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Minutes – 3
rd

 coordination meeting Tallinn 
November 13

th
 2012 

 

Participants: 

 

Birgitta Mannfelt, SCB 

Jonas Färnstrand, SCB 

Joachim Weisbrod, Destatis 

Bjoern Witting, Destatis 

Barbara Dremelj, SORS 

Hans-Eduard Hauser, Eurostat 

Ruth Renter, SE 

Brendan Curtin, CSO 

Rick Trap, SFSO 

Julie Ruedin, SFSO 

 

Adoption of agenda 

The agenda was approved and the part of Presentation and discussion on the 

evaluation and assessment, including evaluation criteria was excluded due to the 

absence of the persons responsible for this task. 

 

Approval of minutes of 2nd Coordination meeting 

The minutes were approved. 

 

Approval of minutes of 2nd Workshop in Slovenia 

The minutes were approved. 

 

Presentation and discussion on the database with data from 
member states in WP3 

Switzerland  had made some further developments of the database since the last 

coordination meeting to make it easier for the countries to fill it in and now felt 

the work on the database was, apart for some minor adjustments, completed. 

Therefore,  if there were major changes proposed they were hesitant to take this 

on board, unless another country was willing to do the work.  

 

Data for the database had been sent to Switzerland from the team members. 

Unfortunately the data came in very late, was incomplete and there was very 

little time to make analysis and a presentation before the meeting. Instead the 

changes made in the excel file, an example, proposal on statistical domains to be 

included and a proposed time schedule were presented for discussion by 

Switzerland. 

 

The team members had different ideas on whether or not the database exercise 

before the meeting was only a test to be discussed or that we were to fill in 

everything as a final exercise before the excel file were to be sent out to the other 
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MS. In any case the proposals made from Switzerland were the focus for 

discussion during the meeting. 

 

The proposal from Switzerland was that the WP3 member countries will take 

responsibility for a few EU countries each. The list of responsibility is as 

follows:  

Estonia (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania) 

Germany (Germany, Austria, Czech Republic, Poland) 

Greece (Greece, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Romania) 

Ireland (Ireland, Iceland, United Kingdom, Malta) 

Italy (Italy, Spain, Portugal) 

Slovenia (Slovenia, Hungary, Slovakia) 

Sweden (Sweden, Denmark, Finland, Norway) 

Switzerland (Switzerland, Belgium, France, Liechtenstein, Netherlands) 

 

Each WP3 country will then have the responsibility to contact their countries and 

assist them if needed. 

 

Switzerland has also made an implementation schedule for this work. The dates 

are as follows (some dates have been changed since the original proposal due to 

the meeting in Neuchatel): 

 

20.11.2012 The new version of the excel file is sent from Switzerland to the 

WP3 members. 

30.11.2012 The excel file and the explanation notes are sent to the member states 

and the EFTA countries. 

09.01.2013 Friendly reminder is in two weeks 

25.01.2013 1
st
 deadline (official) for sending back excel file 

01.02.2013 Reminder deadline is off + inform of 2
nd

 deadline in one week 

07.02.2013 2
nd

 deadline 

08.02.2013 Reminder 2
nd

 deadline is off + inform last and final deadline is in one 

week and consequences if not replied (for example noted as non-cooperative) 

15.02.2013 3
rd

 and final deadline 

28.02.2013 Database filled with information from excel files 

15.03.2013 Final version of the filled database available 

 

There will be some final adjustment in the database making it more “column 

oriented” and more interactive.  

 

Switzerland presented an example how to fill in the database for personnel costs. 

This could also work as an illustrative example when sending the files out to the 

member states. Germany will make an example also for turnover. 

 

The Chair asked the participants if we, with the proposed data collection, will 

collect the information needed for our project?  Also could the horizontal 

inconsistency be excluded since it would be discovered anyway through the 

vertical inconsistency and the EU legislation? Especially since the known 

inconsistency from the EU-legislations (horizontal inconsistency) must be 

inserted from the different statistical domains several times. 

 

From Eurostat point of view they would like to have information about 

inconsistency for all countries, domains and variables both vertically and 

horizontally. This would be in line with the stove-pipe approach and possibly 

lead to a pool of data making it possible to create new statistics. This could also 

result in a future lower response burden since the samples then can be drawn at 

EU level. 
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At least turnover and number of employees should be comparable between 

countries and domains according to Eurostat. Practically, a lot of this is 

impossible to achieve due to the common usage of administrative data. But there 

could be methods to get around this problem which also is a part of the WP3 task 

to resolve. 

 

Eurostat continued by saying that the priority is to focus on the vertical 

inconsistency, since the horizontal inconsistency already has been targeted in the 

External Study. Furthermore, it is more important to reduce the output 

inconsistency than the input inconsistency. Maybe it is sometimes necessary to 

produce two kinds of datasets, one for Eurostat and one for national purposes? 

There should also be more cooperation (exchange of data) when it comes to 

international enterprises/enterprise groups. 

 

The participants did not object to the collection of both vertical and horizontal 

inconsistency for all MS, but it was decided at the meeting that the questions 

about horizontal inconsistency will be somewhat voluntarily (if known) to fill in 

(for the non-WP3 countries). Later on it was decided that the voluntary part will 

not be mentioned in the file since no MS will then feel obliged to fill in that part. 

 

Slovenia pointed out there are differences in the turnover definition between SBS 

and STS, where the latter should be excluding taxes. In activities with taxes (oil, 

tobacco, alcohol) this cause inconsistencies. 

 

Switzerland suggested that you first create a picture of the reality, and then make 

proposals for changes. 

 

Germany explained that it is not easy to have an unambiguous definition since 

there are accounting laws/rules to take into consideration when using 

administrative data. An example is annual data that comes from financial 

accounts while monthly data are based on estimations by the enterprise.  

There is no difference between the definitions for SBS turnover and the STS 

turnover in Germany since it is impossible to exclude taxes. It is also important 

to find out how all the countries implement the legislations in reality. Maybe it is 

impossible to get the exact definition from all the countries but it is possible to 

minimize the differences. An example of this is the VAT data that has been 

harmonized in EU. 

 

Germany said it is very important that the outcome of this project is of top 

priority for the higher levels of Eurostat and that a statement of the importance 

comes from there. The other WP3 countries agreed. 

 

Regarding the experiences from the WP3 countries from filling in the database 

the following came up: 

- It was quite difficult to respond on the horizontal inconsistency and it is 

an advantage if you are an expert for several domains.  

- In many countries the persons working within the different domains are 

located in different places/cities. 

- The term “horizontal/vertical inconsistency” was sometimes hard to 

understand and should be toned down and put in brackets. If it is unclear, 

explanation notes will be included in the file.  

- Instead of “No inconsistency”,  the term “Not known” could be used.  

- Could the “Input definition” part be developed for better understanding? 

- All agreed that the database is a good foundation, but it also needs to be 

filled with good data.  
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- The source of the data is important, since different sources often lead to 

inconsistency.  

- A lot of inconsistency probably comes from the sometimes vague 

definitions in the legislation. For example, how to treat apprentices in the 

employment data? 

- Some countries mentioned that there could be possible translation 

problems when updating the database. 

 

It was agreed that we send a document with explanation notes along with the 

excel file. Ireland will be responsible for creating such a document and send it to 

Switzerland. This document will be completed by November 25.  

When it comes to the relevance of the WP3 project, it is important that National 

Accounts are included in the process. They are a part of the system and cannot be 

neglected. How to involve them was discussed and it was decided to involve 

them in a later stage, perhaps invite them to the next workshop. 

 

There were some discussions about the importance of the variables in the 

statistical domains R&D, VTS, ICT and Environmental Expenditure. 

Switzerland suggested some or all of these variables could be excluded to reduce 

the work. Hans-Eduard was hesitant to exclude any statistical domains, but will 

consult Eurostat regarding this. 

 

Preparation of the data collection 

Regarding the collection of the data for the database the time schedule was 

approved with some minor adjustments. It is important that the questionnaire is 

sent out in November, so that the countries have some time before Christmas to 

fill it in. Everyone agreed that it was a good idea to share the burden between the 

WP3 members. 

 

Hans-Eduard will be responsible to prepare a letter to the directors at Eurostat, 

asking for contact persons for the different domains (or a country coordinator if 

this is more practical) and also sending out the questionnaire.  There is also a 

BSDG meeting 5-6 December where the directors will be informed about the 

sent out questionnaire and the importance of this project. 

 

It was also noted that the time filling in the questionnaire from the other MS will 

not debit the WP3 budget. Furthermore, that the WP 3 countries would try to fill 

in the questionnaire for its own country by the end of this year to have the data as 

basis for analysis at the next coordination meeting. 

 

Expert meetings/study visits 

When it comes to expert meetings and study visits the agreement was to first 

look at the responses. If a more detailed analysis has to be done based upon these 

answers, expert meetings or study visits could be a solution. These meetings can 

be valid both for “perfect” countries with no inconsistency and for countries with 

major inconsistencies. 

 

In the budget the WP3 members have planned their participation divided on core 

economic variables and employment variables. This is however something that 

can be adjusted internally. 
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Presentation and discussion on reasons for inconsistency 

Ireland and Estonia had prepared a document listing all the possible 

inconsistencies. These inconsistencies are as follows: 

 

1. Historically grown statistics 

2. Unclear/not consistent EU legislation 

3. Timeliness of data collection 

4. Limited data availability 

5. Multipurpose data collection 

6. Reduction of external burden 

7. Reduction of internal production costs 

8. Lack of metadata on administrative data 

9. National information requirements 

10. Use of different methods/concepts 

 

A proposal was to use these examples along with the explanation notes. It was 

also agreed that the text part under 5. Multipurpose data collection should be 

shortened and the practical example replaced. 

 

Administrative and technical matters 

The time sheets have to be sent to Birgitta Mannfelt no later than November 23. 

The time sheets should cover at least the work done until October (if November 

is available this is even better). 

The purpose of these time sheets is to get an idea of  the development of the 

project. For example, which countries have done the most work so far. And have 

any part taken more time than expected. The information will be presented at the 

steering group meeting the 6
th
 of December. 

The contracts also have to be signed and sent to Statistics Sweden. 

 

Next coordination meeting 

The next coordination meeting will be held in Neuchatel, Switzerland at 5
th
 of 

February. If that date is not convenient, 29
th
 of January is the second option. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 


