use the words: ‘should’, ‘we recommend’, ‘it is 
recommended’, ‘are not recommended’, etc. 

Visibility and formulation of recommendations
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Reorganization and harmonization of information

• We removed unnecessary repetitions e.g. on the groups of methods 
for variance estimation.

• We regrouped information e.g. on variance estimation on rotating 
samples in one chapter.

• We improved and better structured the comparative assessment of 
variance estimation methods on criteria related to applicability, 
accuracy and administrative considerations.

• We created an index.

• We harmonized mathematical notation.                        etc.
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• We enriched the handbook with developments on e.g.:

• description and formulae of replication methods, 

• use of replication methods to account for imputation in variance 
estimation,

• variance estimation in case of strata collapse,

• variance estimation in case of indirect sampling,

• difference between multi-stage and multi-phase sampling,

• balanced sampling design,

• the design effect for a StrRS with proportional allocation and for a 
SRS followed by a Poisson response at a constant rate,

• information on the software ReGenesees                                   etc.

Statistical content
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• We revised and clarified issues such as:

• the results from different applied methods and tools lack 
comparability if the methods and tools do not account for exactly 
the same sources of variability, 

• not using the ‘conditional’ approach for variance estimation for 
domains, except when justified by a high size of the domain,

• the pros and cons of the three possible approaches aimed at 
increasing the availability of standard errors for EU statistics etc.

• We have removed sentences or paragraphs because e.g. they were 
not supported by evidence.

Statistical content
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Next steps

• addressing a problem on variance estimation for annual averages 
for rotating panel designs (section 3.7.1),

• proofreading the text of the handbook,

• obtaining approval on the revision by the TF on Accuracy, 

• publishing the handbook under Eurostat ‘Methodologies and 
Working Papers’ series,

• submitting the handbook to the ESSnet on Standardisation for its 
analysis as future standard in line with recommendations of the 
Sponsorship.
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Thank you for the attention

Questions, comments, suggestions ?


