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Minutes – 1
st

 coordination meeting 
Luxembourg June 28

th
 2012 

 

Adoption of agenda, status of MBGA 

The agenda was approved and the information about the status of MBGA was 

moved to this item on the agenda. A new version of the MBGA has been sent to 

Eurostat and has been approved. The director general at SCB must sign before 

everything is formally completed. 

 

Reflections of the 1st workshop 

The project members all agreed that it was a fruitful discussion but that there is a 

lot of work to be done within the project. 

It seems that different domains are treated differently within Eurostat. It would 

require more cooperation between the domains. Eurostat has a lot of surveys to 

process and the coordination is sometimes not sufficient enough. The reason for 

this could be that Eurostat see the problem from a theoretical perspective. But to 

coordinate all the surveys is also one of the topics for this project. If all the 

primary data to Eurostat are consistent, National Accounts also can produce 

consistent data. 

Another reflection was that there were different terms for similar variables and 

many things have to be clarified. It also seemed that the major problem was due 

to coverage and implementation and not to the definitions themselves. 

 

The quality reports probably contain a lot of information and should be 

examined. One focus should be on vertical inconsistency between countries. 

Another focus should be to only look at the most important inconsistencies, even 

if they are difficult to differentiate in the beginning. 

 

It was also discussed that all the countries know about the definitions but how do 

they implement these definitions? And why? 

 

Another positive aspect from the meeting was to actually meet the experts. 

Eurostat has information about the experts for every domain in all the countries. 

 

Besides the core variables discussed earlier, there was no new input leading to 

new variables of interest.  

 

An idea was to coordinate a meeting or a joint workshop with WP1 and WP2 

since there are a lot of common interests. 

 

Regarding the output of all of ESSNET the idea is to publish one single manual. 

Since this manual will be published before this project is completed, the results 

from WP3 will update the manual afterwards. 

 

Approval of minutes from kick-off meeting 

The minutes were approved.  
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Regarding the ESSNET portal, a framework exist and this will gradually be built 

up with information.   

 

Status of the database on characteristics and definitions 

Rick Trap, CFSO, went briefly through the database and explained the purpose 

with it. The different domains are defined in one sheet and after the expert 

meeting they are updated with the Eurostat contact persons. There are also links 

to the different domains, annexes, variables and regulations. 

An idea is to integrate all this to a joint database, preferably interactive. The 

database could then be filled with information by the different countries, 

primarily for the core variables. It is important that the member countries are 

willing to contribute information. 

 

A question raised was how the questionnaire would complement this database so 

that the same question are not asked twice to the member states. 

 

The agreed workflow was that Switzerland first reconstruct the database in a 

form that makes it possible to search and recompose data and then add 

information regarding Switzerland. Then Sweden and Germany continue to add 

information from their countries. The database can hopefully be integrated with 

the ESSNET Portal. 

 

Discussion about Interim Inventory Report 

The Interim Inventory Report shall be approved in September and a draft version 

has been sent out to the partner countries. There were comments from three 

countries. 

 

The proposal was to update the report continuously as new information is 

received. This proposal was approved and the structure of the report is already 

adapted for this. 

 

The following structure was proposed: 

1. Summary 

2. Goals and methodology 

3. The issue of inconsistency 

4. Coverage 

5. Evaluation of the external study 

6. Evaluation of other sources 

7. Identification of inconsistencies and reasons for inconsistencies 

8. Further measures and procedures 

 

The chapters will also include subchapters regarding core economic 

variables/employment variables. The structure was approved but proposals for 

changes can be sent by e-mail. 

 

Regarding chapter 6, some information from the expert meeting can be included 

in the report. More information can be filled in at a later stage. 

 

One question raised was whether information from other work packages will be 

included in this report. 

 

The work process until September is as follows: 



 

  

   3(4) 

 

  

 

 

 

1. Evaluation of the External Study regarding characteristics and 

definitions 

2. Examining changes after the External Study was written 

3. Conclusions about next steps 

4. Integration of the comments of the first part 

 

A draft version will be ready within two months, then it will be sent out for 

comments, at the latest on 30 of August. The partners will have one week to 

comment the draft version. The comments will then be integrated in the report. A 

final discussion regarding the interim inventory report will be held at the next 

coordination meeting. 

 

Information from the Expert meeting and the External Study can be included at 

an earlier stage, while information from the Quality Reports will be included 

when the project take information from MS into consideration. 

 

Preparation of the 2nd workshop in Slovenia 

The workshop in Slovenia will be held 25-27 September. A proposal was to have 

1½ day workshop and 1 day coordination meeting. The coordination meeting 

will take place from lunch 26
th
 to lunch 27

th
 of September. 

 

The participants in the workshop will be member states experts, other experts 

and the WP3 participants. This means that there may be up to 50 participants at 

the workshop. Persons in the MS working practically with the surveys should be 

some of the participants. 

 

An invitation letter will be sent out as soon as possible and before the vacations 

even if the agenda is not fully complete. SORS will prepare and distribute an 

invitation letter. 

 

Regarding the structure of the agenda, the following proposal was discussed: 

1. Introduction of the project (including links to WP1 and WP2) 

2. State of the art 

3. ESSNET website 

4. Network of European experts (plans of study visits) 

5. Introduction of database  

6. Presentation of observed inconsistencies 

7. Group discussions, core economic variables 

8. Group discussions, core employment variables 

 

Under item 6, one suggestion was to have 4 short presentations (10-15 minutes) 

held by different member countries or by Eurostat experts. Finland and 

Switzerland are two possible presenters. 

 

First considerations on the content of a questionnaire 

This item on the agenda was cancelled, since the database will be used primarily. 

 

Agenda of the 2nd coordination meeting 

Jens Olin presented a draft agenda for the coordination meeting: 

1. Adoption of the agenda 

2. Reflection of the 2
nd

 workshop, planning of the report 

3. Approval of minutes, coordination meeting 1 
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4. Approval of minutes, workshop 2 

5. Approval of Interim Inventory Report 

6. Status report, database 

7. Discussion of the questionnaire 

8. Agenda and location of coordination meeting 3 

9. Study visits 

10. Expert meeting 

11. Administrative and technical matters 

 

Administrative and technical matters 

The internal cooperation agreement is finalized but the MBGA must be formally 

approved first. There will be two versions of the agreement, one for Switzerland 

and one for the member states. 

There is one difference compared to the agreement in WP2. A quarterly report 

with information about the amount of days per persons/task/activity is needed. 

The partners had no objection to this. 

 

It is not still clear which kind of information Eurostat needs, it may be that some 

information can be excluded later on. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 


