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Introduction 
 

The SGA-1 of the ESSnet on Standardisation is the first Specific Grant Agreement (SGA) of 
the Framework Partnership Agreement (FPA) on ESSNet on Standardisation, and is carried 
out with the active involvement of seven European NSIs: France - INSEE, Hungary - HCSO, 
Italy - ISTAT, Lithuania - SL, Latvia - CSB, The Netherlands - CBS, United Kingdom – ONS. The 
duration of the FPA is 4 years and will be divided to more SGAs. This report covers the 
activity of the f SGA 1: from 19th December 2012 until 16th March 2014. 
Generally the task of this action is to support the establishment of the Integrated Statistical 
System within the ESS as outlined in the Communication from the Commission to the 
European Parliament and the Council on the production method of EU statistics: a vision for 
the next decade, COM(2009) 404.  
The action described in Specific Grant Agreement 1 (SGA-1). has direct connection to the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation as it has been established in order to develop strategic 
guidance for standardisation at ESS level and already delegated tasks to this ESSNet, prior to 
its launch. According to its mandate, the Sponsorship on Standardisation will finish its work 
in September 2013. As the Sponsorship on Standardisation forms a conceptual framework 
for standardisation in the ESS, the ESSNet on Standardisation will focus on practical 
implementation, based on the guidance and the achievements of the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation. The specific objectives of this action are defined under three major tasks 
that correspond to the logic behind the three pillars of the Sponsorship on Standardisation: 
stocktaking, process and case studies. 

The ESSNet on Standardisation started its work on the 19th of December 2012, when the 
Specific Grant Agreement of this project was signed by the participants.  

Executive summary 
 

Background and general approach 
The issue of standardisation at the ESS level goes back till the Workshop on Standardisation 

which was held on 14th-15th October 2010 in Brussels, where the importance of this issue was 
highlighted. The participants of this workshop were 18 Member States of the EU, the USA, 
Australia, Eurostat and the UNECE:. The scope of this workshop was to share experiences in 
the issue of standardisation, to highlight the scope and the priorities, what should be 
standardised. It was also agreed that the ESSNet ‘STAND-PREP’ (ESSNet on Preparation for 
Standardisation) has to be launched in the same year in order to prepare the actions that 
have to be carried out by the Sponsorship on Standardisation.  

The documents of this workshop can be found at the following link: 
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https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/display/essmethodology/Workshop+on+Stan
dardisation) 

 

The deliverables of the ESSNet ‘STAND-PREP’ are as follows: 

• Stocktaking of literature on standards and standardisation 

• Proposal on use of the ISO/IEC vocabulary for the ESS needs 

• Classification of standards 

• Process for the adoption of standards 

• Conformity assessment, support measures 

• Concrete analysis of several handbooks 

 

The documents of this initiative can be found on the CROS-portal: 

http://www.cros-portal.eu/content/stand-prep-finished 

 

The Sponsorship on Standardisation started its mandate in 2011 and ended in 2013. In the 
framework of this project the Sponsorship on Standardisation worked out the framework of 
the ESS standardisation system in 3 Pillars. The denomination of the pillars and their 
deliverables are as follows: 

Pillar 1: Stocktaking 

• ESS interpretation of ISO/IEC definition of standard 

• Types of ‘normative documents’ to be distinguished 

• Structure of inventory for normative documents 

• Template for description of normative documents 

• Follow-up work by ESSNet Standardisation 

 

Pillar 2: Framework 

• Overarching architectural framework (four areas: policy, design, 
management, implementation)  

• Standardisation scenarios (from minimal standardisation to full integration of 
processes) 

• SWOT instrument (qualitative merits/costs assessment) 

• Process for standards adoption, support and governance (including proposal 
for responsible bodies) 
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Pillar 3: Pilots 

The task of this pillar did not materialise due to lack of resources. A single pilot study (Census 
Hub) is currently under way. The task of designing a process for standards adoption was 
moved to Pillar 2. 

The documents of the Sponsorship on Standardisation can be found on the CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/ess-standardisation 

 

In the framework of the Sponsorship on Standardisation it was also decided that an ESSNet 
project has to be launched, which task will be to examine the usability of the deliverables of 
the Sponsorship on Standardisation in practice. This ESSnet project is the ESSNet on 
Standardisation. 

The ESSNet on Standardisation followed up the work of the Sponsorship on Standardisation 
with a similar breakdown of work packages in order to facilitate the continuous work on the 
standardisation.  

One of the main deliverables of the Sponsorship on Standardisation was the 
‘Recommendations’ document, which contains the suggestions, guidelines on the operation 
of the ESS standardisation system. The ESSnet on Standardisation takes this deliverable into 
account to its work since the deliverables of such kind of cross-cutting projects related to 
standardisation have to be in line with those recommendations.  

In the ESSnet on Standardisation project the maqin motivation was to be harmonised to 
other international initiatives concerning standardisation issues, in order to support the 
establishment of a harmonised system concerning the ESS standardisation. Therefore the 
following international initiatvies were taken into consideration during the SGA-1 of the 
ESSnet on Standardisation: 

• Sponsorship on Standardisation 

• Task Force on impact analysis of the ESS.VIP projects 

• Task Force on Enterprise Architecture 

• Task Force on Standardisation 

 

As those initiatives will continue their work after the ending of the SGA-1, therefore the 
deliverables and the actions carried out by those initiatives will be observed on a continuous 
basis, and the ESSnet on Standardisation would like to contact those initiatives as well in 
order to harmonise the deliverables and the approaches. 
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This apporach requires flexibility from the ESSnet on Standardisation, since the elaboration 
of the system of the ESS standardisation and its elements are under process. This results a 
dynamic environment to the ESSnet on Standardisation. 

The coherence between the deliverables of the ESSnet on Standardisation is assured, since 
the work of this project was planned that all partners of the ESSNet on Standardisation 
expressed their comments on all of the deliverables. The coherence was also taken into 
consideration during the elaboration of the deliverables as well, menaing that the output of 
a work package was the input for the other work package e.g. the life-cycle model of the 
normative documents was an output of the Work Package 2 and was used for elaborating 
the structure of the evaluation template in Work Package 3. Also the ‘case studies’ for the 
life-cycle model (grid) of the Work Package 2 used normative documents from the Inventory 
of normative documents of Work Package 1.  

Project structure 
The tasks of this action was carried out by ESSNet partners Hungary (coordinator), France, 
Italy, the United Kingdom, the Netherlands, Latvia and Lithuania. All partners, except the 
latter, have gathered necessary experience in the field of standardisation as they have been 
involved in previous actions on standardisation on ESS level, either in the ESSNet on 
Preparation for Standardisation (Stand-Prep) or the Sponsorship on Standardisation. 
 
The coordinator was involved in all work packages of this action and additionally, the 
Hungarian Central Statistical Office is responsible for the coordination of the whole project 
thus leads the “Management” work package with other work package leaders of France, 
Italy and the United Kingdom (see: Figure 1.). The figure shows the dependencies between 
the Work Packages. 

These dependencies were determined at the very beginning of the project, since the 
coherence between the deliverables is a strong requirement in all projects. In all Work 
Packages every participant had to express their opinion on the approach of the Work 
Package and on the deliverables. Decision was made by a consensus in all cases, when 
decisions had to be made. 
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Figure 1: Structure of the ESSnet on Standardisation SGA-1 

 

 

 

Limitation and risks 

Risk of the position of an ESSnet project 
Risk can be derived from the position of an ESSnet project in general. As the ESSnet on 
Standardisation is a project engaged in cross-cutting issues it is of high importance to 
harmonise its deliverables to other initiatvies in this field of interest. ESSnet projects do not 
have enough influence on other projects these can only elaborate inputs for the decisions 
that have to be made at higher level. Therefore improvement actions concerning cross-
cutting issues at ESS level should be operated at a higher level (e.g. ESS.VIP) 

 

Risk of the dynamic environment (flexibility) 
The most relevant risk came from the required flexibility of the ESSnet on Standardisation. 
The deliverables of the ESSnet on Standardisation were elaborated according to the SGA-1 
plans and according to the initiatives that have been launched. As the concept of the whole 
ESS standardisation system is under elaboration it can be highlighted that in the near future 
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the deliverables might need some changes in order to use them in practice so that they can 
be a real support to the establishment of the ESS standardisation system. One of the major 
changes was the change between the SWOT apporach and the cost-benefit analysis 
apporach. The change had to be made according to EUROSTAT’s suggestions after the 
meeting of the Task Force on impact analysis of the ESS.VIP projects in April 2013. This 
caused a rethinking of the deliverables and the replanning of the actions concerning Work 
Package 2 of the ESSnet on Standardisation.  

 

Risk of the coherence of different international initiatives 
As not all of the elements of the ESS standardisation system is elaborated in the scope of the 
SGA-1 of this project it is a risk for the future that all elements might not be harmonised to 
each other. Therefore a strong coordination is of high relevance at the ESS level.  

 

Risk of communication 
Risks also arose from the communication both externally and internally. Due to the low 
budget of the SGA-1 there was not enough opportunity to contact other initiatives 
concerning standardisation at the ESS level. This risk will be lowered in the SGA-2, since the 
ESSnet on Standardisation project will participate at several fora concerning this issue. The 
internal communication was also organised in a rather ad-hoc way, therefore in the SGA-2 
frequent audioconference will take place. 

According to the apporaches of the different international initiatives concerning 
standardisation it can be highlighted the the role of communication is crusial since different 
initiatives have different apporach concerning the ESS standardisation system. 

 

Risk of the budget 
Due to the relatively low budget there were not sufficient resources for the external 
communication of this project. Most of the resources was used for Deliverable 1 ‘Inventory 
of normative documents’. It required more human resources as it could be foreseen.  

This kind of risk also has a connection with the dynamic enviroment as well. As the ESSnet on 
Standardisation had to change the SWOT apporach to the cost-benefit apporach (Work 
Packlage 2), the project could only calcualte with the remaining resources. 

 

Risk of organising the SGAs in the Framework Partnership Program concerning the 
ESSNet on Standardisation 
There was also a risk derived from the overlapping actions of the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation and ESSnet on Standardisation SGA-1. As the main task of the ESSnet on 
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Standardisation was to examine the usability of the deliverables of the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation in practice, the ESSnet on Standardisation had to postpone the start of the 
actions till the Sponsorship on Standardisation finalised its deliverables.  

There is also an overlap between the start of the SGA-2 of the ESSnet on Standardisation and 
the ending of the SGA-1 of the same project. This requires also a postpone in the starting of 
the SGA-2, since the same human resources are used for the two projects from the side of 
partners. 

 

Relevance to the ESS 
The issue of standardisation is of high importance from the perspective of the ESS. 
Standardisation is an important way to proceed towards the implementation of the Vision 
1.0, as explained in the related strategy of the ESS. The ESSNet provides tools and methods 
and other supporting instruments for the implementation of the results of the Sponsorship 
on Standardisation.  

The system of the ESS standardisation system is under elaboration and the deliverables of 
the ESSnet on Standardisation might support the whole system as some of the elements are 
elaborated by this project.  

At the ESS level the need of the establishment of an Integrated Statistical System is 
communicated in the Vision 1.0. Standard might have a crucial role in the elaboration of this 
system, since the compilation, transmission and dissemination of European statistics has to 
be carried out with the help of implementing standards both at European and national level. 
This might lead to a more efficient system, which can be sustainable for longer time period. 
The establishment of the system and the elaboration of the needed standards may require 
higher level of resources from all stakeholders of the standardisation system, but on a longer 
term the benefits can reason the investment.  

Suggested further steps 
 

The establishment of the ESS standardisation system is foreseeingly a long-term task, 
therefore a strong coordination of the standardisation activities is of high relevance. It is also 
crucial that all elements of the standardisation system have to be worked out and 
implemented. Before the planning of the needed elements and the implementation 
communication is a must in order to involve the stakeholders of the Integrated Statistical 
System is the daily operation and make them to understand the role of using standards. 

Some elements of the ESS standardisation system will be worked out by the ESSnet on 
Standardisation SGA-2. Other elements might be elaborated by some other bodies in the 
future.  
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The form of the bodies (ESS.VIP, Task Force, Steering Group, etc.) has to be determined in 
the importance of the certain element. Therefore priorities have to be set up among the 
elements.  
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Description of Work Packages and their deliverables 

Work Package 1: Inventory of standards and quasi-standards  
 

Description 

‘Objectives 

The objectives of this Work Package are to provide a complete inventory of standards and 
quasi-standards with relevant descriptions. This inventory will serve as the basis for further 
analysis in order to highlight areas where there is a lack of standards and fields where there 
are more than one standard available. 

 

Description of work 

The work will be based on the preliminary, structured list on standards and quasi-standards 
and the first examples, supplied by the Sponsorship on Standardisation. According to this list, 
the inventory will be completed within this Work Package, using various database sources 
(such as RAMON). The inventory will be validated by the Member States in order to make it 
more relevant and complete. In practice, there might be normative documents in use in 
Member States, that will not be on the suggested list. This is motivation behind the validation 
of results by the Member States as the inventory should not just only give a complete picture 
of the standards and quasi standards based on publicly available databases but more 
importantly, it should reflect actual practices in the Member States. As a result, a full 
inventory will be available for future work and an overview of the use of standards and quasi 
standards can be prepared to assess the current state of the art in the ESS. 

This Work Package will also make proposals for the operational issues of the inventory 
(issues of who is responsible of the maintenance the inventory, what documentations have to 
be filled, who are the actors involved, what services should be provided, etc.).  

The creation of an inventory is not a goal, it is an asset in the standardisation activites, 
therefore a clear picture has to be set on what actors (who) has to document what kind of 
quasi standards (what) at which place (where) and according to which procedures (how). The 
task of the documentation of quasi standards relates both to Work Package 1 and 2 but as it 
is in strong connection with the content of the inventory and the related operational issues, it 
is included in Work Package 1.’ 

The main task of WP 1 resided in the creation of an inventory of normative documents 
(Deliverable 1) which should allow for the identification of ESS standards and of domains 
where normative documents are numerous or scarce.  
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After receiving from the Sponsorship on Standardisation a list of normative documents 
(derived from Ramon and other ESS-related websites), a template for the assessment of 
normative documents as ESS standards and a template of the inventory, WP1 team agreed 
on the schedule and on refining the methodology to be used for Deliverable 1. 
 
It was agreed that, given the number of normative documents (593) identified by the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation and the limited amount of human resources devoted to the 
WP, there was a need to rationalise the list. It was agreed to concentrate on the latest 
editions of Eurostat handbooks (or handbooks co-published by ESTAT), on international 
normative documents relevant for the ESS (latest editions), on IT tools recommended at ESS 
level and on fundamental legal acts.  In addition, only EUROSTAT handbooks, international 
handbooks co-published by Eurostat and IT tools would be assessed (a dedicated template 
was designed for the assessment of IT tools). 

 

All in all, 103 normative documents were assessed and attributes were provided for 197 
normative documents. The result of the assessment was that 27 normative documents in the 
inventory meet the criteria for being ESS standards.  

 
Deliverable 2 consisted in analysing the 27 normative documents meeting the criteria of ESS 
standards. However, it was agreed that Deliverable 2 would draw a summarizing map of all 
197 normative documents. But the mapping according to 3 selected mandatory attributes in 
the inventory (GSBPM, DISA, product/process level) was done only for the above mentioned 
27 normative documents meeting the criteria of ESS standards. The conclusion from this 
deliverable is that all statistical domains are covered by the 27 normative documents. 

 

Deliverable 3 aimed at providing guidance for the management of the inventory. The results 
of this deliverable which are rather preliminary and will be further developed in the scope of 
ESSnet Standardisation SGA2 are derived from the experience gained by WP1 team in 
entering the attributes for each normative document. This deliverable provides basic 
guidance for the inventory regarding its content and structure, the services that it may 
provide and the skills needed to maintain it. 

 

Deliverable 4 consisted in deriving from the content of the inventory a list of normative 
documents which could be considered as quasi-standards. The first task was to define what 
criteria could apply for quasi-standards (it was decided to take on all the assessed normative 
documents which met criteria 1, 4 & 5 of the assessment grid, except IT tools) and then to 
derive the list. A total of 84 normative documents can be considered as quasi-standards. The 
result of this deliverable was also used in the scope of Work-Package 2. 
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Limitation and risks 
Deliverables 2, 3 & 4 are derived from the experience and the results of Deliverable 1. 
Therefore the most important issue was to make sure that Deliverable 1 would be finished in 
time for the team to study the input and produce results for the other deliverables. Even 
though the deadline for producing Deliverable 1 was postponed from M7 to M10, it left 
enough time for WP1 team to finalise all deliverables within SGA 1 schedule.  
 
The experience gained from producing the attributes for normative documents in the 
inventory is rather different to the actual task which will be taken over by the maintenance 
body. Before such body is actually set up, it is quite hard to produce more than very basic 
guidelines regarding how to maintain the inventory. This limitation has to be taken into 
account when reviewing the results of Deliverable 3.  
 

Content, usability and importance of each deliverable  

Deliverable 1, M7: Complete inventory of quasi-standards and standards 
 

This deliverable can be found on the CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-1-complete-inventory-quasi-standards-and-standards 

 

This deliverable contains an impressive amount of files because it presents both the 
assessment of 103 normative documents (word documents) and the attributes for each of 
the 197 normative documents included in the inventory.  
 
The list of 197 normative documents was set up after receiving a list of almost 600 
normative documents (derived from RAMON and other databases) from the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation. Given the limited resources of the team, a refinement of the list was 
needed in order to start the inventory. It was decided to select only the following normative 
documents: 

• latest editions of Eurostat handbooks (or handbooks co-published by ESTAT); 
• international normative documents relevant for the ESS (latest editions): 

international normative documents which do not have a European counterpart; 
• IT tools recommended at ESS level ; 
• fundamental legal acts. 
 

In addition, only EUROSTAT handbooks, international handbooks co-published by Eurostat 
and IT tools were assessed (a dedicated template was designed for the assessment of IT 
tools) so as to identify which ones met the criteria for being ESS standards. 

 

This task resulted in the observation that 27 normative documents meet the criteria for 
being ESS standards. This is the starting point for analysing the situation regarding the 
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existence of standards at ESS level. In the scope of SGA 2, a potential extension of the 
content of the inventory will be studied so that the content is as up-to-date and relevant as 
possible. 

 

Deliverable 2, M15: Status report on the current state of the art on standardisation in the 
ESS 
This deliverable provides an overview of the content of the inventory regarding certain 
characteristics of the normative documents. First of all, the main paper explains how the 
normative documents were assessed so as to check whether they meet the criteria for being 
ESS standards. 
 
Then the content of the inventory is analysed regarding the nature of the normative 
documents: legal acts, handbooks, IT tools, classifications and business models. In annex I of 
the deliverable, one will find information, for each of the above mentioned categories, the 
distribution of the 197 normative documents according to their custodian, statistical domain 
and the number of normative documents meeting the criteria for being ESS standards. 
 
This deliverable primarily aims at providing a detailed overview of the current situation of 
the ESS regarding standardisation. This overview allows the identification of potential 
overlaps or of white spots. This may be used at a later stage by mandated bodies in order to 
launch a standardisation procedure; therefore the result of this deliverable is highly 
important.  
 
The 27 normative documents meeting the criteria for being ESS standards are analysed in 
Annex II of the deliverable according to the following attributes: GSBPM category, DISA 
category and whether they are product and/or process related. So that this analysis is as 
useful as possible, DIME members have been asked to provide comments and guidance 
regarding the attributes used to analyse the state of the art on standardisation and a 
possible extension of the attributes can be envisaged.  

 

Deliverable 3, M15: Guidelines, proposals on the operational issues of the inventory 
This deliverable not only contains information on the experience gained by WP1 team when 
providing the attributes for the inventory but also guidelines to the future maintenance 
body on how to maintain the inventory.  
 
In this document, one will be able to find guidance regarding the following aspects: 

• general considerations; 
• practical operational guidance (content of the inventory, attributes describing 

normative documents and specific considerations regarding GSBPM & DISA 
attributes); 

• links with the standard making process; 
• storage of the information; 
• business case (reflection on time and skills).  
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These guidelines can be used both as primary guidance by the future maintenance body but 
it may also serve as a basis for future works in the scope of ESS Standardisation SGA 2. 

 

Deliverable 4, M15: Guidelines on documentation of quasi standards’ 
In order to have a complete view regarding the state of the art of standardisation in the ESS, 
it is also important to identify whether some normative documents are satisfying some 
criteria set for standards and can therefore be considered as quasi-standards.  
 
The main document contains a description of the process which resulted in the selection of 
normative documents as quasi-standards: analysis of the criteria used for the assessment of 
potential ESS standards and, within these, selection of criteria which can be considered as 
minimum criteria for quasi-standards. The selected criteria are as follows: 

• no ambiguity  regarding the version of the document that is a candidate;  
• the purpose of the document is twofold (for specific activities or their results and for 

common and repeated use); 
• this document can be clearly used, and makes it easy for the reader to know which 

sentences are rules, which are only guidelines and which sentences provide 
information about facts. 

 
Then these criteria were applied to the normative documents which had been assessed in 
the scope of Deliverable 1 but did not meet all the criteria for being ESS standards. This 
resulted in 84 normative documents being identified as quasi-standards. The output of this 
deliverable was used as an input for WP2 Deliverable 4 and will be examined in the scope of 
ESSnet Standardisation SGA 2 as an input regarding a potential fast-track ESS standardisation 
process.  
 
Some common vocabulary was also included in this deliverable as this is of high importance 
regarding the ESS standardisation process and can be further looked into in the scope of SGA 
2.  
 
 

 

  



17 
 

 

Work Package 2: Framework and documentation 

Description 

 ‘Objectives 

The objective of this Work Package is to fine-tune the deliverables of Pillar 2 of the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation, such as the standard-making process, the SWOT analysis of 
the standards and case studies for the SWOT analysis. 

Description of work 

The Pillar 2 of the Sponsorship on Standardisation will provide input for this Work Package 
(standard-making process, SWOT analysis), which have to be further analysed and refined. 
The Sponsorship on Standardisation will also provide the first examples of standardisation 
areas for which the SWOT analysis has to be carried out. A first activity will be the 
development of an IT tool enabling the compilation of the SWOT grid by the stakeholders; a 
test will be carried out to ascertain the validity of the items in the SWOT and of their 
implementation in the IT tool. The next step will be the definition of the rules for processing 
responses in order to synthesize the final judgement on the different standardisation areas. 

As standardisation processes can be different, given the actual conditions (there are no 
standards available in an area; there are many quasi standards available; there are no ESS 
standards but non-ESS standards available in the field, etc.), different scenarios of the 
standardisation process are possible. A detailed overview of each scenario is to be given so 
that the process of standardisation will be clear for all circumstances. 

The Sponsorship on Standardisation will also propose a business architecture model to be 
used for process standardisation activities. This proposal should be discussed and refined for 
the needs of ESSNet on Standardisation to serve as the frame for future work. 

The further enhancement of the SWOT (e.g. cost-benefit) work of the Pillar 2 of the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation is also a priority as it will provide input for the later analysis 
and help to identify areas where it is worth to standardise. 

One of the most important goals of the current action is to facilitate the development and 
use of the so called quasi standards (normative documents not fully corresponding to the 
definition of standards), therefore this task will be given special attention throughout the 4 
years of the ESSNet on Standardisation, especially in SGA 2 of the current action. In the 
current work, the principles and a work plan will be drawn, using the experiences gathered 
with the inventory and variants of standardisation processes. 

Work Package 2 consists mainly in the fine-tuning of deliverables of Pillar 2 of the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation concerning: a SWOT tool to assess costs and benefits of 
different standardisation levels, a test of the standardisation process in order to verify its 
suitability to different types of standard, the refinement of the Business Architecture model 
and the definition of priorities in the development of the so called quasi-standard.  
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Regarding the tool for cost-benefit assessment, in deliverable n. 1 the SWOT approach was 
tested (with an ad hoc IT tool) and a new approach was proposed and documented (the so 
called “checklist for the assessment of costs and benefits of standardisation”), which 
includes most aspects that had been used in the SWOT tool, though structured in a different 
way. Both the checklist and the proposed scoring mechanisms will be the input for further 
testing and development in SGA2 of the ESSnet on Standardisation. 

The standardisation process was tested on different types of standard (deliverable n. 2) and 
it was confirmed that it was not necessary to introduce variants in the process. 

The Business Architecture (BA) model was refined (deliverable n. 3) through the optimisation 
of definitions and concepts, the enrichment of BA business lines, the alignment of the 
activities defined within each BA business line with those set out in phases and sub-
processes of the GSBPM current version (5.0). All these activities were carried out taking into 
consideration some important innovations and several relevant international initiatives, such 
as the launch of a harmonised programme of standardisation within the whole European 
Statistical System. 

Finally, an input for the future conversion work of quasi-standards into standards and a 
support for the decision-making process for the selection of quasi-standards to be further 
developed was provided (deliverable n. 4) through the identification of the crucial elements 
needed to convert ESS quasi-standards into ESS standards, the description of the steps of 
this conversion process and the proposal of decision criteria to prioritise quasi-standards to 
be converted. 

Limitation and risks 
 

The main problems encountered in Work Package 2 regarded the tool for cost-benefit 
analysis for which the decision to change the approach (from the SWOT to the so called 
“checklist for the assessment of costs and benefits of standardisation”) was taken after a 
first test, following a series of considerations, both inside the ESSnet project and in other 
fora of discussion on this theme.  

This change caused that, due to time and resource constraints, a test of the new approach 
could not be carried out and the IT tool was no longer used. 

Deliverables 
 

Deliverable 1, M4: Refined SWOT tool for analysis of standards 

This deliverable can be found on CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-1-refined-swot-tool-analysis-standards 
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The aim was that of providing a tool to collect in a qualitative but structured way each 
Member State assessment of the potential costs and benefits of different levels of 
standardisation and/or of standardisation-related projects. An IT tool was designed on the 
basis of the indications provided by the Sponsorship on Standardisation (NTTS 2013, 
Standardisation in the European Statistical System). The IT tool was developed in PHP and 
Html5 and based on a DBMS MySQL.  

A test of the SWOT approach and of the implemented tool was carried out by Istat and CBS 
in May 2013. As reported in the interim report, the results showed that both Istat and CBS 
respondents expressed some difficulties in answering, which were mainly due to the unclear 
concepts used, which often did not directly lead to concrete implications. 

A new proposal to assess the costs and benefits of standardisation was developed on the 
basis of test results, feedback collected (Forward-Looking Feedback Workshop on 
Standardisation in The Hague, 30 and 31 May 2013), a debate on the SWOT tool (meeting of 
the Task Force on impact analysis of ESS.VIP projects, Luxembourg, 17 June 2013) and 
following suggestions from the Sponsorship aiming at guaranteeing a coherent approach. 
This new proposal, the so called “checklist for the assessment of costs and benefits of 
standardisation”, is not a completely new approach as it includes most aspects that were 
used in the SWOT tool, though structured in a different way.  

This checklist was designed following a generalised approach and can be used to assess: 

Strategic decisions, e.g. development of a programme of standards for a specific BA business 
line; 

Development of specific standards; 

Implementation of specific standards; 

A specific project in the context of standardisation.  

 

This checklist was fine-tuned, explanations were added and different scoring mechanism to 
easily analyse results were proposed. The scores assigned should be combined with open 
text explanations, so as to produce a basis to discuss different assessment of relevance and 
impact, without having a mathematical derivation of the impact for the ESS as a whole. 

This checklist and the proposed scoring mechanisms will be the input for further testing and 
development in SGA2 of the ESSnet on Standardisation. 

Deliverable 2, M7: Detailed overview of variants of standardisation processes of different 
types of standards  

This deliverable can be found on CROS-portal: 
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http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-2-detailed-overview-variants-standardisation-
processes-different-types-standards 

 

This Deliverable should contain indications about possible variants of the standardisation 
process in correspondence of different types of standard, with regards to the activities 
constituting the life cycle of a standard, as defined in the “Process for setting and 
implementing ESS standards” (Pillar II: On enterprise architecture – Del. 4, November 2012). 

For this purpose, two examples of each standard type (Guidelines, Handbooks, 
Classifications, IT tools and others) were selected and analysed in order to verify whether 
the activities of the life cycle of a standard could be applicable. In more detail it should have 
been stated if:  

the activity was entirely applicable with no integration / modification; 

the activity was applicable with some integration / modification (specifying why and which); 

the activity was not applicable, with no need to introduce a different one (specifying why); 

the activity was not applicable, but a different one should have been introduced (specifying 
why and which). 

The results of this analysis confirmed that there was no need to introduce variants in the 
standard setting process. 

As a matter of fact, no cases “4” were identified and when some cases “2” or “3” were 
indicated, this was made on a general basis, without regarding the particular type of 
normative document being analysed: this means rather a refinement of the standard setting 
process than the necessity to introduce variants. 

 

Deliverable 3: M15 Refinement of the business architecture model elaborated by the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation 

This deliverable can be found on CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-3-refinement-business-architecture-model-
elaborated-sponsorship-standardisation 

 

The refined Business Architecture model described in this deliverable aims at representing a 
concrete approach that can be adopted by any Institution producing official statistics both at 
national and European Statistical System (ESS) level; it is thought as a starting point for a 
more generic Business Architecture model, shareable both within National Statistical 
Systems and at the ESS level, and as a reference framework for all the activities related to 
standardisation.  
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This model is inspired both by the approach of the Dutch Central Bureau of Statistics (also 
representing a basis of the Sponsorship on Standardisation BA model) and by the 
international standard Generic Statistical Business Process Model (GSBPM, Version 5.0).  

The main developments introduced concern:  

reference definitions and concepts; 

the BA business lines, that were changed and incremented; 

the activities defined within the different BA business lines that have been aligned with 
those set out in the phases and sub-processes of the current version 5.0 of the GSBPM, 
recognised as a real standard and adopted at international level; 

the fundamental principles and the general scheme that take into account the introduction 
of some important innovations and several relevant international initiatives, as the launch of 
a harmonised programme of standardisation within the whole European Statistical System 
(EU vision, that is evolving from 1.0 to 2.0). 

 

This renewed BA model offers an integrated view of the statistical production process that 
can facilitate the realisation of congruent innovation paths, by permitting the achievement 
of an adequate organisational flexibility, based on the independence of the Design and 
Implementation BA business lines.  

As a matter of fact, this model allows to overcome some limits of the “as is” situation within 
Statistical Institutes/Organisations: 

the existing information/organisational model is often very complex; 

most of the statistical processes are still organised as stovepipes, i.e. vertically integrated in 
silos, only partially communicating with other processes; this emphasises heterogeneity of 
procedural and methodological approaches, which is not always justified by the variety of 
the covered topics; 

there is a lack of standards regarding processes, methods and technologies; 

there is a great redundancy of data and applications; 

it is often necessary to provide ad hoc developments for the harmonisation of applications in 
different environments. 

 

As illustrated in the deliverable, the proposed BA model, formalised, deliberated and 
approved by the ESSnet on Standardisation members, can provide an important support to 
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an integrated and well-organised implementation of all useful and necessary innovations, 
since it is to be intended as a common language, sharable and adoptable by NSIs. 

Deliverable 4, M15: Principles and workplan for SGA2 on how to convert quasi-standards 
into real standards’ 

This deliverable can be found on CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-4-principles-and-workplan-sga2-how-convert-quasi-
standards-real-standards 

 

A definition of quasi-standard was provided, based on the formal definition of an ESS 
standard established by the Sponsorship on Standardisation which, in Recommendation 1.1, 
decided to adopt the ISO definition of a standard adapting it in the ESS context. According to 
this definition, six minimum criteria for being an ESS standard are considered. 

Other basis considered for the identification of the procedure to convert current ESS quasi-
standards into real ESS standards are: i) the process for setting and implementing standards 
defined by the Sponsorship on Standardisation in its recommendations, ii) the principle that 
not all quasi-standard must necessarily be converted.  

ESSnet on Standardisation members agreed to focus this deliverable on the identification of: 
i) the crucial elements needed to convert ESS quasi-standards into ESS standards, ii) the 
steps of the conversion process, iii) decision criteria to prioritise quasi-standards to be 
converted, so as to allow whoever will work on the “fast track” for standardisation to draw a 
precise work plan. This work plan will be feasible as soon as the standardisation process is 
completely refined, that represents a task of SGA2, and when the subjects involved in this 
process will be officially constituted (Permanent Standardisation Body).  

The following activities were carried out: 

 Patterns of unfulfilled criteria for the normative documents classified as quasi-
standard have been identified.  

 Further information needed for conversion purpose have been defined. 
 For each actual pattern of unfulfilled criteria, suggestions about what should be done 

to fully meet the criteria to be a standard (steps to be followed) have been provided. 
 Quasi-standards have been classified by GSBPM categories, statistics domains 

according to the Classification of statistical activities (DISA) and product-process 
related variable. 

 Decision criteria to prioritize quasi-standards to be converted have been provided. 
 

Therefore, this deliverable represents a useful input for the future conversion work and is a 
support for the decision-making process concerning the selection of quasi-standards to be 
further developed. 
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Work Package 3: Case studies 

Description 

‘Objectives 

Closely related to the original Pillar 3 of Sponsorship on Standardisation, this Work Package 
aims at analysing a number of standardisation projects to collect information on good 
practices, potential risks and other factors. 

 

Description of work 

Case studies might serve as important examples on the development and assessment of 
standards and the current practices of standard-making. With these lessons learnt, the 
factors of success and barriers can be collected and used to further enhance the 
standardisation processes.  

For the analysis, a few projects will be selected and a template and interviews will be used to 
carry out the analysis. As a result, case studies on the selected projects will be available and a 
summary on the successes and risks of those projects will be prepared in order to draw a 
recommendation on how to deal with projects with standardisation potential in order to 
maximise the chance of success. 

The Work Package will have three permanent participants (core team) while the other 
ESSNet partners of this project will share their own experiences with the core team. 

 

The work package is closely related to the original Pillar 3 of the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation.  
The aim of Work Package 3 was to analyse a number of standardisation projects in the form 
of normative documents and/or related tools and to collect information on good practices, 
potential risks and other factors with a view to establishing the lessons learned from these 
case studies. Four case Studies were identified and a template was developed to carry out 
fact finding and interviews. This template was a formal deliverable and can be used for 
further fact finding in ESSnet. The case studies focused on the process of standardisation, 
analysing the process itself and the results of the process. It examined outcomes against 
plans and against the original vision and how decisions were made.  The potential for 
development of future standards from the case studies was also considered. 
 
It was agreed that each country in the workpackage team would take the lead on a case 
study. Workpackage team meetings were organised by the workpackage leader, ONS, at 
suitable points in the process, and these took place, in the main, via audio meeting, with one 
face to face meeting taking place after the wider project meeting in Budapest. The ONS 
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produced a workpackage plan and monitored the key dates and coordinated the production 
of the final deliverables. 

Limitation and risks 
 

The initial approach for this workpackage was for the Sponsorship on Standardisation to 
suggest a number of candidates from which the case studies would be selected.  Lessons 
learnt from the case studies would serve to identify the success factors and the potential 
barriers to further enhancing the standardisation processes. There was a delay in receiving 
these initial proposals which resulted in a later start for the workpackage than was 
anticipated.  However, all of the workpackage activities and deliverables were completed on 
time.  
 
An early proposal was made to use a scoring system to evaluate which case studies to take 
forward from the list proposed by the Sponsorship.  Due to the delays caused by receiving 
the suggested list, the Work Package team agreed that this scoring system was no longer 
necessary and that the choice of case studies will be justified by the high level questions in 
the Evaluation and Questionnaire template.  
 
There were some changes in personnel during the workpackage timescale which led to 
delays of completion for some interim targets, but not for final deliverables. 
 
The fact finding was carried out by examination of documentation relating standards and by 
interviews carried out with personnel who had been involved in implementation. These 
Interviews took place in person wherever possible and then by email correspondence and 
telephone conversation, to establish the facts.  Because of the structure of the template 
some of the questions appeared repetitive as they were relevant under more than one 
section. The template that was developed to undertake fact- finding for the work was fit for 
purpose, but could be refined if adapter for future use. 
 
Work Package members did find some difficulties in identifying the initial costs relating to 
standardisation projects and it is apparent that these are not uniformly collected and 
recorded, which, if they had been, would of course help towards the review of cost benefit 
analysis. 
 
In some instances, when reports were fed back to interviewees for agreement, the more 
negative finding tended to become diluted. For this process to be effective the normative 
documents and related tools need to be presented with both positive and negative 
experiences outlined. For this reason, it is proposed that any other upcoming summaries 
that involve specific normative documents should be provided without breaking 
confidentiality considerations (such as: without mentioning the normative document from 
which the positive/negative examples are summarised). 
 
There were some technical issues relating to the Web video conferencing tool but the 
workpackage tem were able to communicate satisfactorily via audio meeting, email and with 
use of the CROS-portal. 
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Deliverables 

 

Deliverable 1, M7: Template for the assessment of business studies 

This deliverable can be found on CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-1-template-assessment-business-studies 

 

The Structure of the template was designed according to the life cycle model proposed by 
the Sponsorship on Standardisation and it evolved over a number of meetings and with 
several iterations. The template was used to record research and interview findings and this 
made it easier for overall comparison of case studies. 

 

Deliverable 2, M15: Case studies on selected projects (3-4) and a summary of the lessons 
learnt’ 

This deliverable can be found on CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-2-case-studies-selected-projects-and-summary-lessons-
learnt 

The partners involved in Workpackage 3 and the case studies that they undertook were: 

 

DEMETRA + - Statistics Lithuania 

SDMX   - Hungarian Central Statistical Office 

NACE Rev.2  - Statistics Lithuania 

ACTR   - Office for National Statistics UK.  

 

Other partners were involved to share their experiences and to quality assure the 
deliverables. 

 

Interviews were conducted by the teams with various subject experts, by telephone, face to 
face meetings and written communication, over a period of time. This approach highlighted 
the need for good project management and record keeping. A table was produced to 
document the overall summary of lessons learned using 5 main headings: 

 

Establish the Need 
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Develop the Standard 

Adopt the Standard 

Disseminate/Apply 

Maintain/Review  

 

Findings from this workpackage suggest that it is considered good practice to send back the 
final reports regarding the given normative documents to their owner for agreement and 
approval. A summary of the lessons learned from the case studies is shown in the 
workpackage deliverable, together with recommendations on those with standardisation 
potential. 

 

Summary of main case study findings 

 

 DEMETRA+  

 

It was important for stakeholder needs to be established before the start of the project. All 
steps should be foreseen in advance, should have clearly defined individual responsibilities 
and terms and conditions. Program support must be foreseen after the implementation of 
the project; also the constant contact with users needs and responsibilities should be clearly 
determined 

 

SDMX 

 

SDMX provides a standard for data and metadata exchange and the planning of this initiative 
had good background documentation from which the needs and the solutions so far could 
be read. Elaborating this ‘standard’ could make the data and metadata exchange more 
uniform and efficient. Regular consultation between the different stakeholders was of high 
importance. It can be highlighted that the communication of this normative document was 
well balanced and well managed during the standard-setting process. The feedback from the 
stakeholders has to be included to the normative document, therefore it is also of high 
importance. All feedback was welcomed and included in the normative document. It is also  
crucial  in a standard-setting process to carry out pilot studies concerning the testing of such 
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a uniform solution, which is intended to use by a wide variety of users. It was also well 
managed by all of the sponsoring organisations. 

 

NACE Rev.2 

 

The NACE Rev.2 classification provides the framework for collecting and presenting a large 
range of statistical data according to economic activity in the fields of economic statistics 
(e.g. production, employment, national accounts) and in other statistical domains. There was 
a great need for comparable data within EU and comparability with other international 
classifications of economic activities. . Setting up the process and implementation of the 
NACE Rev. 2 was quite smooth, well organised, and the needs of stakeholders were taken 
into consideration. Constant maintenance of the document by the Eurostat Classification 
Unit and Classification Working Group makes it relevant to the actual world economy and 
provides opportunity for active involvement of all stakeholders.   

 

ACTR  

ACTR is a useful tool, with a proven history of improving the accuracy, comparability and 
speed of coding. It is in the process of being superseded by GCode. ONS believe that Gcode 
has the potential for use in standardising the coding of occupational, and potentially many 
other classifications, and can therefore recommend it as a standardised tool for use across 
the ESS. 

 

  



29 
 

 

Work Package 4: Communication and dissemination to the ESS 

Description 

‘Objectives 

The task of communication is very important for the ESSNet on Standardisation as many 
ongoing or already finished projects deal with the task to develop and further enhance 
standard solutions to be used in the ESS. One of the main objectives of this Work Package is 
to participate at meetings and workshops to exchange the information and knowledge on 
the issue and to collect and give feedback to strengthen the link between the ESSNet on 
Standardisation and other related projects. Another important objective is to actively involve 
non-participating NSIs in the work and validate the results and findings of this ESSNet. 

 

Description of work 

For communication, the most critical issues are to build bridges between ongoing ESS 
projects with standardisation potential and to involve all stakeholders in the work of the 
ESSNet. In order to involve these stakeholders, an efficient and reasonable communication 
plan has to be set up. This communication plan will be elaborated by the partners and will 
contain a strategic workplan for the whole duration of ESSNet on Standardisation (for 4 
years, both for Phase I. and II.) and a detailed work shedule for the first 15 months, the 
current action. This communication plan will be one of the first deliverables of this Work 
Package. 

The coordinator and co-partners are involved in different ESSNet projects and other working 
groups, therefore the aspects of ESSNet on Standardisation can be presented and taken into 
consideration at these projects and groups. 

The CROS portal website will be kept up-to-date all the time, ensuring that visitors will always 
get the updated information on the current state of the art and the expected deliverables of 
the ESSNet. All stakeholders will be invited to the website and will be encouraged to give 
feedback for the work through various channels. 

Validation of the deliverables of the ESSNet is of high importance, therefore workshops will 
be organised. One in early 2013 that will serve both the needs of the ESSNet and the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation and another one at the end of the 15 months, with all 
stakeholders involved. The findings and results of the ESSNet will be presented in papers and 
at different conferences where all interested parties can be informed and invited to give 
feedback for the ESSNet.’ 

According to the Specific Grant Agreement we had to compile a communication plan for the 
first phase of the ESSNet on Standardisation project. As there was not enough resource for 
external communication the ESSnet on Standardisation did not compile any communication 
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plan. The draft of this plan was elaborated but was not finalised according to the decision of 
the kick-off meeting of the SGA-1 that was held on 14th-15th February, 2013 in Budapest. 

The communication can be divided into two parts: communication outside the project and 
inside the project.  

Concerning the external communication at the kick-off meeting it was agreed that the 
budget of this phase does not allow to participate in different working groups and other fora 
in order to present the current state of the art of the activities and the deliverables of this 
project.  We agreed that the project deliverables will be presented in different fora that will 
be undertaken in the time period of the next phases of the ESSNet, since in the first phase 
most of the resources are used for compiling the deliverables.  

At the kick-off meeting we also agreed that the Forward looking feedback workshop for the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation that has been held in The Hague on 30th-31st May 2013. is 
the deliverable of the ESSNet on Standardisation.  

Concerning the internal communication the following actions have been undertaken: 

 Audio- and videoconferences have been held 

 Documents were shared via e-mail for comments and approval 

 

Forward looking feedback workshop 
‘The goals of the workshop were (1) to seek feedback on the results of the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation, (2) to discuss the way forward, both on an operational and a strategic level, 
and (3) to prepare a set of draft recommendations for the Sponsorship for subsequent ESSC 
consideration.1’ 

There were suggestions made by participants of the workshop to modify recommendations 
of the Sponsorship on Standardisation. Those modifications were made and are taken into 
account at the actions of the ESSNet on Standardisation. 

It was an important issue at this workshop how to go on with the topic of standardisation at 
ESS level. It is important to highlight that ESSNet on Standardisation has an important role 
concerning this issue among other initiatives of the ESS. Therefore there is a strong need to 
establish coherent deliverables among these initiatives. 

The ESSnet on Standardisation requested further information and clarification from the 
Sponsorship on Standardisation, which were answered without any delay. During the actions 
it became evident that the actions and deliverables of the different Work Packages are 
dependant from each other, therefore there is a strong need to ensure consistency. 
                                                             
1 Report on the Forward-Looking Feedback Workshop on Standardisation The Hague, 30 and 31 May, 
2013 
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The documents of this workshop can be found on the CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/forward-looking-feedback-workshop-standardisation 

 

Task Force on impact analysis of the ESS.VIP projects 
 

The SWOT approach of the ESSnet on Standardisation was presented at the 18th April 2013 
meeting of the Task Force on impact analysis of the ESS.VIP projects. This presentation has 
been given by the ISTAT. According to the decision made after this meeting the SWOT 
approach of the ESSnet on Standardisation had to be switched to the cost-benefit chacklist 
approach.  

 

The presentation given at this Task Force meeting, can be found on the CROS-portal: 

http://www.cros-portal.eu/content/presentation-istat 

 

Limitation and risks 
Due to low budget there was no opportunity to participate at international meetings. Since, 
the standardisation as such is of high relevance at the ESS level more efforts and resources 
have to be involved in the communication activity. Due to the lack of external 
communication it can be highlighted that it might lead to inconsistencies between the 
international initiatvies and their deliverables. This probelm will be solved in SGA-2 of the 
ESSnet on Standardisation, since the ESSnet on Standardisation will give presentations on 
several international meetings. 

 

Deliverables 
 

Deliverable 1, M1 Communication plan’ 
As there was not enough resource for external communication the ESSnet on 
Standardisation did not compile any communication plan. The draft of this plan was 
elaborated but was not finalised according to the decision of the kick-off meeting of the 
SGA-1 that was held on 14th-15th February, 2013 in Budapest. 
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Work Package 5: Management  

Description 

‘Objectives 

The ESSNet on Standardisation is carried out by 7 NSIs where each Work Package leader NSI 
will be reponsible for its own Work Package and its deliverables, therefore this task is devided 
between Work Package leaders and the coordinator. The communication between ESSNet 
partners is essential and it will be coordinated by the HCSO. 

Description of work 

For the organisation of work and for a fluent acceptance of work from the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation at the beginning of this action, a kick-off meeting will be organised by the 
HCSO right after the acceptance of the current proposal. The tasks defined in the Work 
Packages will make additional meetings necessary. Between project meeting, telephone 
conferences will be organised where the ongoing tasks, deliverables for project meetings and 
open questions will be discussed between ESSNet partners. 

The meetings will cover all relevant tasks of the Work Packages and will be harmonised with 
the schedule of certain deliverables of the ESSNet. Two reports will be prepared during the 
project, an interim and a final report. The coordination of the related task is the responsibility 
of the coordinator.’ 

The management of the project means coordination of the work between Work Packages 
and the PR activity concerning the deliverables of the project. The following coordination 
meetings were planned in the time period of the SGA1: 

 Kick-off meeting on 14th -15th February, 2013 (CROS-portal link : http://cros-
portal.eu/content/kick-meeting-14-15-february-2013) 

 Coordination meeting in May 2013 in The Hague 

 Coordination meeting in 17th -18th October 2013 in Paris (CROS-portal link: 
http://cros-portal.eu/content/paris-coordination-meeting-17-18-october-2013) 

 Closing meeting in 26th -27th February, 2014 in Riga (CROS-portal link: http://cros-
portal.eu/content/closing-meeting-26-27-february-riga) 

Due the late signing of the SGA1 the kick-off meeting could only be organised later than 
originally expected (M3). The actions were undertaken according to the agreed proposals 
with some modifications in line with the suggestions of the Sponsorship on Standardisation. 
The coordination meeting that was planned as a back-to-back meeting in The Hague was not 
organised since the actual work was started at this time, so there would not be any reason 
for this.  
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Coordination also means that the consistency between the actions and the deliverables of 
the Work Packages has to be ensured. In order to accomplish this demand the project leader 
was involved in all of the Work Packages and the internal communication has been 
conducted in an open way, so that every member of this project can make their comments 
on the certain actions and/or deliverables. 

At the coordination meeting in Paris and at the closing meeting in Riga all delvierables were 
talked through in order to ensure the coherence between the deliverables and within the 
certain deliverable. 

 

Limitation and risks 
As it was indicated in the Specific Grant Agreement of this project the Sponsorship on 
Standardisation provides suggestions on the actions that have to be undertaken in this 
project. Concerning this issue there was a late deliverable of the suggestion therefore the 
actions could be conducted postponed and/or modified. 

Concerning the management of the ESSnet on Standardisation also needed to face the 
changing environment. The international initiatives launched during the SGA-1 had different 
apporaches from the approach of the ESSnet on Standardisation, therefore those activities 
had to be harmonised. The harmonisation of the apporaches and the deliverables will be 
continued in the SGA-2 of the ESSnet on Standardisation.  

The management had to face the lack of strategic guidelines also, since there was no body in 
charge of the standardisation strategy. 

 

Deliverables 

 

Deliverable 1, M7: Intermediate report 

The Interim Report had to be compiled and submitted to the EUROSTAT on the 15th July 
2013. It has been accomplished by this deadline.  

 

The Interim Report can be found on the CROS-portal: 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/interim-report-0 

 

Deliverable 2, M15: Final report’ 
The final report of the SGA1 of the ESSnet on Standardisation has to be compiled and 
submitted to the EUROSTAT 45 days after 16th March 2014.  
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The Final Report will be uploaded to the CROS-portal after it has been approved by the 
EUROSTAT. 

http://cros-portal.eu/content/deliverable-2-final-report 


