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SUMMARY
Committee on Statistics (CSTAT)
The Committee on Statistics (CSTAT) was created in 2004. Its mandate, which has been renewed once without
change, expires at the end of 2013. During most of the review period, the Committee has implemented its work within
two Output Areas covering Statistics Co-ordination (O.A.6.2.1) and Statistical Research, Collection and
Dissemination (O.A.6.2.2). As of 2011, these areas of work have been consolidated within a single Output Area
entitled Statistical Co-ordination, Research, Collection and Dissemination (O.A.6.2.1).
CSTAT has a number of particularities. Firstly it is wholly composed of delegates from statistical agencies that are
meant to be independent of governments and political influence. Secondly, the policy communities at which much of
its work is targeted are not represented within it. Thirdly, it has a two-pronged mandate that not only gives it a role
vis-à-vis Members’ policy but also accords it an ‘institutional’ function relating to statistics co-ordination and quality
within the Organisation.
The results of the IDE indicate that CSTAT has managed, in the first seven years of its existence, to establish itself as
an important and strongly performing committee, particularly with respect to the outward facing dimension of its
mandate. More generally, the Committee functioned well over the review period and established itself in the
landscape of international statistics bodies. By contrast, while the institutional objectives of its mandate are highly
relevant for the Organisation, CSTAT has not been fully successful in achieving them.
Report (see
paragraphs):

Annex I (see
Paragraphs):

Relevance: High to very high

12-15

45-60

Effectiveness: High to very high

18-24

61-78

Efficiency: High

27-31

79-134

Recommendation N°1: CSTAT should, whenever it invites
representatives of other international organisations to attend
meetings of the Bureau, hold these sessions in an extended
format in which all Members are allowed to participate.

29

99-101

Recommendation N°2: CSTAT should revise its mandate to:
• give it a stronger focus on examining strategic issues for
statistics policy (an aspect which it may want to reflect in a
revised name), including identifying new and emerging
policy needs and how to respond to them, and anticipating
and addressing data supply issues;
• emphasise an upstream consultative role with respect to
major statistical projects of other committees in order to
help them achieve their objectives in the most efficient way.

24, 31

72-74, 90–92, 107-118

Recommendation N°3: CSTAT should, in implementing its
revised mandate:
• build on the experience acquired and lessons learnt from
addressing cutting edge topics, for example well-being and
societal progress;

24, 31

72-74, 90–92, 107-118

Assessment

Recommendations

2

C(2013)18
•

actively raise its profile vis-à-vis other OECD Bodies as a
setting for consultation and dialogue, and promote the
advantages that can accrue from obtaining its involvement
at the onset of major statistical projects.

Good Practices
1. How to develop statistics and indicators in emerging areas of
policy.

19 and Box 1

135-136 and
Information Sheet 1

2. Bilateral partnering of Key Partners.

30 and Box 2

135-136 and
Information Sheet 2
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1.

The Committee on Statistics

1.
The Committee on Statistics (CSTAT) was created in April 2004 as the successor body to the
OECD High Level Group on Statistics. Its current Mandate dates from October 2008 and expires at the end
of 2013. The mandate has the particularity of assigning to the Committee not only a set of ‘policy’
objectives,1 reflecting the impact its work is expected to achieve at the level of Members, but also
‘institutional’ objectives relating to the co-ordination and quality of statistical work conducted by other
OECD Bodies.
2.
The Committee’s substructure is composed of two working parties (the Working Party on
National Accounts and the Working Party on International Trade in Goods and Trade in Services Statistics)
and two expert groups (the OECD Expert Group on Statistical Data and Metadata Exchange and the Expert
Group for International Collaboration on Microdata Access). Furthermore, the Working Party on Financial
Statistics (WPFS) of the Committee on Financial Markets (CMF) has, since 2011, also reported to CSTAT.
The Committee disbanded another working party, the OECD Short-Term Economic Statistics Working
Party, in 2008.
3.
Unlike other OECD Bodies, most end-user groups (i.e. policymakers in substantive policy fields)
are not represented amongst the committee’s delegates, who are mainly drawn from national statistical
offices.
4.
Up to the end of 2010, CSTAT’s work was programmed within two Output Areas (O.A.6.2.1 and
O.A.6.2.2, covering Statistics Co-ordination and Statistical Research, and Collection and Dissemination
respectively). As of 2011, its work has been consolidated within a single Output Area entitled Statistical
Co-ordination, Research, Collection and Dissemination (O.A.6.2.1).
5.

The Secretariat of CSTAT is situated within the Statistics Directorate (STD).

2.

Evaluation methodology and approach

6.
The IDE of CSTAT was formally launched on 1 March 2012 when the Evaluation Committee
met with the Bureau in a videoconference to validate the terms of reference. The intermediate report was
reviewed by the Evaluation Committee at its meeting of 8 October 2012. The draft final report was
reviewed by the Evaluation Committee at its meeting of 4 February 2013 and then presented to the CSTAT
Bureau for discussion and validation on 28 February 2013.
7.
For the period from 2005 to 2012, CSTAT was evaluated with respect to the following evaluation
criteria:
•

relevance, i.e. how well its objectives have been attuned to the needs of the OECD (institutional)
objectives and the Members (policy) objectives;

•

effectiveness, i.e. the extent to which its work has been having an impact at the level of both the
Members and the OECD, if these impacts are in line with its objectives;

•

efficiency, i.e. the degree to which it has been working efficiently, in terms of
¾ the relationship between the outputs produced, particularly with regard to their quality, and
resources used;
¾ how well it functions.

1.

Policy impacts should be understood as including influence on both Members’ policy in the substantive
areas addressed by products and on their statistical policy and its implementation.
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8.
In total, 58 key persons (policymakers, delegates and representatives of other international
organisations, as well as OECD officials concerned by the institutional dimension of CSTAT’s mandate)
were interviewed.2 A survey was conducted to collect data on the relevance of the Committee’s expected
outcomes to which 25 Members responded, a participation rate of 71.4%. Data from the Medium-Term
Orientation (MTO) and Programme Implementation Reporting (PIR) surveys were also mobilised, along
with relevant in-house documentary sources [See ANNEX III].
3.

Conclusions and recommendations of the evaluation

9.
The extent to which CSTAT is addressing the policy needs and concerns of Members (relevance)
and producing a significant policy impact in areas of highest policy needs and concerns for Members
(effectiveness) is assessed as high to very high. With respect to the quality and cost of its products and
how well it functions (efficiency), CSTAT’s performance is assessed as high.
3.1

Assessment of relevance

10.
The assessment of relevance is mainly based on the degree of alignment between a committee’s
expected outcomes and the policy needs and concerns of Members, the extent to which Members consider
the output area(s) within which it programmes its work to be a major priority for funding from the Part I
Budget (as reflected in the results of the Medium-term Orientations exercise) and the interest of Members
in directly overseeing or contributing to its work through the participation of delegates from capitals in
meetings. The assessment also takes into account the relevance of the institutional dimension of CSTAT’s
mandate.
11.
CSTAT’s mandate and work programme over the period from 2005 to 2012 have been highly to
very highly relevant to the needs and concerns of Members and the Organisation.
12.
With seven of its eight expected outcomes touching upon issues of high or very high relevance
for the majority of Members, the CSTAT’s work programme is well aligned with policy needs and
concerns (see 4.1.1). Three expected outcomes in particular stand out as reflecting key issues for the quasitotality of Members:
•

improved international standards and the development of new ones, for example in the area of
national accounts , to measure the behaviour of modern economies;

•

improved measurement of new phenomena relevant for policy assessment and the evaluation of
policy outcomes;

•

improved international comparability of economic statistics produced by OECD and non-OECD
economies, especially on the measurement of intangible assets, productivity, prices and output of
services, international trade in goods and services, SMEs, and labour input.

13.
Furthermore, CSTAT’s institutional objectives correspond well with the Organisation’s needs,
particularly with respect to the issue of ensuring the quality of statistics (see 4.2).
14.
The PWB Output Areas falling under the responsibility of CSTAT have consistently been
middle-ranking priorities with respect to Part I funding, which has remained relatively stable overall in
nominal terms (see 4.1.3).
15.
Members’ interest in participating directly in the work of the Committee has been strong during
the review period. The extent to which Members are prepared to send capital-based delegates to participate
2.

Relevant OECD officials from STD were also consulted as necessary.
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in CSTAT is higher than for the Organisation overall and has strengthened over time. Participation levels
observed in most of its sub-bodies has also generally been very high (see 4.1.2).
3.2

Assessment of effectiveness

16.
The assessment of effectiveness is based firstly on assessing the impact of the Committee’s work
and secondly on the extent to which significant impacts are occurring in areas of high policy needs and
concerns. It also takes into account the extent to which CSTAT’s institutional objectives have been
effectively addressed.
17.
CSTAT’s work has been highly to very highly effective over the period from 2005 to 2010 in
terms of having a significant impact in areas of high policy needs and concerns.
18.
The vast majority of CSTAT’s products completed during the review period have had a
significant policy impact. Of particular note in this regard is work on National Accounts and related
products which has been highly influential (see 5.1.1 and 5.1.2).
19.
Another product group, Well-being and Societal Progress, consisting largely of developmental
work for most of the review period, gave rise in 2011 to the release of the first How’s Life report and the
Your Better Life Index. Initial feedback on what is considered as groundbreaking work indicates that it is
already having a noticeable policy impact which is likely to become substantial over time. It is against this
backdrop, that this work has been identified as a ‘good practice’ in terms of ‘knowledge development and
analysis’ (see 7).
Box 1: How to develop statistics and indicators in emerging areas of policy (Good Practice Case 1)
Against the backdrop of a questioning of whether life and satisfaction with it was improving, despite growing GDP,
the Committee set out to develop sets of key economic, social and environmental indicators that would provide a
comprehensive picture of the well-being of a society to inform and promote evidence-based decision-making. Initial
steps of the project date back to 2007, with the 2nd World Forum on “Measuring and Fostering the Progress of
Societies” and the resulting Istanbul Declaration. The initiation, and early period of the project in particular met,
some resistance, though the concerted efforts of the Organisation and Members, wide ranging consultations with
stakeholders, and the results of the work of the Commission on the Measurement of Economic Performance and
Social Progress all contributed to its successful implementation. This experience gives rise to two levels of insights
applicable in other committee settings. Firstly, on a general level, there is a set of practices that should constitute
some of the basic elements of how policy is developed. More specifically, the development of statistics and indicators
can often be a way for committees to start addressing emerging issues before they become prominent on the radar
screen of day-to-day policymaking. Furthermore, innovative ways of presenting and disseminating statistics, such as
the Your Better Life Index and Wikiprogress, can help engage with a wider range of users.

20.
In terms of the different types of policy impacts resulting from the Committee’s work, these have
taken on two main forms (see 5.1.2 and 5.1.3):
•

supporting quality assurance, statistical research and development activities, for example on wellbeing and societal progress, and national accounts statistics;

•

as inputs into analyses and studies, including international-level comparisons and benchmarking
exercises, and as material to support discussions and inform policy debates.

21.
The extent to which the products provide complementary data to statistics obtained from other
sources is also highlighted by the feedback obtained.
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22.
A range of factors have been identified as either supporting or hindering the impact of the
CSTAT’s work, some of which are specific to particular Members and/or product groups while others are
likely to be more cross-cutting in nature. Among the factors identified as supporting impacts - which relate
to its orientation, function and the design of its products - are (see 5.1.4):
•

a work programme that is developed in such a way as to focus on relevant and crucial issues that
address key needs and priorities of Members’ policymakers and statisticians;

•

the Committee’s capacity to attract experts in the field of statistics and focus their attention on
addressing substantive issues in a scientific way through discussions and exchanges of a nonpolitical nature;

•

the development and application of sound and transparent methodologies to produce
internationally comparable statistical series with broad geographical and topic coverage.

23.
Some factors have been identified, mainly by policymakers, as hindering impact in some cases.
These relate to data and publication lags and the extent to which end-users can easily and quickly access
the statistics they need, and the extent to which other organisations and companies provide more attractive
alternatives. However, the extent to which the Committee is able to act on these matters is somewhat
limited as they largely fall within the scope of the Organisation’s publishing policy.3
24.
The extent to which the Committee has been effective in terms of achieving its institutional
objectives has been limited, reflecting the difficulties the Committee has faced in finding an appropriate
approach to implementing this aspect of its mandate, which requires it to play a co-ordination and quality
review role vis-à-vis the statistical activities of other OECD bodies.4
3.3

Assessment of efficiency

25.
The assessment of efficiency is based firstly on the extent to which the Committee is producing
outputs of the requisite quality for the resources allocated (technical efficiency) and secondly on an
analysis of how well it is functioning (process efficiency). It also takes into account the extent to which
CSTAT has been able to successfully implement the institutional dimension of its mandate.
26.
CSTAT has been highly efficient in the way in which it has been functioning and producing
work of requisite quality over the review period.
27.
Fourteen of the twenty product groups completed from 2005 to 2010 are of at least high quality
from the perspective of end-users, accounting for 94% of the Committee’s Part I Budget allocation. Of
particular note in terms of quality are the following product groups (see 6.1):
•

National accounts and related products;

•

Short-term economic statistics;

•

Price Statistics;

•

Purchasing Power Parities.

3.

Decisions in the area of publishing come under the direct responsibility of Council which has agreed that
the Organisation should prepare the ground to make all data funded from the Part I Budget freely available
by mid-2015 [C(2011)117/REV1 & C/M(2011)20/PROV].

4.

See Recommendations N°2 and 3, below.
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28.
While CSTAT is a relatively new body which has been faced with the twin challenge of situating
itself in a well-established institutional environment and developing a set of appropriate operating
arrangements, it has performed strongly in process terms in many regards. Of particular note, in addition to
those attributes previously identified as factors supporting impact, is the way in which the Committee (see
6.2.4 and 6.2.5):
•

Co-ordinates, co-operates and collaborates with other international organisations to both
programme and implement its work;

•

engages with non-Members, both within and beyond the accession process.

29.
With regard to the Committee’s interactions with other international organisations, these are
multi-faceted, taking place through cross-participation of delegates in the various international bodies and
at Secretariat level including the conducting of joint projects of various kinds. This ensures a high degree
of co-ordination between the different bodies and their programmes. However, one means of interaction –
the participation of representatives of other international organisations in CSTAT Bureau meetings –
provides them with more direct access to bureau deliberations than Members without a seat in the Bureau.
Furthermore, in opening up what is meant to be a limited participation setting in this way, the Committee is
acting outside the Organisation’s Rules of Procedure.
Recommendation N°1: CSTAT should, whenever it invites representatives of other international
organisations to attend meetings of the Bureau, hold these sessions in an extended format in which all
Members are allowed to participate.
30.
In the case of the non-Members, a major initiative, launched within the framework of CSTAT’s
revised Global Relations strategy, is its Partner Programme in which specific Members represented in the
Bureau have been asked to develop, in collaboration with the Secretariat, relations with the Key Partners.
This initiative aims at supporting the development of statistical infrastructure and comparable statistics in
these countries. Feedback on the Partner Programme credits it with making the Committee’s engagement
with non-Members more focused and tangible, which has the potential to facilitate progress in a
particularly difficult area. In this context, it has been identified as a ‘good practice’ in terms of ‘Global
Engagement’ (see 7).
Box 2: Bilateral partnering with Key Partners (Good Practice Case 2)
The initiative to bilaterally partner Key Partners was implemented by CSTAT in response to Council’s 2010
recommendation that committees should examine and update their Global Relations strategies, particularly with a
view to the Enhanced Engagement countries. Partnerships, usually building on pre-existing bilateral relationships
between Members’ Chief Statisticians and Key Partners, were established by five Members represented in the
Bureau. Within this framework, the five Members have been helping clarify the role of the OECD and serving as
‘mentors’ to the Key Partners, in some cases involving the Secretariat directly in their initiative. This is a broadly
applicable practice to increase the possibility of capturing Key Partners’ interest in and involvement with the
Organisation and its Committees, though the importance of interpersonal relations in achieving a successful outcome
should not be underestimated.

31.
As previously highlighted, CSTAT has faced difficulties in implementing the institutional
dimension of its mandate, which is reflected in its recent attempts to revive its relations with other OECD
bodies. In particular, implementing CSTAT’s co-ordination function has run up against the practicalities of
ensuring delegates are sufficiently appraised in a timely way of the work of other committees so that an
Organisation-wide co-ordination role can be performed. Moreover, there is the more fundamental question
of the whether such a role is feasible even when the necessary information is available given that CSTAT
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has a relationship of equals with other OECD bodies. Also, in respect to its quality review role within the
Organisation, this is a function that, at an operational level, does not fit well with the profile of CSTAT
delegates who are in most cases heads and other high level officials of national statistical agencies (see
6.2.1, 6.2.2 and 6.2.3).5
Recommendation N°2: CSTAT should revise its mandate to:
•

give it a stronger focus on examining strategic issues for statistics policy (an aspect which it may
want to reflect in a revised name), including identifying new and emerging policy needs and how
to respond to them and anticipating and addressing data supply issues;

•

emphasise an upstream consultative role with respect to major statistical projects of other
committees in order to help them achieve their objectives in the most efficient way.

Recommendation N°3: CSTAT should, in implementing its revised mandate:
•

build on the experience acquired and lessons learnt from addressing cutting edge topics, for
example well-being and societal progress;

•

actively raise its profile vis-à-vis other OECD Bodies as a setting for consultation and dialogue, and
promote the advantages that can accrue from obtaining its involvement at the onset of major
statistical projects.

4.

Proposed action

32.

In the light of the preceding, the Council is invited to adopt the following draft conclusions:
THE COUNCIL

5.

a)

noted document C(2013)18;

b)

noted that the Evaluation Committee assessment with regard to the Committee on
Statistics was “high to very high” for the evaluation criteria of relevance and
effectiveness and “high” for efficiency;

c)

approved the recommendation and good practices proposed by the Evaluation
Committee as set out in document C(2013)18;

d)

invited the Committee on Statistics to take the appropriate measures for the
implementation of the recommendations and to take into account the results of

Steps have been taken to reinforce co-ordination in the area of statistics within the Organisation at
secretariat level through the creation of a Directors’ Group on Statistical Policy (DGSP) and two
supporting working groups. Furthermore, the Quality Framework and associated Quality Review process
have now been revamped and will soon start to be implemented under the authority of the DGSP. The
focus of these reviews is on improving the quality of data collected, compiled and disseminated by the
OECD, and comprises procedures for both assuring the quality of new activities and for reviewing the
quality of existing activities, according to seven universally recognised dimensions: relevance, accuracy,
credibility, timeliness, accessibility, interpretability and coherence [STD/QFS(2011)1].
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the evaluation during the next review of its mandate and the related evaluation of
the continuing relevance of its substructure;
e)

invited all the substantive committees prior to launching a major statistical
project to consult with the Committee on Statistics;

f)

invited the Evaluation Committee to monitor the implementation of the
recommendation and to submit a report on this matter to the Council before the
end of May 2014.
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ANNEX I
OBSERVATIONS, ANALYSES AND ASSESSMENT

1.

Scope and focus of the evaluation

33.
The scope of this evaluation is the CSTAT (i.e. the Level I body) and its formal substructure, i.e.
the OECD Expert Group on Statistical Data and Metadata Exchange (SDMX), the Working Party on
International Trade in Goods and Trade in Services Statistics (WPTGS) and the Working Party on National
Accounts (WPNA), as well as the ad hoc expert groups within its substructure.
34.
The evaluation, which has as its focus the period from 2005 to the present day, covers the
following elements:
•

the orientation and functioning of CSTAT from 2005 onwards;

•

the quality of Output Results produced under its responsibility during the period 2005 to 2010
belonging to Output Areas 6.2.1 (Statistics and Co-ordination (OECD Statistical Work
Programme)) and 6.2.2 (Statistical Research, Collection and Dissemination);

•

the impacts6 induced by the aforementioned Output Results both within the OECD and at the
level of Members.7

2.

Methodology

35.
As CSTAT was not evaluated within the 1st IDE Cycle, the evaluation has been conducted using
a combination of the 1st and 2nd Cycle methodologies to ensure a complete assessment with regard to the
three evaluation criteria. Furthermore, the methodology has been adapted to the particularities of the
Committee, namely with regard to the co-ordinating role it plays within the OECD in the area of statistics,
as indicated in its mandate.
36.
In total, 58 key persons (policymakers, delegates and representatives of other international
organisations, as well as OECD officials concerned by the institutional dimension of CSTAT’s mandate)
were interviewed.8 A survey was conducted to collect data on the relevance of the Committee’s expected
outcomes to which 25 Members responded, a participation rate 71.4%. Data from the Medium-Term
Orientation (MTO) and Programme Implementation Reporting (PIR) surveys were also mobilised, along
with relevant in-house documentary sources.
2.1

Evaluation criteria

37.

The Committee has been assessed against the evaluation criteria of:
•

relevance, i.e. how well its objectives have been attuned to the needs of the OECD (institutional)
objectives and the Members (policy) objectives;

6

The mandate of CSTAT contains objectives that reflect intended impacts: i) on the work of the OECD in
the area of statistics; and ii) on Members’ activities in this field. These are referred to as ‘institutional
impacts’ in the first instance and ‘policy impacts’ in the second and both fall within the scope of this
exercise.

7.

Members should be understood as the 34 OECD Member countries and the European Union.

8.

Relevant OECD officials from STD were also consulted as necessary.
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•

effectiveness, i.e. the extent to which its work has been having an impact at the level of both the
Members and the OECD, if these impacts are in line with its objectives;

•

efficiency, i.e. the degree to which it has been working efficiently, in terms of
¾ the relationship between the outputs produced, particularly with regard to their quality, and
resources used;
¾ how well it functions.

3.

Key Committee Facts

3.1

Formal Structure and Output Area(s)

38.
CSTAT was created in 2004 as the successor body to the OECD High Level Group (HLG) on
Statistics created two years earlier in the context of the OECD Statistics Reform. It presently has four
Level II sub-bodies (see Figure 1, below):9
•

Working Party on National Accounts (WPNA);

•

OECD Expert Group on Statistical Data and Metadata Exchange (SDMX);10

•

Working Party on International Trade in Goods and Trade in Services Statistics (WPTGS);11

•

Expert Group for International Collaboration on Microdata Access.

39.
A further sub-body, the OECD Short-Term Economic Statistics Working Party (STESWP), was
discontinued at the end of 2008 on the expiry of its mandate.
40.
Unlike other OECD bodies, most end-user groups (i.e. policymakers in substantive policy fields)
are not represented amongst the Committee’s delegates, who are mainly drawn from national statistical
offices.

9.

In 2011, the Working Party on Financial Statistics (WPFS) of the Committee on Financial Markets (CMF)
started also reporting to CSTAT.

10.

Previously the International Task Force on Statistical Data and Metadata Exchange, created in 2001.

11.

Created in 2007 following the merger of two ad hoc expert groups, one working international trade in
goods statistics and the other on trade in services.
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Figure 1: The Committee on Statistics and its substructure (2004 to the present)
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Output Group 6.2

41.
A particularity of CSTAT’s mandate is that, in addition to being responsible for its own work
programme, it has a co-ordination function as outlined in Box 3, below.
Box 3: CSTAT’s mandated co-ordination function
CSTAT is responsible for overseeing the broad range of statistics and statistical policy issues relevant to the
Organisation and more specifically for the statistical policy of the OECD, both within the Organisation and vis-à-vis
the rest of the world.
In this context it is mandated with the following institutional objectives:
•

to ensure that OECD statistics are produced according to high quality standards;

•

to ensure that statistics within the OECD are dealt with in a well co-ordinated and horizontal manner.

To achieve these objectives, the Committee’s mandate requires that CSTAT maintains a close working relationship
with other relevant bodies of the Organisation and outlines the following main activities:
•

advising other OECD committees and Directorates about their plans, highlighting gaps and challenges, and
contributing to the development of an effective and well co-ordinated OECD Statistical Work Programme;

•

approving methodological recommendations elaborated on specific subjects, co-operating with other
committees in charge of policy issues related to the latter, and promoting the implementation of the
recommendations.
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42.
Up to 2010, the Committee was accountable for the Statistics Output Group (6.2) composed of
two Output Areas:
•

Statistics Co-ordination (OECD Statistical Work Programme) (O.A.6.2.1);

•

Statistical Research, Collection and Dissemination (O.A.6.2.2).

43.
As of 2011, all CSTAT’s work has been consolidated into a single Output Area entitled
Statistical Co-ordination, Research, Collection and Dissemination (O.A6.2.1).
3.2

Work Programme Profile and Products

44.
Over the review period, the outputs of CSTAT’s work programme have primarily been of the
three product types indicated below in the typology of PWB final product output categories.12
Data/Models /
Indicators,
Statistical
reports

Analytical /
Outlook
Reports

Good Practice
Reports,
Benchmarking
Studies

Peer Reviews
or surveys

Policy
Recommendations

XXX

XX

4.

Relevance

4.1

Policy relevance

OECD Instruments
Guidelines,
Declarations
(‘Soft’ Law)

Evaluations

Conventions
and Legal
Agreements
(‘Hard’ Law)
X

45.
This section presents an assessment of the extent to which the Committee’s work programme is
aligned with Members’ policy needs. The underlying analyses focus on:
•

the degree of alignment between a committee’s expected outcomes and the policy needs of
Members’ policymakers;

•

the degree to which Members consider that the Output Area for which a committee is
accountable represents a priority for the OECD in terms of changes in Part I funding;

•

the extent of interest of OECD Members in a committee’s work as evidenced by delegates’
willingness to travel from capitals to participate in meetings.

4.1.1
To what extent have the Committee’s expected outcomes been aligned with the needs of
policymakers?
46.
The extent to which the CSTAT’s expected outcomes have been aligned with the needs of
policymakers has been examined from two perspectives:

12.

•

the CSTAT policy community (i.e. national statistical bodies), with its focus on producer issues
and statistical policy;

•

the broader policy community (primarily central banks, ministries of finance and of economics),
with a focus on user issues in an economic policymaking context.

A detailed list of products can be found in Annex I.
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47.
In the case of the CSTAT policy community, seven of the eight expected outcomes are above the
benchmark of one-half of Members replying to the survey rating them as at least highly relevant to their
policymaking needs and concerns (see Figure 2). Three expected outcomes are assessed as being of high or
very high relevance by around 80% or more of Members:
•

Improved international standards and the development of new ones, for example in the area of
national accounts , to measure the behaviour of modern economies;

•

Improved measurement of new phenomena relevant for policy assessment and the evaluation of
policy outcomes;

•

Improved international comparability of economic statistics produced by OECD and non-OECD
economies, especially on the measurement of intangible assets, productivity, prices and output of
services, international trade in goods and services, SMEs, and labour input.

48.
The one expected outcome falling below the benchmark is Improved linkages between national
statistical policy and other national policies.
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Figure 2: Relevance of PWB expected outcomes to Members’ policy needs (CSTAT policy community) in the
area of Statistics (Output Group 6.2)

E. Improved international statistical standards and development of new ones, for
example in the area of national accounts, to measure the behaviour of modern
economies

88%

A. Improved measurement of new phenomena relevant for policy assessment and the
evaluation of policy outcomes

83%

D. Improved international comparability of economic statistics produced by OECD and
non-OECD economies, especially on the measurement of intangible assets, productivity,
prices and output of services, international trade in G&S, SMEs, and labour input

17%

79%

21%

72%

B. Improved relationship between users and producers of statistics

G. Better evaluation of the relative performances of economic, social and
environmental policies

28%

67%

58%

C. Reduced burden on national data providers

H. Availability of relevant, timely, accurate, interpretable and coherent statistics on
economic phenomena and an enlarged set of statistics for key non-OECD economies

50%

46%

F. Improved linkages between national statistical policy and other national policies

High-Very High

13%

0%
25%
50%
Very Low-Medium
Benchmark

33%

42%

50%

54%

75%

100%

Source: IDE survey

49.
Feedback from policymakers with a user perspective drawn from a cross-section of Members
indicates that globally the relevance of the Committee’s expected outcomes is high. These results are
broadly in line with those emerging from the producer community, the exception being with regard to
Improved relationship between users and producers of statistics, which is assessed as less relevant by the
users interviewed in a committee context (see Table 1, below).
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Table 1: Relevance of PWB expected outcomes to Members’ policy needs (broader user policy community) in
the area of Statistics (Output Group 6.2)
Very
Low

Low

Medium

High

Very
High

A. Improved measurement of new phenomena relevant for policy
assessment and the evaluation of policy outcomes

0

0

1

6

0

B. Improved relationship between users and producers of statistics

0

2

2

2

0

C. Reduced burden on national data providers

0

2

1

3

0

0

0

0

7

1

0

1

1

3

1

2

3

1

1

0

0

1

1

6

0

0

1

1

3

2

2

10

8

31

4

Expected outcomes

D. Improved international comparability of economic statistics
produced by OECD and non-OECD economies, especially on the
measurement of intangible assets, productivity, prices and output of
services, international trade in G&S, SMEs, and labour input
E. Improved international statistical standards and development of new
ones, for example in the area of national accounts, to measure the
behaviour of modern economies
F. Improved linkages between national statistical policy and other
national policies
G. Better evaluation of the relative performances of economic, social
and environmental policies
H. Availability of relevant, timely, accurate, interpretable and coherent
statistics on economic phenomena and an enlarged set of statistics for
key non-OECD economies
Total
Source: Interviews

4.1.2
To what extent is the Committee attracting experts and policymakers to participate in its
meetings?
50.
Capital-based delegate participation in CSTAT over the period from 2005 to 2012 has been
upwards in comparison to the slight downwards trend for OECD committees as a whole (see Figure 3,
below).
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Figure 3: Evolution of capital-based delegate participation in the CSTAT for 2005-12 compared to overall
participation in OECD Committees

Source: Meeting summaries and EMS

51.
CSTAT was launched in 2004 when all Members were represented by capital-based delegates at
its inaugural meeting. Since 2005, capital-based delegate participation in CSTAT meetings has been
situated at 90% or more of Members, reaching its highest level of 97% in 2010 (see Figure 4, below).
Figure 4: Capital-based delegate participation in CSTAT for 2005-12

Source: Meeting summaries and EMS
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52.
Capital-based delegate participation in the SDMX Expert Group since 2005 appears to have
something of a cyclic nature, ranging from 94% in 2009 to 43% in 2012. This most recent meeting focused
on highly technical IT issues mainly of interest to Members having already adopted the SDMX standards,
which, at least in part, may explain the relatively low level of attendance (see Figure 5, below).
Figure 5: Capital-based delegate participation in the OECD Expert Group on Statistical Data and Metadata
Exchange (SDMX) (2005-12)

Source: EMS and STD

53.
The proportion of Members sending capital-based delegates to participate in the WPGTS in its
first five years of existence has been largely situated in the 90% to 100% range, reaching its highest level
in 2010 when all Members sent delegates to the meeting (see Figure 6, below).
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Figure 6: Capital-based delegate participation in the Working Party on International Trade in Goods and
Trade in Services Statistics (WPTGS) (2008-12)

Source: Meeting summaries and EMS

54.
Launched in 2006 with all Members represented by capital-based delegates at its first and second
meetings, participation in the WPNA has exceeded more than 90% for most of the review period. It has
however, tended to be lower in the most recent period following the completion in 2008 of the work to
update the system of National Accounts (see Figure 7, below).
Figure 7: Capital-based delegate participation in the Working Party on National Accounts (WPNA) (2006-12)

Source: EMS
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4.1.3
Area?

To what extent has the work of the Committee been viewed by Members to be in a priority Output

55.
Both Output Area 6.2.1 (Statistical Co-ordination) and Output Area 6.2.2 (Statistical Research
Collection and Dissemination) have been rated as middle-ranking priorities13 for Part I funding by
Members over the review period (see Figure 8 and Figure 9, below). While there have been some
fluctuations in Part I Budget resources allocated to the Committee up to the merger of the two Output
Areas in the 2011-12 PWB, the level of funding has been stable overall in nominal terms.
Figure 8: MTO results (%) for Output Area 6.2.1 (Statistical Co-ordination) and Part I budget (in K Euros)
allocated to CSTAT output results (2005-2012)

Source: MTO and PWB
* The 2009 MTO exercise took place before the merger for the 2011-12 PWB of Output Areas 6.2.1 and 6.2.2.

13.

The objective of the MTO survey is to ascertain Members’ views as to the desired direction of resources in
the OECD’s policy work over the medium term. In the context of In-depth Evaluation, the desire of
Members to move resources into or away from an Output Area is used as a proxy for the relevance of the
work vis-à-vis their policy needs. The survey has been refined since its inception in 2003, but the basic
question that it poses is unchanged, i.e. whether resources allocated to each of the ‘substantive’ Output
Areas in the Organisation’s Strategic Management Framework should be increased, remain about
constant, or be decreased. [C(2007)52/REV1].
A ‘higher priority’ Output Area corresponds with at least 7 Members indicating that they would prefer to
increase resources from the Part I Budget in the concerned policy field. A ‘lower priority’ Output Area
corresponds with as at least 7 Members (i.e. at least 22% calculated on the basis of 31 Members up to
2010) indicating that they would prefer to decrease resources in the concerned policy field. A ‘middle
ranking’ priority is situated between the two and also includes Output Areas where Members’ preferences
are polarised between increasing and decreasing Part I resources.
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Figure 9: MTO results (%) for Output Area 6.2.2 (Statistical Research Collection and Dissemination) and
Part I budget (in K Euros) allocated to CSTAT output results (2005-2012)

Source: MTO and PWB
* The 2009 MTO exercise took place before the merger for the 2011-12 PWB of Output Areas 6.2.1 and 6.2.2.

4.2

Institutional relevance

56.
This section presents an analysis of the extent to which the institutional dimension of the
Committee’s mandate responds to the Organisation’s needs. It is based on feedback generated through
interviews with delegates and OECD officials.
57.

CSTAT’s mandated institutional role is intended to achieve the objectives of ensuring that:
•

OECD statistics are produced according to high quality standards;

•

statistics within the OECD are dealt with in a well co-ordinated and horizontal manner.

58.
Feedback from OECD officials, summarised in Table 2 (below), indicates that CSTAT’s two
institutional objectives correspond well with the Organisation’s needs, particularly with respect to quality
control. Delegates also generally highlight the high relevance of the Committee’s institutional objectives.
Table 2: Relevance of the Committee’s institutional objectives
Institutional objectives
To ensure that OECD statistics are produced according to high quality
standards
To ensure that statistics within the OECD are dealt with in a well coordinated and horizontal manner
Total
Source: Interviews
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Very
Low

Low

Medium

High

Very
High

0

0

2

5

5

0

1

4

5

2

0

1

6

10

7
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4.3

Assessment

59.
The assessment of relevance draws on the above indicators, benchmarked and weighted as
follows:
•

88% of CSTATs expected outcomes are assessed by at least one-half of Members as being
highly or very highly aligned with Members’ policy needs and concerns (see Figure 2,
page 17). This corresponds with a sub-rating for relevance of ‘very high’ (see Table 3,
page 25). Policymakers from a subset of Members largely concurred with this appreciation
(see Table 1, page18). With respect to the Committee’s institutional objectives, these were
also assessed in the majority of cases as being highly or very highly aligned with the
Organisation’s needs (Table 2, page 23). The above sub-rating rating carries a weighting of
50%, i.e. it has the same weight as the indicators for MTO results and capital-based delegate
participation indicators combined.

•

The successive MTOs indicate that the two Output Areas (6.2.1 and 6.2.2) have been
middle-ranking priorities while Part I funding has remained relatively stable during the
review period (see Figure 8 and Figure 9, page 23). Consequently, this sub-rating for
relevance is considered to be ‘medium’ (see Table 4, page 25). This sub-rating rating carries
a weighting of 25%.

•

Capital-based delegate participation in CSTAT during the review period has been on an
upwards trend and is situated above the overall trend line for OECD Committees (see Figure
3, page 19). With the exception of one sub-body, participation from capitals in the
committee structure has tended to be 90% or above (see Figure 4, Figure 5, Figure 6 and
Figure 7, on pages 19 to 21). While it is not possible to benchmark these indicators against
previous performance given that this is the first evaluation of a relatively recently created
Committee, they are interpreted as reflecting a sub-rating of high relevance. This sub-rating
carries a weighting of 25%.

60.
In the light of these results and taking into account the weightings of the indicators, CSTAT is
assessed as HIGH TO VERY HIGH in terms of relevance.
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Table 3: To what extent are the Committee’s expected outcomes aligned with the needs of policymakers?
% of expected outcomes assessed by at least one-half of Members as being highly or very highly aligned with their policy needs
Very
High to
Low to
Medium
Very Low
Low to
Low
Medium
High
Very
Ratings
Medium
to High
Low
High
17% to
37% to
57% to
77% to
0% to 16%
24% to 36%
44% to 56%
64% to 76%
%
23%
43%
63%
83%
Assessment

Very High
84% to 100%
CSTAT

Table 4: To what extent has the work of the Committee been viewed by Members to be in a priority Output Area?

Early part of review
period

Later part of review
period
Higher priority

Higher priority

Middle Ranking Priority
Lower Priority
Higher Priority

Middle Ranking Priority

Middle Ranking Priority
Lower Priority
Higher Priority

Lower Priority

Middle Ranking Priority
Lower Priority

Part I Budget evolution over review
period
Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable

Very High
High
High
Medium
High
Low
High
High
Medium
Medium

Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable
Increasing
Falling or stable

Medium
Low
High
High
Medium
Medium
Low
Very Low
25

Rating

Assessment

CSTAT
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Table 5: To what extent is the Committee attracting experts and policymakers to participate in its meetings?
Capital-based delegate participation in the Level I Committee compared to overall participation in OECD committees
Trend line in capital-based delegate participation is:
Assessment:
Increased relevance*
• upwards
No significant change in relevance
• downwards but less than overall trend for OECD committees
Decreased relevance
• downwards
Capital-based delegate participation benchmarked against the reference period
Capital-based delegate participation in the review period regularly (66% or more of the
time):
Significantly increased relevance
• exceeds the highest level for reference period of three proceeding years
Increased relevance
• exceeds average for reference period of three proceeding years
Decreased relevance
• falls below the average for reference period of three preceding years
Significantly decreased relevance
• falls below the lowest for reference period of three preceding years
Capital-based delegate participation in the review period has been stable, and is thus
Unchanged relevance
outside the above categories

CSTAT

* In the absence of an earlier period against which the evolution of capital-based delegate participation can be benchmarked, this indicator is taken as representing a high level of relevance.
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5.

Effectiveness

5.1

Policy effectiveness

61.
This section presents an assessment of the extent to which policy impacts resulting from the
Committee’s products are occurring and whether they correspond with areas of highest policy needs
and concerns. The underlying analyses focus on:
•

the degree of impact on Members’ policies of a committee’s products;

•

insights from a selection of Members into what policy impacts have occurred and why;

•

the extent to which impacts correspond with areas of Members’ highest policy need.

5.1.1

What has been the overall impact of the Committee’s work from 2005 to 2010?

62.

The overall impact of a product group is calculated on the following basis:14
Overall impact =
Actual impact on Members’ policy
+ Potential impact on Members’ policy
+ Impact on the visibility and credibility of the OECD

63.
PIR data indicates that sixteen of the twenty product groups identified from the
Committee’s 2005-06, 2007-08 and 2009-10 work programmes have had at least a high level of overall
impact for one-half or more of Members (see Figure 10, below). The strongest overall impact of the
Committee’s work, with more than 70% of Members reporting a significant impact, result from the
following product groups:

14.

•

Purchasing Power Parities (2007-10);

•

Financial Statistics (2007-10);

•

National Accounts and related products (2005-10).

Overall impact reflects PIR survey results prior to breaking out different types of impacts. However, the
breakout analysis is only possible for the 2009-10 PWB, following the integration of use/impact descriptors
into the 2011 PIR questionnaire. Consequently, calculating the actual impact on Members (i.e. overall
impact less potential impact on Members’ policy less impact on the visibility and credibility of the OECD)
is only possible in the case of the most recently completed products (see Section 5.2).
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Figure 10: Overall impact of the CSTAT’s work (2005-10)

Source: 2007, 2009 and 2011 PIR surveys.

64.
Interviews conducted with policymakers and statisticians from a cross-section of Members,
namely Belgium, Canada, Germany, Hungary, Israel, Japan Norway, Mexico, Poland and Slovenia,
globally confirm the abovementioned findings.
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5.1.2
What has been the actual impact of the CSTAT’s work on Members’ policymaking in 2009
and 2010?
Actual impact on Members’ policy =
Overall impact
- Potential impact on Members’ policy
- Impact on the visibility and credibility of the OECD
65.
All fifteen product groups figuring in the Committee’s 2009-10 work programme achieved at
least a medium level of actual impact on policy in one-half or more of Members (see Figure 11, below).
Standing out in terms of their significant impact in the quasi-totality of Members are the following
product groups:
•

Structural business statistics and entrepreneurship indicators;

•

Labour force statistics;

•

National Accounts and related products.
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Figure 11: From overall to actual impact of CSTAT’s work on Members’ policymaking (2009-10)15

Source: 2011 PIR survey

15.

See Legend. All impact = Actual impact (Very Low to Low-Medium) + Potential impact (Very Low to
Low-Medium) + OECD visibility (Very Low to Low-Medium).
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66.
Twenty-one of the twenty-eight Members responding to the 2011 PIR survey16 provided
feedback on the types of actual policy impacts produced by the Committee’s fifteen Product Groups of
the 2009-10 Biennium (see Figure 12, below). The most prevalent types of actual impacts reported are
through the use of the Committee’s work:

16.

•

as a data source in conjunction with other non-OECD data sources;

•

to support discussions and studies;

•

as background documentation to inform policy debate.

Respondents to the survey are able to provide, should they so wish, up to five examples of impact from a
drop down list.
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Figure 12: Types of actual impacts reported by Members (2009-10)

Source: 2011 PIR survey
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5.1.3

In-depth examination of policy impacts

67.
This analysis draws on data collected from the aforementioned cross-section of Members. The
analysis also includes, as relevant, interview data collected from representatives of other stakeholder
bodies.
68.
Table 6 compiles examples of impacts arising from CSTAT’s products programmed under
the 2005-06, 2007-08 and 2009-10 PWBs. Examples provided by ministries of economy/finance are
presented in the column labelled policymaking and those provided by national statistical bodies in the
column labelled Statistics development.
69.
The most frequently reported impact relates to the use of CSTAT products as an input into
research and developmental activities conducted largely, but not uniquely, within national statistical
bodies. This is particularly the case for the products in the areas of Well-being and Societal Progress
(Product Group N°15) and National account statistics (Product Group N°6). Feedback from policymakers
emphasises the extent to which the Committee’s products provide inputs into studies and analyses
including, in many instances, comparisons at international level.
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Table 6: Examples of use and policy impacts in Members17
Product Groups

PG1: Co-ordination, development,
communication and quality
improvement of OECD statistical work,
including
•
OECD Work on Statistics Brochure
•
OECD Glossary of Statistical Terms
•
Bi-monthly Statistics Newsletters
•
OECD Statistics Briefs
•
OECD Statistical Information
System and Quality Reviews

17.

Use and Impacts

Year

2005-10

Policymaking
•

•

•

Statistics development

Very important products for the Institute that allow it •
to follow the development of the OECD’s statistical
work. (Slovenia)
•
These products are used regularly as a data source
and as basic background information for a number of
divisions of the Ministry and thus can be considered •
a staple. They are referenced in reports and
briefings to the Minister and in the Ministry’s
publications. (Germany)
•
These are useful products and the Ministry consults
them in order to keep track of what the OECD is
doing in the area of statistics. (Mexico)

Provides the Office with an overview of what work is
going on in the OECD on statistics. (Slovenia)

•

The OECD Glossary has been used a lot to help
develop the Agency’s own glossary and ensure
consistency of concepts and comparability of data.
Newsletters have help to plan the Bureau’s work as
they help to see what work the OECD is doing. The
other products are less used. (Israel)

•

The glossary is very useful for identifying statistical
terms and is frequently used to help provide advice to
the decentralised agencies and to facilitate accurate
translation of the terminology. (Japan)

Brochures and publications are disseminated to the
Agency’s statistical teams which reference them or
use them in discussions. (Belgium)
Mainly ‘nice to have’ products, though the Statistical
Information System and Quality reviews are more
central to the Agency’s work. (Canada)
Used particularly as international references and are
extensively used in the production of statistical
information. The Quality Framework for OECD
Statistics and the Quality Review have been
particularly useful. (Mexico)

Interviews with end users did not cover all CSTAT products but focused mainly on those with the largest budget allocations.

34

C(2013)18
Product Groups

PG2: OECD Factbook (2005-10) and
Country Statistical Profiles (previously
the OECD Statistical Yearbook)

Use and Impacts

Year

2005-10

Policymaking
•

These products are used in the Federal Ministry of •
Economics and Technology’s own publications, for
example referenced in the monthly Economic Policy
Highlights and in reports such as Growth and
Demography and Facts and data about Energy. •
They are also used in the areas of business cycle
monitoring, demography and migration, international
comparisons of energy data and industry-related
information and for country analyses (e.g. USA,
Canada, Mexico). They are used by all the entities
surveyed in the Ministry and are quite popular in the
international department. These products are also
used by the Federal Ministry of Labour and Social •
Affairs as a data source for ministerial briefings as
well as being referenced to reports. Other uses
include
supporting
international
bilateral
consultations and negotiations. (Germany)

•

The Ministry use the Factbook quite often to provide
an overview of indicators and this allows to have a
birds’ eye view of certain issues. (Hungary)

•

The Ministry uses the information provided in these
products to look at what is happening in the
economies of different countries. (Mexico)

35

Statistics development
Used extensively by the Agency’s communications
service, particular in the context of questions about
comparisons with other countries outside the EU. Use
in other services is probably lower. (Belgium)
These products are very important and most useful for
the Agency allowing us to analyse facts and data to
compare ourselves to other countries with respect to
how the economy is are moving ahead. Particularly
interesting was the 50th anniversary edition with a
special chapter covering 50 years of OECD statistics.
(Mexico)
Widely used for many different purposes in the
Bureau, including checking for data gaps for Israel.
(Israel)
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Product Groups

PG3: Second (Istanbul, 2007) and Third
(Busan, 2009) OECD World Forum on
“Statistics, Knowledge and Policy” and
proceedings, including
•
Regional Working Groups, regional
and thematic meetings
•
Website and other communication
tools

Year

Use and Impacts
Policymaking

2005-10

36

Statistics development
•

Really crucial work on that has now become very
important worldwide and has opened up research,
both at EU and country level, including in Slovenia.
(Slovenia)

•

Used mainly as background material, but can be
expected to generate more impact in the future,
especially in an EU context. (Belgium)

•

The Institute’s interest in this area has developed
since participating in the 2009 meeting, which led to it
jointly organising the Latin American Conference on
the Measuring and Fostering the Progress of
Societies in Mexico City in 2011. The research being
produced is now used in the day-to-day work of the
Agency. (Mexico)

•

The 2009 Forum was effectively a starting point for
the Bureau’s work in this area and it is now preparing
statistics in line with its recommendations, while the
Ministry of Environmental Protection is working on
linking wellbeing and green growth indicators. (Israel)
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Product Groups

PG6: National accounts statistics
•
National Accounts of OECD
Countries: Annual National
Accounts; Quarterly National
Accounts; General Government
Accounts (database and
publications);
•
Financial Accounts at a Glance
2010 (publication)
•
2008 System of National Accounts
(Update of the System of National
Accounts, 1993)
•
Towards Measuring the Volume
Output of Education and Health
Services. A Handbook (OECD
Statistics Working Papers 2010/02)
•
Measuring Capital: OECD Manual
(Second Edition, 2009)
•
Handbook On Deriving Capital
Measures Of Intellectual Property
Products (2008)

Use and Impacts

Year

2005-10

Policymaking

Statistics development

•

Products relating measuring education and health •
services are very useful and the Agency only uses
OECD methodology and data in these areas.
(Slovenia)

•

National Accounts Statistics are regularly and widely
used by the Ministry, especially for international
comparisons of economic developments (analyses
and projections, GDP comparisons), as well as
business cycle monitoring, country analyses and
comparisons of industry related structural data. They
are also used by the International Department to
describe the international situation with reference to
OECD countries outside the EU. These products are
also important for the Bank with National Accounts
statistics being integrated into its mainframe
computer system. (Germany)
The Ministry uses these products, both the indicators
and the methodological guidance, quite a lot, mainly
in budget programming and planning of work. They
are also used for cross-country comparison in
various areas with the methodological notes being
useful in understanding the extent to which
comparisons can be made. (Hungary)
These are quite useful products and the 2008
National Accounts update is a key and well used
document. (Mexico)
These products are used as inputs into the Ministry’s
analyses for strategy development. (Poland)

•

•
•
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Used by the Office to develop its publication on
Slovenia and to prepare data on other countries. The
handbooks are very important to help improve
national methodology, particularly the implementation
of NA2010. (Slovenia)

•

The OECD database on National Accounts is most
useful and the SNA 2008 update is central to the
Agency’s own programme. The SNA manual has
been used extensively in training programmes, while
handbooks and manuals (e.g. measuring education
health service outputs and capital) are also key
products. (Canada)

•

OECD work in this area is frequently consulted in
order to improve the Agency’s own products, e.g.
updating
our
base
year
calculations
and
disseminating outcomes and methodologies among
users for making calculations. (Mexico)

•

This is an area where the various products, including
important publications, have provided expert inputs
into the production of the national accounts (Norway)

•

All the products, of which the SNA2008 Update is the
most important, have been used in the framework of
the accession process and what the Bureau now
publishes is aligned with OECD recommendations.
(Israel)

•

The Ministry refers frequently to these products and
uses them in its reviews and research into national
account systems, and as an aid for international
comparison. (Japan)
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Product Groups

PG7: Labour Force Statistics
•
•

•

2005-10

Policymaking
•

These statistics are widely known and regularly used •
by both the Ministry’s of Economy and of Labour and
Social
Affairs,
especially
for
international
comparisons as well as for internal analyses (e.g.
income differences and distribution) and briefings for
ministers. (Germany)

•

These are products the Ministry consults and they
are quite useful. (Mexico)

•

These products are used a lot, mainly due to there •
being very few alternative sources available for
statistics on central government debt and bank •
profitability.
Both
the
statistics
and
the
methodological work are very useful. (Hungary)

Database and publication (2007,
2008 and 2010 editions)
Research on methodology and data
issues

PG8: Financial statistics
•

Use and Impacts

Year

Central Government Debt:
Statistical Yearbook (2008 and
2010 editions)
Bank Profitability Financial
Statements of Banks (2007 and
2010 editions)

2007-10

•

Used for preparing reports for ministers, Congress,
etc. and provide solid support for domestic policy •
discussions. One example of this is when non-oil tax
revenues, which are globally on the lower side, were
examined. But when disaggregated between central
and local government, it was possible to see that
central government tax revenues were higher than in
the US with the big difference being at local level.
So, the statistics help to visualise a more
complicated picture while making comparisons at
international level, and hence provide for better
policy discussions. (Mexico)
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Statistics development
Extensively used in our Social Statistics Directorate.
(Belgium)

The Agency may use these products in the future.
(Canada)
A very important area in which to have time series
data available though only the publications being used
as a reference for the area of National Accounts have
had an impact. (Mexico)
The Bureau will be using the framework for central
government debt statistics and bank profitability
statistics more in the coming years. (Israel)
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Product Groups

PG9: Short-term economic statistics
•
•

•

Use and Impacts

Year

2005-10

Main Economic Indicators - rolling
update and monthly publication
Databases on
o Short-term financing statistics
o Short-term labour statistics
o Quarterly unit labour cost
indexes
Research and recommendations on
methodology and data issues

Policymaking
•

•

•

PG10: Business cycle indicators
•
•

Leading Indicators and Tendency
Surveys -website
OECD-CIRET Journal of Business
Cycle and Measurement Analysis
(Volumes 2005 to 2010)

2005/0710

•

Statistics development

Short-term economic statistics, particularly leading •
and tendency indicators, are used in the Institute’s
monitoring of current trends and forecasts.
(Slovenia)
•
These statistics are regularly used by the Ministry’s •
business cycle analysis people while MEI’s are
eagerly awaited and examined with keen interest.
They are used regularly as data sources by several •
divisions, namely those responsible for labour
market, issues, industrial policy and external
economic policy. These products are very important,
with the Main Economic Indicators being integrated
into the Bank’s mainframe computer system.
(Germany)
These documents are key and well used by the
Bank, including the research on measurement
issues. In the Ministry they are occasionally looked
at when conducting short-term analyses. (Mexico)

The Office has used the methodological manual to
build and improve its own methods in this area.
(Slovenia)

These indicators are regularly used by the Ministry, •
being considered and monitored in its department of
business cycle analysis as well as by the Ministry for
Labour and Social Affairs. Every month or two, they •
are inputted into its own reports and economic
outlook. The Composite Leading Indicator is
especially important. The products are also
occasionally used by the Central Bank. (Germany)

These products have had a medium impact to date
but this could increase in the framework of the EU
2020 Indicators initiative. (Belgium)

•

The Institute is not an active user of these products,
but perhaps should be as they could maybe be used
to strengthen analyses of the international economy in
the projections, analyses, trend data and evaluation of
economic policies on the business cycle. (Norway)

•

The Bureau is conducting two new surveys in this
area (business tendency and consumers’ confidence
surveys) designed according to OECD guidance.
(Israel)
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Used for comparisons. (Belgium)
The Agency may use these products in the future.
(Canada )
Provide an overview of international developments
and have a strong impact, particularly the
methodological guidelines and information that
accompany the statistics outlining the principal
subjects covered in the MEI and current national
practices in the compilation of each indicator. All the
research and recommendations on methodology
carried out by the OECD are extremely helpful for the
Institute’s work as well as the databases. (Mexico)

Used by the Institute to set up the “Business Cycle
Clock” with the aim of allowing better visualisation of
business cycle fluctuations and showing how some
key economic indicators interact with the business
cycle. (Mexico)
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Product Groups

PG11: International trade and balance of
payments statistics
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

•

2005-10

International trade in services
statistics - website and database
International trade and balance of
payments statistics - website and
database
Manual on Statistics of International
Trade In Services 2010 (Msits
2010)
Measuring Globalisation: OECD
Economic Globalisation Indicators
2010 - Trade Chapter (publication)
Research on methodology and data
issues

PG12: Purchasing Power Parities
Purchasing Power Parities website and database
Comparing Price Levels of Hospital
Services Across Countries: Results
of a Pilot Study (OECD Statistics
Working Papers, 2010/03)
Purchasing Power Parities and
Real Expenditures 2007. 2005
Benchmark Year (publication,
2008)

Use and Impacts

Year

2007-10

Policymaking

Statistics development

•

The website and database are regularly used within •
the ministry in the departments dealing with trade
policy, an example being an analysis of trade
openness. Industry-related structural data have also
been used with regard to industrial policy, e.g. for
briefing ministers and in the Ministry’s publications.
These products are also very important for the Bank
and are used for analysis and research. (Germany)

The Agency is a big user of website and database in
the framework of its quality assurance work, using the
data to validate trade data estimates and to point to
possible problems. The Manual on Statistics of
International Trade in Services is also very important
and more generally the methodological and
conceptual work is directly used in the Agency’s own
programme. (Canada)

•

The products are used as inputs into the Ministry’s •
analyses for strategy development. (Poland)

•

The Ministry uses these products as a complement
to WTO statistics. (Mexico)

All these products, including work on research and
methodology, are very important and used at the
Institute. This is an area where our needs are strong,
particularly with regard to trade in services statistics.
(Mexico)

•

•
•

•

This is an area where the Bureau is increasingly using
OECD recommendations. Work in the area of
globalisation indicators has been used intensively and
work is ongoing to increase the level of detail in
balance of payments and trade in goods data. SDMX
in the area of international trade in services is also
being used. (Israel)

This data is used by the Ministry from time to time •
for conducting international comparative analyses.
These products are also very important for the Bank •
and are used for analysis and research. (Germany)

These products are used in the Agency’s Business
Statistics Directorate. (Belgium)

Used occasionally
products. (Mexico)

to

complement

the

IMF’s

•
The products are used as inputs into the Ministry’s
analyses for strategy development. (Poland)
•

40

The website and database are used for undertaking
cross-country comparisons as part of the Agency’s
quality assurance work. (Canada)
This data has been used as familiarity with it has
grown, including outside the Bureau. (Israel)
This work has been useful for making international
comparisons. Some products have been translated
into Japanese and distributed to the relevant
agencies, as well as research institutes, statistical
experts, etc. Statistics Brief No. 17, March 2011 2008 Benchmark PPPs: Measurement and Uses has
also been translated into Japanese. (Japan)
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Product Groups

PG13: Productivity
•
•
•

Productivity Statistics - website and
database
OECD Compendium of Productivity
Indicators (2005, 2006 and 2008
editions)
Research on measurement issues

Use and Impacts

Year

2005-10

Policymaking
•

•

The Institute of Macroeconomic Analysis and •
development finds that productivity statistics are very
important for measuring the development gap. •
(Slovenia)
This data is used by the Ministry from time to time
for conducting international comparative analyses. •
(Germany)

•

The Ministry looks at these products but do not use
them a great deal. (Mexico)

•

The products are used as inputs into the Ministry’s
analyses for strategy development. (Poland)
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Statistics development
These products are used in the Agency’s Business
Statistics Directorate. (Belgium)
The website and database provide the Agency with
useful data and the research on measurement issues
valuably informs our own efforts. (Canada)
These are reference products for the Institute’s
Economics Directorate. (Mexico NSO)
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Product Groups

PG15: Well-being and societal progress
•

•

Tools to measure particular
dimensions of societal progress
(Research, Guidelines, Knowledge
base)
Ensuring that societal progress
measures are used
(communication, training, WikiProgress)

Use and Impacts

Year

2009-10

Policymaking
•

•

•

Statistics development

This work provides the best overview in this area •
and is becoming increasingly important. The Institute
is trying to elaborate indicators of well-being and
societal progress and in this context the
measurement tools have been particularly important
in helping measure not only economic aspects, but •
also societal and environmental dimensions.
(Slovenia)
This work has had some prominence and is being
used by the Ministry’s General Economic Policy
Division which is dealing with the question of
measuring well-being. Furthermore, the Bundestag •
has set up a study as a follow up the Stiglitz report.
In this context. OECD products have been widely
used and referenced. (Germany)

This is really an area of research where the OECD is
leading and has provided an impulsion for research at
national level, including in Slovenia where we have
now been discussing the definition of well-being for
three years. (Slovenia)
Well-being indicators are quite subjective and as such
have a low priority for the moment. Consequently,
these products have had a medium impact to date,
but this is cutting edge work which is expected to
generate more impact in the future, especially in the
framework of the EU 2020 Indicators. (Belgium)
This is very important work and the Institute has an
area of research that has benefited from the
guidelines and the knowledge base that has been
built up. (Mexico)

The work on wellbeing has been interesting and is •
having a significant impact, with the methodological
guidance provided being strongly appreciated.
(Hungary)

This work represents an important step towards
modernising national accounts which raises real and
interesting issues and paradoxes. The Institute is now
undertaking a programme of experiments and
empirical tests as a follow up to the work. (Norway)

•

This work has been used in policy evaluations and
considerations, and for international comparisons. It
has been highly valuable and influential on policy.
(Japan)

•

The Office is aiming to determine a set of indicators
for measuring social well-being in Poland. In this
context, the Global Project on Measuring the Progress
of Societies – Towards a Strategic Action Plan and
Better Life Initiative OECD have been referenced in
our methodological paper. Since it is extremely
important to take into account subjective aspects of
well-being, How’s Life? Measuring well-being’
publication (2011) turned out to provide the invaluable
support to the Office’s work. (Poland)
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Product Groups

PG16: Structural business statistics and
entrepreneurship
•
•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•

Industry and Services Statistics website and database
OECD Statistics Brief (November
2010 - No. 15)
The OECD ORBIS Database:
Responding to the need for FirmLevel Micro-Data in the OECD
(OECD Statistics Working Papers
2010/01)
Structural and Demographic
Business Statistics 2009
(publication, 2010)
Measuring Entrepreneurship. A
Collection of Indicators (2009
Edition) - OECD-Eurostat
Entrepreneurship Indicators
Programme.
Eurostat-OECD Manual on
Business Demography Statistics
(2007)
The international comparability of
start-up rates (Statistics Working
Paper 2006/4)
Framework for business
demography statistics (Statistics
Working Paper 2006/3)
International Trade in Services
Statistics - Monitoring Progress on
Implementation of the Manual and
Assessing Data Quality (report,
2006)

Use and Impacts

Year

2006-10

Policymaking
•

A major example of how the Institute uses OECD •
structural data and indicators is in the monitoring of
the Slovenian Development Strategy (SDS) which
has goals relating to closing the development gap
through the growth of knowledge based services.
The data is very useful as a basis for developing
policy measures and the trade in services statistics
work is of particular importance for monitoring work. •
(Slovenia)

•

The website and statistics are regularly used within
the Ministry for conducting analyses, including the
SME Department which is confronted with the need
for indicators to measure entrepreneurship.
(Germany)

•

Many of the products listed here provide very good
points of reference for making comparisons and for
compiling scoreboard indicators for international
comparison. (Hungary)

•

Industry and services statistics are used when the
Ministry wants to look at the structure of a particular
economy. (Mexico)
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Statistics development
The Agency’s work in this area is very much
influenced by EU level statistics where our primary
inputs come from. Extensive use has been made of
some of the material, however, notably the work on
start-up rates and business demography, which was
used to set up a data warehouse and played an
important part in its implementation. (Belgium)
The OECD Structural and Demographic Business
Statistics (SDBS) database is an essential tool for
analysing the industrial structure and dynamics of
OECD economies, providing a wealth of information
at a very detailed regional level. (Mexico)
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Product Groups

PG17: Price Statistics
•
•

Consumer and producer prices
databases
Research on measurement issues

Use and Impacts

Year

2007-08

Policymaking

Statistics development

•

Used occasionally by the Ministry. (Germany)

•

For the Bank, these are key and well used •
documents, as is research on measurement issues.
By contrast, in the Ministry, they are not greatly used
with the exception of deflating nominal data.
(Mexico)

•

•

The products are used as inputs into the Ministry’s
analyses for strategy development. (Poland)
•
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Supported discussions. (Belgium)
These products have been used extensively in
designing and redesigning Canada’s CPI, which is
currently
being
revised. The
research
on
measurement issues is particularly useful as has been
the Consumer Price Index Manual: Theory and
Practice (2009) which provides practical help on
definitions and concepts in new areas. The manual
has also been extensively in the Agency’s training
programmes. (Canada)
Until June 2010, National Price Indices were
calculated by the Bank of Mexico. The Institute started
to calculate and publish the CPI and PPI indexes in
July 2011. A research project was conducted in
preparation for the transfer of this responsibility. It is in
this context that OECD documents, databases and
research have been very useful. (Mexico)
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5.1.4

Factors supporting or hindering policy impacts

70.
Policymakers and the statistics community identified a range of factors that affect impacts of the
Committee’s work within their own administrations. Some factors are generally applicable to the
Committee and its work (see Table 7, below), while others are related to specific Product Groups and
products (see Table 8). Some factors were identified as being uniquely supportive of impact in all instances
(indicated by (+)), while others were identified as uniquely hindering in nature (indicated by (-)). In other
cases, factors were identified that were more ambiguous in terms of their effects or which either supported
or hindered impacts according to the extent to which they were present/absent (indicated by (+/-)).
71.

An analysis of the factors highlighted by interviewees indicates that:
•

CSTAT has the capacity to develop a work programme that addresses key needs and priorities of
both policymakers and national statistical offices, and over the review period has succeeded in
centring its work on relevant and crucial issues.

•

The Committee draws together experts in the field of statistics who are strongly focused on
addressing substantive issues in a scientific way, through discussions and exchanges of a nonpolitical nature.

•

The work programme of the Committee gives rise to products that are generally well regarded for
their sound and transparent methodologies, on the one hand, and statistical series which are
internationally comparable with a broad geographical and topic coverage, on the other. However,
policymakers find for some products that data and publication lags are too long, although this
assessment is not shared by the statistics community. Policymakers, in these cases, are likely to
make use of alternative sources such as Eurostat, the IMF and the private sector when they are
available.

•

Some products are not particularly well known by policymakers, who also in some cases
encounter difficulties in accessing data (i.e. some statistics are password protected, while others
are freely accessible). Where Eurostat, the IMF and the private sector provide alternatives,
policymakers turn to them. However, statistical databases once accessed are characterised as
user-friendly. Unlike policymakers, the statistics community appears to have fewer problems
accessing data.

•

For policymakers, products were useful for benchmarking their country against others,
particularly non-EU Member States, and for supporting for domestic policy discussions. In the
case of statisticians, products were useful as reference material, for obtaining technical insights
and undertaking methodological work, and supporting quality assurance work.
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Table 7: General factors supporting or hindering policy impacts
Category

Factors identified
Policymaking

Statistics development

Committee
orientation

•

Focus of work programme vis-à-vis key
user needs (+)

Committee
functioning

•

Expertise of delegates and contributions to
exchanges (+)

•

Non-political focus of meeting discussions
(+)

Product attributes

Dissemination

Utility

•

Quality of data and methodological •
soundness (+)

•

Breadth of geographical coverage (+)

•

Breadth of indicator coverage (+)

•

International comparability (+)

•

Transparency of methodologies (+)

•

Navigability of databases (+)

Conformity with international standards,
guidelines and the best practices (+)

•

Scientific focus of seminars and reports (+)

•

User-friendliness of statistical databases
(+)

•
Harmonisation with Eurostat statistics
•
(+)

•

Publication lag (-)

•

Differentiated (free/password secured) •
access to databases (-)

•

Awareness of potential users (-)

•

Cross-checking
sources (+)

•

Comparisons with other
particularly non-EU (+)

•

Frequency and timeliness of statistics (+)
International comparability (+)

Accessibility
products (+)

of

databases

and

other

data •

Learning from technical insights provided
by the documents produced (+)

countries, •

Reference material for producing analyses,
investigations and statistics (+)

other

•
Policy environment

including

•

•

with

Quality
of
products,
methodological soundness (+)

Alternative sources (Eurostat, IMF, •
private sector providers, own data…)
(-)
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Comparison with other countries (+)
Capacity of NSOs (-)
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Table 8: Specific factors supporting or hindering policy impacts18
Product Groups

Year

PG1: Co-ordination, development,
communication and quality improvement of
OECD statistical work, including
•
OECD Work on Statistics - Brochure
•
OECD Glossary of Statistical Terms
•
Bi-monthly Statistics Newsletters
•
OECD Statistics Briefs
•
OECD Statistical Information System and
Quality Reviews

2005-10

PG2: OECD Factbook (2005-10) and Country
Statistical Profiles (previously the OECD
Statistical Yearbook)

2005-10

PG3: Second (Istanbul, 2007) and Third
(Busan, 2009) OECD World Forum on
“Statistics, Knowledge and Policy” and
proceedings, including
•
Regional Working Groups, regional and
thematic meetings
•
Website and other communication tools

2005-10

18.

Factors identified

Category

Policymaking

Product attributes

Utility

Useful as background and overview
material (+)

Utility

Statistics development
•

Practical and compact definitions
(+)

•

International
statistics (+)

•

Useful as background, advisory
and overview material (+)

•

Support for quality assurance
work (coherence analysis and
comparison with other countries’
statistics) (+)

•

Comparisons
with
other
countries, particularly non-EU (+)
Printed material (-)

•
Committee orientation

•

Focusing of work vis-à-vis key •
issues (-)
•

Product attributes
•

Dissemination

Awareness of potential users (-)

Interviews with end users did not cover all CSTAT products but focused mainly on those with the largest budget allocations.
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Focusing of
issues (+)

comparability

work

Cutting edge work (+)

on

of

crucial
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Product Groups

Year

PG6: National accounts statistics
•
National Accounts of OECD Countries:
Annual National Accounts; Quarterly
National Accounts; General Government
Accounts (database and publications);
•
Financial Accounts at a Glance 2010
(publication)
•
2008 System of National Accounts
(Update of the System of National
Accounts, 1993)
•
Towards Measuring the Volume Output of
Education and Health Services. A
Handbook (OECD Statistics Working
Papers - 2010/02)
•
Measuring Capital: OECD Manual
(Second Edition, 2009)
•
Handbook On Deriving Capital Measures
Of Intellectual Property Products (2008)

2005-10

PG7: Labour Force Statistics

2005-10

•
•

Database and publication (2007, 2008 and
2010 editions)
Research on methodology and data
issues

Factors identified

Category

Policymaking

Statistics development

Committee orientation

•

Focusing of work vis-à-vis key
user needs and priorities (+)

•

Clarity and ease of use (+)

•

Level of disaggregation (+)

•

Quality of methodology and data
(particularly in the areas of
education and health services)
(+)

•

Data lag (-)

•

International
comparisons, •
particularly with non-EU countries
(+)

International
comparisons,
particularly with non-EU countries
(+)

•

Useful for budget programming •
and planning, and strategic
development work (+)

Support of work of NSOs in a
complicated and technical area
(+)

Policy environment

•

Alternative sources, particularly
Eurostat (-)

Product attributes

•

Level of detail (+)

•

Data lag (-)

Dissemination

•

Access to data (-)

Utility

•

Benchmarking and comparisons
with non-EU countries (+)

Policy environment

•

Alternative sources (Eurostat) (-)

•

Preferred
(+/-)

Product attributes

Utility
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reference

•

countries

International comparability (+)
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Product Groups
PG8: Financial statistics
•
•

Year
2007-10

Central Government Debt: Statistical
Yearbook (2008 and 2010 editions)
Bank Profitability Financial Statements of
Banks (2007 and 2010 editions)

Factors identified

Category

Policymaking

Product attributes
Utility

Statistics development

•

Level of detail (+)

•

International comparability (+)

•

Support for domestic
discussions (+)

policy

Policy environment

PG9: Short-term economic statistics
•
•

•

Main Economic Indicators - rolling update
and monthly publication
Databases on
o Short-term financing statistics
o Short-term labour statistics
o Quarterly unit labour cost indexes
Research and recommendations on
methodology and data issues

PG10: Business cycle indicators
•
•

2005-10

Product attributes

•

Data lag (-)

Policy environment

•

Alternative sources
private sector) (-)

•

No specific factors identified

2005/07-10

Leading Indicators and Tendency Surveys
-website
OECD-CIRET Journal of Business Cycle
and Measurement Analysis (Volumes
2005 to 2010)
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(IMF

•

Alternative sources (ECB and
Eurostat for general government
statistics, IMF for financial
statistics) (-)

•

Highly advanced methodology (+)

•

No specific factors identified

and
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Product Groups
PG11: International trade and balance of
payments statistics
•
•
•
•
•

•

•

2005-10

International trade in services statistics website and database
International trade and balance of
payments statistics - website and
database
Manual on Statistics of International Trade
In Services 2010 (Msits 2010)
Measuring Globalisation: OECD Economic
Globalisation Indicators 2010 - Trade
Chapter (publication)
Research on methodology and data
issues

PG12: Purchasing Power Parities
•

Year

Purchasing Power Parities - website and
database
Comparing Price Levels of Hospital
Services Across Countries: Results of a
Pilot Study (OECD Statistics Working
Papers, 2010/03)
Purchasing Power Parities and Real
Expenditures 2007. 2005 Benchmark Year
(publication, 2008)

Factors identified

Category

Policymaking
•

Focusing of work vis-à-vis key
user needs (particularly in the
area of trade in services) (+)

Alternative sources (particularly •
the IMF and internal) (-)

Alternative sources (particularly
the IMF and EU) (-)

Committee orientation

•

Focusing of work vis-à-vis key
user needs (particularly in the
area of health expenditure) (+)

Product attributes

•

Methodological soundness and
international guidance on the
development of indicators and the
type of PPPs to use (e.g. general
versus health) (-)

•

Transparency of methodology (-)

•

Familiarity of users with PPP data
(+)

Committee orientation

Policy environment

2007-10

Statistics development

Dissemination
Policy environment
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•

Alternative sources (particularly
the IMF and Eurostat) (-)
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Product Groups
PG13: Productivity
•
•
•

•

•
•

•
•

•
•

Industry and Services Statistics - website
and database
OECD Statistics Brief (November 2010 No. 15)
The OECD ORBIS Database: Responding
to the need for Firm-Level Micro-Data in
the OECD (OECD Statistics Working
Papers 2010/01)
Structural and Demographic Business
Statistics 2009 (publication, 2010)
Measuring Entrepreneurship. A Collection
of Indicators (2009 Edition) - OECDEurostat Entrepreneurship Indicators
Programme.
Eurostat-OECD Manual on Business
Demography Statistics (2007)
The international comparability of start-up
rates (Statistics Working Paper 2006/4)

Factors identified

Category

Policymaking

Product attributes

•

Statistics development

Methodological soundness (-)

Utility

2009-10

Tools to measure particular dimensions of
societal progress (Research, Guidelines,
Knowledge base)
Ensuring that societal progress measures
are used (communication, training, WikiProgress)

PG16: Structural business statistics and
entrepreneurship
•

2005-10

Productivity Statistics - website and
database
OECD Compendium of Productivity
Indicators (2005, 2006 and 2008 editions)
Research on measurement issues

PG15: Well-being and societal progress
•

Year

2006-10

•

Understanding and recognition of
national data in OECD figures (-)

•

International comparability (-)

•

Supporting quality assurance
work (coherence analysis and
comparison with other countries’
statistics) (+)

Committee orientation

•

Addressing relevant issues (+)

•

Focusing on cutting edge issues
(+)

Product attributes

•

Good overview of issues (+)

•

Maturity of methodologies (-)

Policy environment

•

Uniqueness of products (+)
•

Focusing of work on key user
needs (+)

Committee orientation

Product attributes

•

Data quality (+)

Policy environment

•

Uniqueness of
products (+)
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some

of

the
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Product Groups
•
•

Factors identified

Category

Policymaking

Statistics development

Framework for business demography
statistics (Statistics Working Paper
2006/3)
International Trade in Services Statistics Monitoring Progress on Implementation of
the Manual and Assessing Data Quality
(report, 2006)

PG17: Price Statistics
•
•

Year

2007-08

•

Broad coverage (+)

•

Issues of aggregation and detail
(-)

Utility

•

Benchmarking
geographically
and
relevant countries (+)

against •
policy

Support for quality assurance
work (coherence analysis and
comparison with other countries’
statistics) (+)

Policy environment

•

Alternative sources (particularly •
IMF and Eurostat) (-)

Alternative sources (particularly
Eurostat) (-)

Product attributes

Consumer and producer prices databases
Research on measurement issues
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5.2

Institutional effectiveness

72.
This section presents an analysis of the extent to which the institutional dimension of the
Committee’s mandate responds has been effectively addressed. It is based on feedback generated
through interviews with delegates and OECD officials.
73.

CSTAT’s mandated institutional role is intended to achieve the objectives of ensuring that:
•

OECD statistics are produced according to high quality standards;

•

statistics within the OECD are dealt with in a well co-ordinated and horizontal manner.

74.
Feedback from OECD officials, summarised in Table 9 (below), indicates that the effectiveness
of CSTATs institutional activities vis-à-vis its two institutional objectives is more often very low or low,
than medium or above. This largely reflects the difficulties the Committee has faced in finding an
appropriate approach to implementing this aspect of its mandate.19
Table 9: Effectiveness of CSTAT’s institutional activities
Institutional objectives
To ensure that OECD statistics are produced according to high quality
standards
To ensure that statistics within the OECD are dealt with in a well coordinated and horizontal manner
Total

Very
Low

Low

Medium

High

Very
High

3

3

3

2

0

3

4

0

3

1

6

4

3

5

1

Source: Interviews

5.3

Assessment

75.
The assessment of effectiveness draws on the abovementioned indicators, while taking into
account the extent to which impacts are occurring in areas of important policy needs and concerns
(see 4.1).
76.
Sixteen out of CSTAT’s twenty Product Groups are assessed by at least one-half of Members as
being of high or very high overall impact (see Figure 10, page 28). All fifteen Product Groups for which an
assessment of actual impact is feasible were assessed as having at least a medium level of impact by at
least one-half of Members (see Figure 11, page 30). This corresponds with a very high level of impact (see
Table 10a, page 55). 20
77.
As seven of the eight (i.e. 88%) expected outcomes to which the Product Groups respond are well
aligned with Members’ policymaking needs and concerns (see Figure 2 and Table 3, pages 17 and 25
respectively), the very high level of impact of also corresponds with a very high level of effectiveness. 21

19.

The implementation of this aspect of CSTAT’s mandate is addressed in more detail in Section 6.2.1
(Setting Committee orientations) and 6.2.3 (Interactions within the OECD structure).

20.

This assessment is made as follows: 16/20 Product Groups (overall impact) + 15/15 Product Groups (actual
impact) = 31/35 Product Groups (total impact) or 89%.

21.

Since effectiveness is defined as the extent to which a committee is having a significant policy impact in
areas of highest policy needs and concerns for Members, the degree of alignment of expected outcomes
with policy needs, as indicated in Table 3, is adopted as an upper limit on the rating of effectiveness.
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78.
However, taking into account the limited extent to which the Committee has been effective in
terms of achieving its mandated institutional objectives (see Table 9, page 53), the rating of effectiveness is
assessed as HIGH TO VERY HIGH (see Table 10b, page 55).
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Table 10a: What has been the overall and actual impact of the Committee’s work and to what extent has it been effective?
% of Product Groups for which at least one-half of Members indicate a medium or higher level of policy impacts (and modulation to take into account
the extent of significant impact in areas of important policy needs and concerns, i.e. its effectiveness)
Ratings

Very Low

Very
Low to
Low

Low

Low to
Medium

Medium

Medium
to High

High

High to
Very
High

Very High

%

0% to 16%

17% to
23%

24% to 36%

37% to
43%

44% to 56%

57% to
63%

64% to 76%

77% to
83%

84% to 100%
CSTAT

Assessment

Table 10b: How effective has the Committee’s work been, including both its policy and institutional impact?
% of Product Groups for which at least one-half of Members indicate a medium or higher level of policy impacts (and modulation to take into account
the extent of significant impact in areas of important policy needs and concerns, i.e. its effectiveness, including the level of institutional impact)
Ratings

Very Low

Very
Low to
Low

Low

Low to
Medium

Medium

Medium
to High

High

High to
Very
High

Very High

%

0% to 16%

17% to
23%

24% to 36%

37% to
43%

44% to 56%

57% to
63%

64% to 76%

77% to
83%

84% to 100%
CSTAT

Assessment

55

C(2013)18
6.

Efficiency

79.
This section presents an assessment of the extent to which the Committee is producing
outputs of the requisite quality for the resources employed (technical efficiency) and how well it is
functioning (process efficiency).
80.
The analysis of technical efficiency is primarily based on data obtained through the PIR survey
and from the PWB. These sources are complemented, when relevant, with data generated through
interviews.
81.
The analysis of process efficiency uses data collected from committee documentation and
interviews. It focuses on how well a committee:
•

sets its policy orientations;

•

functions in the implementation of its work programme;

•

interacts across policy areas within the OECD;

•

engages with non-Members;

•

engages with other international organisations and stakeholder bodies.

6.1

How is the quality of the CSTAT’s work appreciated from an end-user perspective?

82.
PIR survey data indicates that fourteen of the twenty product groups are assessed as having
exceeded the quality threshold, i.e. they have been assessed by two-thirds or more of Members as being at
least of a high level quality.
83.
The most highly rated of the Committee’s products in quality terms (see Figure 13, below) where
at least 80% of Members made an assessment of at least high quality are listed below:
•

National accounts and related products (2005-10);

•

Short-term economic statistics (2005-10);

•

Price Statistics (2007-08);

•

Purchasing Power Parities (2007-10).

84.
Product Groups falling below the quality threshold tend to be those with limited funding.
Consequently, the Product Groups achieving the quality threshold collectively represent 94% of the
Committee’s Part I budget.22

22.

Four Product Groups (N°7, 8, 10 and 11) are situated slightly above the quality threshold (i.e. 67% to 69%)
with the consequence that a small shift in Members’ quality ratings could lead to a major change in the
result of the assessment. Feedback from interviews on these Product Groups (see Table 8), however, does
not raise major quality issues that could call into question this finding, with the exception of PG7. Labour
Force Statistics for which issues of data lags and accessibility are raised. If, on this basis, it is assumed that
PG7 falls below the threshold, the Product Groups achieving the quality threshold collectively would
represent 89% of the Committee’s Part I budget. This would leave the assessment of technical efficiency
unchanged.
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Figure 13: Quality of the CSTAT’s work (2005-10)

Source: 2007, 2009 and 2011 PIR survey

85.
End-users in both policymaking and statistical development contexts are generally united in their
positive appreciation of the quality of the Committee’s products (see Table 8), particularly in terms of their
methodological transparency and soundness, international comparability, level of detail and
disaggregation, breadth of coverage and user-friendliness of statistical databases. However, in contrast to
the high level of confidence in the quality of the products, policy users regularly identified publication and
data lags as key concerns, both as a general observation and relating to some specific products.
86.
With regard to specific Product Groups, Productivity (PG13) is the only one with a relatively
sizeable share of the Part I budget that falls below the quality threshold. Feedback from interviewees on the
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attributes of this Product Group flags up quality issues in the areas of methodological soundness,
transparency and international comparability. Issues of methodological soundness and/or transparency are
also raised with respect to work on Purchasing Power Parities (PG12), Well-being and societal progress
(PG15) and Price Statistics (PG17), though these Product Groups are all assessed as being of high quality
by around 80% of Members.
6.2

How efficiently has the Committee been functioning?

6.2.1

Setting Committee orientations

87.
CSTAT’s overarching orientation is established by the mandate that came into force in 2004 and,
after limited discussion in the Committee, which was renewed by Council without change in 2008 for a
further five years.23
88.
With respect to CSTAT’s work programme, for a number of reasons its development is
somewhat complex:
•

CSTAT is one of many OECD committees responsible for the production of statistics while it is
responsible for co-ordinating the overall OECD statistical programme;

•

only a limited cross-section of end-users of its products (i.e. national statistical offices) are
represented in the Committee;

•

CSTAT meets formally once per year at a time that makes it difficult to dovetail its own and the
Organisation’s programming processes;

•

the large range of activities and products of other international organisations in the field of
statistics which are taken into account in the programming process.

89.
Its 2011-12 work programme was streamlined and simplified with its two Output Areas being
reduced to one due to co-ordination and dissemination activities becoming integrated and streamlined into
its various areas of work. At the same time, the Committee’s core activities were regrouped into key work
areas with the aim of increasing the visibility of the work and identified a set of strategic priorities for the
Committee identified. The prioritisation process was also simplified to take into account the ongoing multibiennial nature of CSTAT’s core work and sharpened through the drawing up of a set of principles to guide
the development of the work programme with regard to its research activities.24
90.
Feedback from delegates acknowledges how the abovementioned factors place constraints on the
development of the Committee’s work programme and the difficulties it has consequently encountered,
including with regard to one of the institutional objectives of its mandate which is to ensure that statistics
within the OECD are dealt with in a well co-ordinated and horizontal manner. Illustrative of the latter
point is that it was not possible to review the report on statistical activities foreseen in other committees in
the framework of the 2011-12 PWB due to its comprehensive nature. It was therefore presented to CSTAT
as an information item for written comments under Other Business.25 In the more general context of the
aforementioned objective, there has been a move to directly engage with Chairs of other committees, but
the extent to which this initiative is capable of bearing fruit with regard to work programming is unclear
given that all committees undertake this exercise in parallel. In order to allow that the preparation of its

23.

C(2008)126/REV1 & C/M(2008)18.

24.

STD/CSTAT(2010)1.

25.

STD/CSTAT/RD(2010)2 & STD/CSTAT/M(2010)1.
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work programme to be better sequenced with respect to the Organisation’s PWB process, as of 2014,
CSTAT meetings held in the even years will take place in April (instead of June).26
91.
Delegates indicate that CSTAT has been making progress over time in improving the
programming process and highlight its inclusive and iterative nature. Furthermore, they characterise the
most recent exercise to develop the work programme for 2013-14 as “highly transparent” and compare it
very favourably to analogous exercises in the OECD’s counterpart organisations.27 It is of note that there
has been a presentation of CSTAT priorities for 2013-14 to the WPFS in the framework of its “Common
Day” with the WPNA.
92.
However, in the specific context of developing the 2013-14 work programme, some Members
raised the issue of CSTAT being asked to prioritise draft work programme items relating to issues that are
not necessarily within the Committee’s scope of action, e.g. accessibility of OECD data which falls under
corporate strategy.28 While on a more general note, some interviewees emphasized that CSTAT, while
being well informed of emerging issues in the area of statistics policy, was not as fast as it could be at
bringing these within its work programme and addressing them. The length of time before the topics of
green growth and measuring progress in societies were embraced by the Committee was cited in this
context, as were other subjects such as access to micro-data and globalisation.
6.2.2

Committee functioning

93.
CSTAT meets formally on an annual basis for 1½ days back-to-back with the annual
UNECE/CES meeting, the location alternating from one year to the next between Paris and Geneva.
94.
it:

This arrangement is positively assessed by the majority of delegates, the main reasons being that
•

cuts down on travel time and costs since it avoids distant OECD Members, which are heavily
engaged in a range of international meetings, sending delegations twice to Europe;

•

allows more technically focused in-depth discussions to be held outside the setting of CSTAT,
including within specialised technical seminars held in the margin of the two meetings.

95.
Feedback from interviewees (see Table 7, page 46) indicates that the Committee provides a
setting in which discussions have an appropriately non-political focus (and relevant technical focus at subbody level) and which are attended by delegates who contribute openly to discussions and exchanges.
96.
With respect to meeting arrangement, some delegates pointed to the challenge of dealing with a
full year’s business in a single meeting agenda. This issue was raised during interviews and is also
highlighted by meeting self-evaluations for 2009 and 2010, which indicate that up to one-quarter of
responding delegates assessed the agenda as being too heavy and crowded.29
97.
A first step was taken to deal with this situation in the form of holding an extended bureau
meeting in 2011 in the margin of the annual UNSD meeting in New York, an arrangement which was

26.

STD/CSTAT/BUR(2012)2.

27.

STD/CSTAT(2011)14 and its ADD1 & ADD2.

28.

STD/CSTAT/BUR/M(2012)1.

29.

STD/CSTAT/M(2010)1 & STD/CSTAT/M(2009)1.
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repeated in 2012. A second, to be implemented in 2014, is to extend the length of the meeting in the even
years, when the Committee’s work programme is being prepared, to 2½ days.30
98.
Against the backdrop of a globally positive assessment by delegates of meeting preparation and
conducting, an issue raised in the course of interviews, and echoed in the abovementioned meeting selfevaluations by at least one-third of respondents, is that some documents are received insufficiently in
advance of meetings to be properly reviewed by relevant officials.
99.
The CSTAT bureau meets both in restricted form and, as previously indicated, annually in
extended form.31 Including the Chair and Vice-Chairs, seven Members are currently represented in the
Bureau. Bureau members also meet informally as their participation in other fora allows. As a result of a
decision taken by the Committee in 2006, the EU in the form of Eurostat, as well as the IMF, the UN (both
UNSD and UNECE) and the World Bank are invited to bureau meetings on an observer basis.32 This
arrangement is reciprocated in the bureaus of some of the other international structures.
100.
Feedback from most interviewees suggests that the Bureau is actively engaged in preparing
meetings along with specific aspects of the Committee’s work, e.g. accession and the development of a
global relations strategy. The holding of extended bureau meetings, which provides an inclusive setting for
discussions outside CSTAT’s annual plenary meeting, also gives rise to a positive appreciation.
Documents, both substantive and process related, prepared for discussion in Bureau meetings are posted on
OLIS.
101.
The attendance of representatives of the abovementioned international organisations and Eurostat
is seen by interviewees as useful, and even essential by some, for co-ordinating international level
statistical activities. It is credited with avoiding misunderstandings, allowing areas of potential overlap and
duplication to be identified early when work programmes discussions take place, and facilitating the
establishment of partnerships to implement projects and their subsequent monitoring. However, by inviting
international organisations to bureau meetings, CSTAT is acting outside the Rules of Procedure of the
Organisation, since these sessions are supposed to be held in a limited format and it is generally not
foreseen that other international organisations attend them as observers.
102.
At the time that its first mandate was due for review, CSTAT had four sub-bodies, one of which the Short-term Economic Statistics Working Party - was judged as having completed its mandate and
consequently wound up in 2008.33 Until recently, the Committee had three formal sub-bodies:
•

Working Party on National Accounts (WPNA);

•

OECD Expert Group on Statistical Data and Metadata Exchange (SDMX);

•

Working Party on International Trade in Goods and Trade in Services Statistics (WPTGS).

103.
This number has recently increased to four with the creation, in 2011, of the OECD Expert Group
for International Collaboration on Microdata Access, composed of 25 Members, which met for the first
time in 2012. Furthermore, the Working Party on Financial Statistics (WPFS) of the Committee on
Financial Markets (CMF) has, since 2011, also reported to CSTAT.
30.

STD/CSTAT/BUR(2012)2.

31.

Bureau meetings, restricted or otherwise, are the object of a written summary that is made available to
delegates on OLIS.

32.

STD/CSTAT(2006)16.

33.

STD/CSTAT/RD(2008)2.
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104.
Further support for the implementation of its work programme takes the form of ad hoc projectspecific expert groups, for example in the areas of micro-macro statistics, access to micro-data and
integrating inequalities in national accounts. These groups are disbanded upon completion of their
mandate.
The formal sub-bodies have tended to operate more or less at arm’s length from CSTAT, with
information flows usually taking place via the Secretariat which reports on the activities either as
information points or, on occasion, as full agenda items (i.e. as in the session devoted to providing an
update from the WPNA meeting and the points presented under Information Items and Other Business,
which included reports from three expert groups at CSTAT’s 2012 meeting).

105.

106.
Delegates diverged on what they see as the appropriate degree of oversight exercised by CSTAT
over its sub-bodies, particularly in the light of the highly technical work in which they are involved.
However, particularly in the case of ad hoc expert groups, the need to ensure that mandates are clear
enough to allow Members to identify the appropriate experts for participating in the work represented an
area of shared ground for interviewees.
6.2.3

Interactions within the OECD structure

107.

In the framework of its mandate, CSTAT is specifically tasked with:
•

advising other OECD committees and directorates about their plans, highlighting gaps and
challenges, and contributing to the development of an effective and well co-ordinated OECD
Statistical Work Programme;

•

approving methodological recommendations elaborated on specific subjects, co-operating with
other committees in charge of policy issues related to the latter, and promoting the
implementation of the recommendations.

108.
It is through these activities that CSTAT is expected to ensure that OECD statistics are produced
according to high quality standards and that statistics within the OECD are dealt with in a well coordinated and horizontal manner.
109.
Activities related to ensuring high quality standards consist mainly of the submission of quality
review reports to CSTAT and presentations on new projects, ongoing work and products developed under
the responsibility of other OECD bodies.
110.
In the case of quality reviews, these are self-assessments performed elsewhere within the
Organisation on a voluntary and ad hoc basis following a framework developed in 2002. The most recent
quality reviews were presented in a CSTAT plenary session in 2008, 2010 and 2011, and tabled as part of
the Information Items and Other Business agenda point. A revamp of the quality review framework was
launched in 2010 and CSTAT appraised of progress at its 2011 meeting and a new version has now been
made publically available.34
111.
A second quality-related activity consists of presentations to CSTAT of new projects, ongoing
work and products of other OECD bodies (i.e. outside CSTAT’s own work programme). These are a
regular feature on the Committee’s agenda, usually with the aim of seeking inputs and comments of a
technical nature. Some of the more recent examples of this are:

34.

The Quality Framework and Guidelines for OECD Statistical Activities [STD/QFS(2011)1] will be
progressively implemented in the coming period.
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•

the preliminary results of the field trial of the Programme for the International Assessment of
Adult Competencies (PIAAC) and a new project of the Territorial Development Policy
Committee (TDPC) on measuring metropolitan areas (2012);

•

work led by the Environment Policy Committee (EPOC) in the area of Green Growth indicators
(2010 and 2011);

•

the updating of the OECD database on immigrants, a project implemented under the
responsibility of the Employment, Labour and Social Affairs Committee (ELSAC) and presented
to the 2010 meeting;

•

the measurement issues relating to the Public Governance Committee’s (PGC) Government at a
Glance publication (2009).

112.
Feedback from delegates indicates that the extent to which the Committee effectively implements
its quality review function varies greatly from one case to another, an observation that is corroborated by a
majority of interviewed OECD officials. Both sources point out that quality review issues do not often give
rise to in-depth discussions in CSTAT since this is usually far from the interest and expertise of delegates
who are in most cases heads and other high level officials of national statistical agencies. Specifically with
respect to the place of the formal quality review process in the Committee, as evidenced in meeting
summaries and confirmed by interviews, this has, at least in the second half of the review period, tended to
take a rather low profile.
113.
With respect to CSTAT’s broader responsibility of ensuring that statistics within the OECD are
dealt with in a well co-ordinated and horizontal manner, this has largely been addressed over the review
period by reviewing the OECD statistics strategy and its statistical work programme (i.e. the compilation
of all statistical activities conducted within the Organisation).
114.
Against this backdrop, the need to enhance the Committee’s horizontal role was identified
in 2010 in the framework of the preparation of its strategic orientations and draft work programme
for 2011-2012.35 This document indicated that CSTAT would be collaborating on a number of initiatives
carried out by several committees to develop new indicators. More broadly, CSTAT was to take a more
proactive approach to engaging with other committees with the aim of contributing methodologically to
their statistical work as well as facilitating co-ordination with national statistical systems. In the context of
this initiative, three committee chairs were initially contacted (Health Committee, Environment Policy
Committee and the Working Group on International Investment Statistics of the Investment Committee)
and this was followed up by more chair-to-chair contacts in 2012, with policy committees having statistical
activities in the framework of the preparation of the 2013-14 PWB.36
115.
To date, the main outcome of this initiative has been from the contact with EPOC, which led to
the creation of a reflection group in the framework of the Green Growth Strategy, bringing together
delegates from CSTAT, the Working Party on Environmental Information of the Environment Policy
Committee and Working Party No.1 of the Economic Policy Committee. This group was given the task of
developing a proposal for headline indicators in line with the Green Growth measurement framework,
while providing a setting in which economic, environmental and statistical policy perspectives could be
shared.

35.

STD/CSTAT(2010)1.

36.

At the level of the Secretariat, following an Internal Audit review on the subject of Statistical Coordination completed in January 2012 [C(2012)22], co-ordination has been reinforced through the creation
of a Directors’ Group on Statistical Policy (DGSP) supported by two working groups.
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116.
CSTAT, as the lead Committee of the project on Measuring well-being and progress of societies,
is also responsible for ensuring the co-ordination of this work to which, via Secretariat channels, a number
of other committees are providing contributions.
117.
Over time, there has been a rapprochement, hastened by the financial and economic crisis,
between CSTAT, at the level of its Working Party on National Accounts (WPNA), and the Working Party
on Financial Statistics (WPFS) of the Committee on Financial Markets.37 This started with the WPFS and
the WPNA meeting back-to-back, followed by the holding of common days and latterly the organisation of
joint meetings. In 2011, it was agreed that the WPFS would report not only to the CMF but also to
CSTAT.38 Consequently, the 2012 CSTAT meeting included an item providing an update on both bodies’
work and inputs were sought from the Committee on future orientations.39 By contrast, although there are
numerous other committee sub-bodies specialising in statistics, there have been no initiatives to date to
create links, either formal or informal, between them and CSTAT.
118.
Many interviewees (both delegates and OECD officials) recognise that CSTAT’s panorganisational co-ordination function, while an important aspect of its mandate (see 4.2), has represented
something of a challenge and been difficult to fulfil. In this context, on the basis of feedback from
secretariats of various committees outside STD, co-ordinating actions had taken place in an effective way
in less than one-half of cases examined (see 5.2). Amongst the reasons suggested for this are the
difficulties inherent in operationally implementing such a function and the limited understanding in other
committees of the role of CSTAT and of the benefits of enhanced co-ordination and horizontality in the
area of statistics, particularly in the early stages of a project. By contrast, some interviewees were keen to
highlight cases of fruitful interactions, a recent example being the abovementioned project on measuring
metropolitan areas on which CSTAT was able to provide timely advice at the conceptualisation stage.
Many delegates were eager to underscore that the Committee had redoubled its efforts in the last couple of
years, for instance through the Chair’s initiative to engage with other committees, and that some progress
was being made in this area.
6.2.4

Global engagement

119.
CSTAT has consistently engaged major non-Members since it was first created. It approved its
first strategy in this area in 2006 and in the same year accepted two major non-Members as Participants
(Regular Observers), namely the Russian Federation and Brazil. Items related to non-Members have
appeared on almost every meeting agenda and the number of Participants increased to four in 2011, with
the addition of South Africa and Romania.
120.
The most recent revision of CSTAT’s global relations strategy also took place in 2011 and the
resulting paper40 presents an array of objectives that reflect the Council priority of deepening relations with
the Key Partners (Enhanced Engagement countries) and encompasses, as a central component, its Partner
Programme, which consists of individual Members developing direct relations with the Key Partners’
national statistical offices.
121.
CSTAT has also played, and continues to play, a key role in the Accession Process. In this
context, it conducted a multi-step review of acceding countries’ statistical systems and statistics, including
37.

While the Secretariat of the CMF is situated within DAF by the Financial Affairs Division, the WPFS is
served by the National Accounts Division within STD.

38.

DAF/CMF(2011)22 and DAF/CMF/M(2011)1.

39.

STD/CSTAT/A(2012)1.

40.

STD/CSTAT(2011)13.
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in the setting of a dedicated meeting in 2009, and has instigated a follow up process – on top of the
ongoing review of the Russian Federation – to ensure that new Members continue to make progress in this
area.
122.
It has also engaged with Key Partners, along with other non-Members, through the World Forum
on Statistics, Knowledge and Policy. The most recent event in this series, which took place in 2012, was
hosted for the first time by a non-Member (India).
123.
The Committee also provides support, within the framework of its global relations strategy, to the
PARIS21 initiative which aims to strengthen statistical capacities in developing countries.
124.
The capacity of CSTAT to reach beyond the OECD membership is enhanced through its relations
with other international organisations with major activities in the field of statistics (see 6.2.5).
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Table 11: Milestones in non-Member engagement
Year
2004 •

2005

Council
Approval of the Resolution of the •
Council concerning the Participation of
non-Members in the Work of Subsidiary
Bodies
of
the
Organisation
[C(2004)132 & C/M(2004) 17]
•
•
•

2006

2008

MCM of May 2007 adopts draft •
Council Resolution on Enlargement and
Enhanced Engagement as set out in the
Report to Ministers on Enlargement
and
Enhanced
Engagement
&
[C/MIN(2007)4/REV1
C/M(2007)9/PART1]
•
•

2009

•

2007

2010

•

•

•
•
•

2011

2012

•
•
Approval of Guidelines for Deepening •
Enhanced
Engagement
[C(2010)100/FINAL & C/M(2010)15] •

•

Adoption of Resolution of the Council •
on partnerships in OECD bodies
[C(2012)100/FINAL & C/M(2012)13].
•

CSTAT
1st World Forum on Statistics, Knowledge and Policy

Discussion in CSTAT [STD/CSTAT(2005)11] on developing a proactive outreach strategy [STD/CSTAT(2005)4]
Russian Federation and Brazil become Partners (Regular Observers)
Items in CSTAT [STD/CSTAT/M(2006)16]
o approval a Committee Strategy for the Participation of NonMember
Economies
in
OECD
Statistical
Work
[STD/CSTAT/WA(2006)2]
o endorsement of CSTAT of the World Forum on Statistics,
Knowledge and Policy
o technical assistance for statistical capacity building in
developing countries – presentation by DAC Chair and PARIS
21 Secretariat.
o the revision of Chinese national accounts and related work
program - Presentation by the National Bureau of Statistics of
China
Items in CSTAT [STD/CSTAT/M(2007)13]:
o a governance strategy for the longer term of the World Forum
on Statistics, Knowledge and Policy [STD/CSTAT(2007)7]
o the Metagora project (OECD/PARIS21)
o future relations with non-Member economies (NMEs) and
other international organisations in the light of the MCM
outcomes [STD/CSTAT(2007)11 ; STD/CSTAT(2007)12]
2nd World Forum on Statistics, Knowledge and Policy
Items in CSTAT [STD/CSTAT/M(2008)1]:
o progress in the Accession process
o co-operation with OECD in the area of statistics with
presentations by Brazil, Chile, the Russian Federation and
Slovenia
3rd World Forum on Statistics, Knowledge and Policy
Special CSTAT Accession Meeting
Seminar on National Accounts in China
Adoption of a partner programme by the CSTAT Bureau to develop
relations with Brazil India, Indonesia, China and South Africa
Items in CSTAT [STD/CSTAT/M(2011)1]
o Israel follow-up data study and Accession review of Russia
o report on the Latin American Conference on Measuring Wellbeing and Fostering the Progress of Societies
South Africa and Romania become Partners (Regular Observers)
Russian Federation Partner status renewed (Regular Observer)
Approval of the revised CSTAT Global Relations Strategy
[STD/CSTAT/M(2011)1 & STD/CSTAT(2011)13]
Items in CSTAT [STD/CSTAT/A(2012)1]:
o Presentation of the OECD Development Strategy
o Follow up of acceded countries review of Russia
[STD/CSTAT/ACS(2012)1, 2 & 3]
4th World Forum on Statistics, Knowledge and Policy (India)

125.
The participation of non-Members, excluding Invitees (ad hoc Observers), peaked in the
Committee in 2008 due to the accession process. Since then, the participation of Key Partners in the
Committee’s sub-structure has varied substantially from one year to the next while it has gradually
increased to three in CSTAT in 2012.
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126.
The participation of Invitees has been largely concentrated in the areas of national accounts
(WPNA) and statistical data and metadata exchange (SDMX).
Figure 14: Participation of non-Members in meetings (2006-12)*

Source: Meeting summaries and EMS
*Excludes invitees (ad hoc Observers)

127.
Delegates assessed very positively the way in which CSTAT engages with non-Members, which
is seen by some as one of the major strengths the Committee has developed since its creation.
128.
In the area of accession, CSTAT made a significant investment in the assessment of the statistical
capacity of candidate countries in terms of both quality of statistics and institutional features. The process,
which included a special dedicated meeting in 2009 and which has been prolonged to include the
monitoring of progress made by new Members, is widely viewed as rigorous and well executed.
129.
Key Partners are one of the Committee’s priorities and as a consequence it is making a major
effort in this area. A recent initiative has been the partnering of countries by Members represented in the
Bureau to support the development of statistical infrastructure and comparable statistics. The value of this
approach is widely acknowledged by interviewees and has been credited with making the Committee’s
engagement with these countries more focused and tangible. As noted above, there has been an uptick in
the attendance of Key Partners in CSTAT meetings and it is reported that most are now supplying data to
the Organisation. Delegates, however, acknowledge that work in this area – by its very nature – does not
advance quickly and will require a prolonged effort for the foreseeable future.
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6.2.5

Engagement with other international organisations and stakeholder bodies

130.
CSTAT’s mandate states that it shall maintain, as appropriate, and in conformity with the OECD
rules, relations with other international organisations, seeking to achieve co-ordinated and complementary
work programmes in areas of shared interest and mutual benefit. This element of the mandate is addressed
in a number of different ways, notably:
•

through participation in the Committee at all levels (from Bureau through to sub-bodies) and in
events of delegates and officials of other international organisations, the most central being the
IMF, UNECE/CES, UNSD and the World Bank;

•

by the secretariats of the different international organisations
¾ meeting regularly in a variety of settings, e.g. the Inter-Agency Group on Economic and
Financial Statistics (IAG) involving the IMF, UN, World Bank, BIS, OECD, the European
Central Bank and Eurostat, in the context of the G-20 Data Gaps Initiative (DGI); the Intersecretariat Working Group on National Accounts (ISWGNA) involving the IMF, UN, World
Bank, OECD and Eurostat; and the OECD Expert Group on Statistical Data and Metadata
Exchange (SDMX) involving Eurostat and UNECE;
¾ consulting and collaborating on project development and implementation, including coordinated data collection and research focused activities, examples of the latter being the.
International Comparison Program (ICP) which involves the World Bank, the OECD and
Eurostat, and the OECD-Eurostat Entrepreneurship Indicators Programme (EIP).

131.
In the course of interviews, the central role of the OECD within the network of international
organisations in the area of statistics was highlighted, in terms of it being a setting in which more
experimental and developmental approaches to statistics can take place, the agenda it helps to set and
implement, and the link it provides between developed and developing countries. Interviewees also
underlined the close alignment of the objectives of the organisations, as well as their concerted efforts to
avoid overlaps and duplication, and how co-ordination, co-operation and collaboration between them had
considerably strengthened over time. Some delegates also emphasised the need to pay close attention to
this issue on a continuous basis as agendas evolve and new requests for data and expertise appear, while
others indicated that there was still room for further enhancing interactions in the areas of data collection
and the activities of technically focused working groups.
6.3

Assessment

132.
The assessment of efficiency draws primarily on the above indicator of the quality of the
Committee’s products, while taking into account their cost to the Part I Budget (technical efficiency). It
also considers how well the Committee has been functioning during the review period (process efficiency),
including with respect to implementing the institutional aspect of its mandate.
133.
Fourteen out of CSTAT’s twenty (70%) Product Groups are assessed by at least two-thirds of
Members’ as being of high or very high quality (see Figure 13, page 57), accounting for 92% of its Part I
budget. In the light of these results, CSTAT is assessed as very high in terms of technical efficiency (see
Table 12a, page 68).
134.
However, with regard to the criterion of process efficiency, the Committee has only partially
succeeded in implementing the institutional dimension of its mandate. Consequently, the overall
assessment of efficiency is HIGH (see Table 12b, page 68).
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Table 12a: How is the quality of the Committee’s work appreciated from an end-user perspective?
% of Product Groups for which at least one-half of Members indicate a medium or higher level of policy impacts (and modulation to take into account
the cost to the Part I Budget )
Ratings

Very Low

Very
Low to
Low

Low

Low to
Medium

Medium

Medium
to High

High

High to
Very
High

Very High

%

0% to 16%

17% to
23%

24% to 36%

37% to
43%

44% to 56%

57% to
63%

64% to 76%

77% to
83%

84% to 100%

CSTAT

Assessment

Table 13b: How efficiently has the Committee functioned, including the implementation of the institutional dimension of its mandate?
% of Product Groups for which at least one-half of Members indicate a medium or higher level of policy impacts (and modulation to take into account
the cost to the Part I Budget and the institutional dimension of its mandate)
Ratings

Very Low

Very
Low to
Low

Low

Low to
Medium

Medium

Medium
to High

High

High to
Very
High

Very High

%

0% to 16%

17% to
23%

24% to 36%

37% to
43%

44% to 56%

57% to
63%

64% to 76%

77% to
83%

84% to 100%
CSTAT

Assessment
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7.

Good Practices

135.

Two initiatives have been identified as ‘good practices’ in the course of the evaluation:
•

Measuring well-being: the How’s Life? report;

•

Key Partner Programme.

136.
On the basis of interviews with delegates, interactions with STD and a documentary review, the
two following information sheets have been developed.
Information Sheet 1: How to develop statistics and indicators in emerging areas of policy
Good practice category

•

Knowledge development and analysis.

Objectives

•

The Committee aimed to develop sets of key economic, social and
environmental indicators so as to be able to provide a comprehensive picture
of how the well-being of a society is evolving and encourage the use of the
indicator sets to inform and widely promote evidence-based decision-making
[STD/CSTAT(2008)8].

Initiating circumstances

•

Against the backdrop of a questioning of whether life and satisfaction with it
was improving, despite growing GDP and some initial work that had been
progressing in some Members, it was recognised by the Organisation that
[STD/CSTAT(2007)7]:
o there was a need to be able to have a more informed debate on where
society is, where it wants to be, and the policy choices to be made if it is
to progress;
o understanding of what ‘progress’ really means and evidence to assess it
was limited.

Process and difficulties
overcome

•

The initial steps of the project date back to 2007 with the 2 World Forum on
“Measuring and Fostering the Progress of Societies” which led to the Istanbul
Declaration and at which participants looked to the Organisation to lead a
‘Global Project’ (i.e. open to all sectors of society) on this topic.

•

Given the resistance to the development and subjective measures, there was a
need to build a ‘community’ of advocates for the Project, to reach key people
and tailor it to diverse needs of both Members and non-Members.
[STD/CSTAT(2009)7]
o A variety of settings was established to allow the different stakeholders to
advise (Expert Group), to exchange information (a Co-ordination Group –
OECD Members) and co-ordinate contributions (a Project Board made
up of other international organisations), and an official website was set
up where a broad range of stakeholders could comment and interact.
The 2009 World Forum sessions were designed to discuss first outputs
and reach consensus on specific questions.
o A set of actions, including regional conferences and training courses
within and beyond the OECD was implemented to increase awareness
across a broad range of stakeholders and to build capacity.
o A multi-pronged approach, ranging from the traditional (e.g. newsletter)
to the cutting edge (e.g. Wiki-progress site), was implemented to
communicate the Project to a wide public.

•

In 2009 and 2010, the Committee’s work in this area included the development
of a set of tools to measure particular dimensions of societal progress and
supports for ensuring that societal progress measures were used
(communication, training, Wiki-progress). This Product Group (PG15), as well

Success in implementation

nd
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as Product Group N°3 (OECD World Forum on “Statistics, Knowledge and
Policy” and related activities) was assessed by eight out of ten Members as
‘high’ or ‘very high’ in quality terms. Their combined cost to the Part I Budget
was 521 k€ (including 100k€ in CPF).

Impacts

Contextual factors

Lessons learnt

•

The Committee’s work programme for the 2011-2012 Biennium reflected the
Organisation’s recognition, in 2009, that measuring well-being and progress
was one of seven new areas of work that should be considered an ‘increased
priority’.

•

October 2011 saw the publication of the first issue of the “How’s Life?” report,
which compares performance based on a framework that includes 11
dimensions viewed as both essential to well-being and as universal aspirations.
Set up in parallel is the “Your Better Life Index”, an interactive tool allowing
users to see how countries perform according to the importance they give to
each of 11 dimensions that contribute to well-being. The quality of these recent
products will be assessed in the framework of the 2013 PIR exercise.

•

The 2009-10 products arising from this work are assessed by three-quarters of
Members as having at least a medium level of impact on their policymaking.
While the impact of the most recent products will be assessed in the framework
of the 2013 PIR exercise, feedback obtained from interviewees and a scan of
the internet suggests that it is likely to be significant.

•

The importance of the Project was recognised when the 2010 MCM called for
the Organisation to do further work with the goal of better linking the
measurement agenda to the needs of policy makers [C/MIN(2010)6/FINAL]
and it subsequently moved into a second phase in the framework of the 201112 PWB, refocusing around inter alia an Organisation-wide effort on measuring
progress, including work on guidelines on measuring subjective well-being.
Work in this area will continue into the 2013-14 PWB being assigned a high
priority by the Committee.

•

Some Members have been conducting research work in this area (e.g. the
United Kingdom, Australia, Canada and the United States) and by 2013-14,
several large, high-quality sets of subjective well-being data should be
available (e.g. in Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom, Mexico and in the EU)
[STD/CSTAT/RD(2012)5].

•

The early recognition of the work in this area as a strategic priority for the
Organisation and the vocal role it played in promoting the agenda of measuring
performance ‘Beyond GDP’ [STD/CSTAT(2007)7].

•

The profile given to the topic by the creation by the French government of the
Commission on the Measurement of Economic Performance and Social
Progress (to which the Organisation contributed) and the impetus arising from
the resulting report and recommendations [STD/CSTAT(2009)4].

•

Concerns about the primary role given to GDP growth in policy making and
narrow definition “sustainability in the context of the financial and economic
crisis [STD/CSTAT(2009)1/REV1].

•

Leadership and drive shown by the Secretariat was particularly important in the
early years of the project.

•

The building of a broad community of advocates was useful in overcoming
reluctance to the project in helping push it forward.

•

The establishment of a world forum provided a setting in which in which key
players, including those beyond the Committee’s usual constituency (nonMembers, etc.), could gather to discuss the project, collaborate and share
ideas.
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Transferability

•

The establishment of a formal agreement for the project’s existence (the
Istanbul Declaration) provided it with a strong impetus and an enduring point of
reference.

•

The expert and co-ordinating groups, along with a project board, have been
useful in providing advice and challenging ideas.

•

The use of the internet, for example through Wikiprogress at the international
level, has been important for sharing information and outputs.

•

The report from the Commission on the Measurement of Economic
Performance and Social Progress was important, both as a trigger for initiating
work at Member level and as a means of shaping it.

•

The conducting of work at member level has been helped by the opportunities
provided by the project to understand what others at a local, national and
international level have done to progress the measurement of well-being.

•

The participation of the Secretariat in national expert groups working in this
area has helped to facilitate two-way learning between the Organisation and
Members, for example helping establish measurement initiatives in Members
with similar goals and vocabulary as the project and, in terms of feedback,
supporting the development of the Committee’s guidelines on subjective
measurement.

•

The use of the Your Better Life Index, with multiple domains and the ability of
users to weight themselves, has facilitated engagement with ordinary citizens.

•

The tailoring of the measurement framework and indicators to the
circumstances and priorities of countries at different levels of economic
development has been important.

•

The project may have benefited from:
o greater articulation with Eurostat and UN initiatives, particularly when
thinking through conceptual frameworks and deciding on statistical
measures to track progress;
o further discussion and sharing of ideas with the Green Growth and
Sustainable Development initiatives, particularly when thinking through how
the frameworks to look at well-being and social progress fit with these;
o wider user consultation with the non-expert users to identify the key issues
from their perspective and thus to increase its legitimacy and profile.

•

Many of the initiatives instigated to ensure the successful completion of this
project are potentially transferable to other committee contexts, e.g. engaging
with a wide stakeholder base to bring together a broad range of perspectives at
the earliest stages of a project; mobilising a small committed group of Members
to initiate and drive change; setting up an on-line community of experts and
using electronic communication to share information and good practice; taking
steps to ensure similar or related projects (both within the OECD and at
international level) are well articulated and conceptually coherent.

•

More specifically, the development of statistics and indicators can often be a
way for committees to start addressing emerging issues before they become
prominent on the radar screen of day-to-day policymaking. Furthermore,
innovative ways of presenting and disseminating statistics can help engage
with a wider range of users.

71

C(2013)18

Information Sheet 2: Bilateral partnering of Key Partners
Good practice category

•

Objectives

•

In the framework of CSTAT’s 2011 Global Relations Strategy
[STD/CSTAT(2011)13], objectives of the Key Partner Programme are to:
o ensure that OECD databases have adequate coverage of high quality,
comparable statistics for the Key Partners in order to permit integration of
these countries into all statistical work and presentations and to support
OECD analytical and policy work in all domains;
o ensure a full understanding of the methods and standards used for the
development of Key Partners’ statistics and ensure publication of such
metadata in relevant OECD statistical presentations;
o encourage and assist Key Partners to adopt similar statistical methods and
standards to those of Member countries and promote transparent
publication of comprehensive statistical metadata, in English, for all their
official statistics.

Initiating circumstances

•

Council’s 2010 recommendation to all Committees to examine and update their
Global Relations Strategies, particularly with a view to increasing engagement
with the Key Partners (Enhanced Engagement countries) [C(2010)100/FINAL
& C/M(2010)15]

Process and difficulties
overcome

•

At its meeting in June 2010, the CSTAT Bureau adopted a “Partner
Programme” in which specific Members would be asked to develop, in
collaboration with the Secretariat, relations with Brazil, India, Indonesia, China
and South Africa.

•

In 2011, the Committee agreed to and endorsed the objectives and key
elements of the revised Global Relations strategy, including the consolidation
of its “Partner Programme” to support the development of relations with, and
knowledge about, the Key Partners [STD/CSTAT/M(2011)1].

Success in implementation

•

Partnerships have been established for all five Key Partners: France for Brazil,
Canada for China, the United Kingdom for India, Australia for Indonesia, and
the Netherlands for South Africa. Members are helping to clarify the role of the
OECD and serving as ‘mentors’ Some of these members have involved the
Secretariat in their initiatives with Key Partners.

Impacts

•

Increased awareness in Key Partners of OECD statistics and related
initiatives, and OECD statistical requirements.

•

Increased provision by Key Partners of statistics for incorporation in the OECD
databases along with relevant metadata and appropriate documentation of
methods used and standards adopted.

•

Increasing adoption of ‘best practice’ standards and methods by Key Partners
which are also increasing the range of information and statistics available in
English.

•

Degree of mutual understanding resulting from pre-existing bilateral
relationships between Members’ Chief Statisticians and Key Partners which
mitigates possible difficulties (e.g. from cultural differences).

•

Extent to which Key Partner governments see benefits in being associated
with the OECD.

Contextual factors

Global Engagement.
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Lessons learnt

Transferability

•

It is necessary to establish mutual understanding of the objectives and
structures of statistical programmes for both Members and Key Partners.

•

It is important to keep in mind that Key Partners do not have any legal
obligation towards the Organisation.

•

Pre-existing relationships, including at an interpersonal level, are critical.

•

Good co-ordination of between Members and the Secretariat has been
beneficial, including Secretariat involvement in the delivery of bilateral
programme activities.

•

Planned partnership activities and expected outcomes need to be realistic and
based on an appreciation of the available resource at national level.

•

Focusing on a small number of well supported partnerships has been more
beneficial than a wider ranging initiative.

•

Allocation of responsibilities to bureau members who were asked to report
regularly on progress has helped keep the initiative moving forward.

•

Greater sharing of information about Members’ bilateral activities with Key
Partner countries is required.

•

Broadly applicable practice to increase the possibility of capturing Key
Partners’ interest in and involvement with the Organisation and its Committees,
though the importance of interpersonal relations should not be underestimated.
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ANNEX II
PRODUCT GROUPS AND BUDGETS

Output Area 6.2.1 (K EUR)

Part I

CPF

VCs in
Hand

New VCs

VCs

TEC

Product Group 1: Co-ordination, development, communication
and quality improvement of the OECD statistical work

3,182.14

189.40

50.00

0.00

50.00

3,421.54

Product Group 2: OECD Factbook and of the Country
Statistical Profiles

367.04

114.22

50.00

0.00

50.00

531.26

Product Group 3: OECD World Forum on “Statistics,
Knowledge and Policy” and related activities

345.73

361.66

476.48

294.20

770.68

1,478.06

Product Group 4: Dissemination systems for OECD data and
indicators

249.54

68.68

0.00

0.00

0.00

318.22

Product Group 5: Report on measurement issues common to
different domains

0.00

75.38

0.00

0.00

0.00

75.38

Source: PWB database
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Part I

CPF

VCs in
Hand

New VCs

VCs

TEC

Product Group 6: National accounts and related products

7,315.21

0.00

243.24

178.50

421.74

7,736.94

Product Group 7: Labour force statistics

1,493.02

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1,493.02

Product Group 8: Financial statistics

1,251.77

0.00

19.00

0.00

19.00

1,270.77

Product Group 9: Short-term economic statistics

5,854.50

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

5,854.50

Product Group 10: Business cycle indicators

1,041.31

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1,041.31

Product Group 11: International trade and balance of payments
statistics

3,802.27

0.00

104.00

104.00

3,906.27

Product Group 12 Purchasing Power Parities

1,402.86

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1,402.86

Product Group 13: Productivity

1,247.46

0.00

7.00

0.00

7.00

1,254.46

Product Group 14: Globalisation

564.06

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

564.06

Product Group 15: Well-being and societal progress

258.70

100.00

0.00

540.91

540.91

899.61

Product Group 16: Structural business statistics and
entrepreneurship indicators

1,656.20

121.80

289.78

961.63

1,251.41

3,029.41

Product Group 17: Price Statistics

554.81

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

554.81

Product Group 18: Non-observed economy

101.48

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

101.48

Product Group 19: Services

187.42

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

187.42

Product Group 20: Leading indicators for large NMEs

137.38

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

137.38

Output Area 6.2.2 (K EUR)

Source: PWB database
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ANNEX III
METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK AND NOTES
The methodological framework used for assessing the relevance, effectiveness and efficiency of a
committee is described in situ in sections 5.4, 6.4 and 7.3 of Annex I. This Annex presents a diagrammatic
overview of the framework and notes on how specific aspects of data analysis are conducted.
Relevance

A. Relevance - Data sources,
analysis and assessment
Relevance
Qualitative synthesis

A3 - Capital-based
delegate participation

A1 - Expected outcomes
A2 - MTO results

Corroboration, deepening and broadening

Part I Budget changes

A4 - Interviews with policymakers
Main sources:
A1 – Survey of delegates (as a transition measure until this data is fully integrated into the Programme
Implementation Reporting survey (PIR) for the full review period).
A2 – Biannual Medium-Term Orientations survey.
A3 – Meeting summaries and Event Management System database (EMS).
A4 – Delegates and other policymakers (plus non-Member delegates and representatives of other
international bodies and stakeholder bodies as relevant).
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Effectiveness

B. Effectiveness - Data sources,
analysis and assessment
Effectiveness

Refinement of policy impacts

A1 - Expected outcomes

B1 - Use and policy impact

Corroboration, deepening and
broadening

B2 - Interviews with policymakers
Main sources:
A1 – Survey of delegates (as a transition measure until this data is fully integrated into the Programme
Implementation Reporting survey (PIR) for the full review period).
B1 – PIR survey, the analysis of which in terms of data on policy impacts comprises a number of steps:
•

Output Results from the relevant Bienniums are analysed to ascertain whether they contain related
or interlocking products. Those that do are merged into multi-annual Product Groups that provide a
basis for consolidating PIR ratings over the review period and for focusing discussions on impacts
and supporting factors with interviewees. The reports and instruments included in a given Product
Group are those that fall under its constituting Output Results. A Product Group impact rating
calculated by triangulating across the mean, mode and median of the constituent Output Result
ratings.

•

Product Group ratings are analysed to provide an overall (i.e. of actual and potential impacts on
both Members’ policymaking and the visibility and credibility of the Organisation) assessment of
impacts.

•

Since the 2011 PIR survey (covering the 2009-10 PWB), Output Results are rated both in terms of
the level of impact and the nature of impact, with PIR respondents being able to assign up to five
types of impacts (or indicate why impacts are low). This data is used as follows:
¾ To corroborate ratings and impact descriptions and recalibrate them as necessary using the
guidance matrix, below. Thus, for example, a rating of ‘very high’ that is qualified as
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‘Referenced as a data source without impacting on policy initiatives or without directly
leading to policy development’ would be recalibrated as ‘very low to low’. Similarly, a rating
of ‘low’ characterised as ‘Prompted a review of national policy’ would be recalibrated as
‘medium to very high’.
¾ To analyse overall impacts in order to arrive at an assessment of actual impact, defined as
impact on Members’ policymaking (i.e. overall impact minus potential impact on Members
and impact on the visibility and credibility of the OECD).
B2 – Delegates and other policymakers (plus non-Member delegates and representatives of other
international bodies and stakeholder bodies as relevant).
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Guidance on use/impact descriptions and ratings
Very Low Impact

Low Impact

Medium Impact

High Impact

Very High Impact

Substantively represents or forms the basis of government policy
Considered as the standard for policy setting
Raised in Parliament, been the subject of Ministerial/official announcements
Proposed to be enacted as legislation, enacted as legislation or the subject of
international agreement
Raised in major public forums as being authoritative for policy direction
Referenced in reports/briefings, or used as reference material with a direct impact on policy development/outcomes
Used as the sole / authoritative data source supporting policy initiatives
Prompted a review of national policy
Was the basis for international comparisons used in developing policy options or settings
Provided innovative policy ideas previously unknown to capital
Contributed to preparing the ground for possible future reforms
Used as a data source in conjunction with other non-OECD data sources
Supported discussions and studies
Used as background documentation to inform policy debate
Resulted in an increase to international co-operation and/or policy networks
Referenced as a data source without impacting on policy initiatives or without
directly leading to policy development
Not used /little used since it is not known / little known in capital
Not used / little used since it focuses on issues of no or limited concern in
capital
Not used / little used due to quality concerns
Not used due to limited interest in
capital following changes in national
policy
priorities
/
the
policy
environment
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Efficiency

C. Efficiency - Data sources,
analysis and assessment
Efficiency
Refinement of output
result quality by cost
(Technical efficiency)

C1 - Output result
quality
Corroboration, deepening
and broadening

C3 - Interviews with delegates
(Process efficiency)

C2 - Interviews with
policy-makers

Main sources:
C1 – PIR survey.
C2 – Delegates and other policymakers (complemented by interviews with representatives other
international bodies and stakeholder bodies, as relevant).
C3 – Delegates (plus non-Member delegates and representatives of other international bodies and
stakeholder bodies present in committee meetings, as relevant).
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IDE Implementation

Preparation

Implementation – Phase 1

Components of intensive studies (A4, B2, C2) and
consultation with delegates (A1)

Secondary
data
gathering
(Stage 1)

Secondary
data analysis
(Stage 1)

PWB (A1); MTO (A2);
Participation (A3); PIR (B1
& C1); Documentation (D1
& D2)

Preliminary
draft of ToR

Preparation
of primary
data
collection

Launch consultation with delegates (A1)
Launch interviews with policymakers
(A4, B2, C2)
Send GP questionnaire (D1)

Review by EVC (F)

Draft ToR

Finalise: GP questionnaire (D1);
Interview dossier (A4, B2, C2);
Consultation instrument (A1)

Final ToR

Primary data
gathering
(Stage 1)

Launch meeting
with Bureau

Results of consultation
with delegates (A1)
Results of GP
questionnaire (D1)

Secondary
data analysis
(Stage 2)

Primary data
analysis
(Stage 1)

Refining and benchmarking:
MTO (A2) ; Participation (A3);
Output Result quality (C1)

Intermediate
report

Review by EVC (F)

Consultation with
concerned Directorate

Implementation – Phase 2
Continue interviews with
policymakers (A4, B2, C2)

Interviews with OECD
officials and key delegates on
GPs and processes (D1 & D2)

Review by EVC (F)

Primary data
gathering
(Stage 3)
Primary data
gathering
(Stage 2)

Primary data
Analysis
(Stage 2)

Results of interviews with
policymakers (A4, B2, C2)
Corroboration, deepening and
broadening of secondary data
(A&, A3, B1 & C1)

Secondary
data
gathering
(Stage 2)
Review documentation
relating to GPs and
processes (D1 & D2)

Finalisation

Overall
analysis

Refining/qualitative
synthesis of findings and
benchmarking (A, B & C)
Development of GP cases
and reasons for
underperformance (D)

Review by EVC (F)

Conclusions,
recommendations and
GPs (draft)

Draft Final
Report

Finalisation
meeting with
Bureau (F)

Consultation
with
concerned
directorate
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Review by Council
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Persons interviewed
Policymakers and Delegates
Mr. Brian PINK

Australia

Former CSTAT Chair
National Statistician

Australian Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Bernard WILLIAMS

Australia

WPTGS Chair (2011)
Assistant Statistician

Australian Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Konrad PESSENDORFER

Austria

CSTAT Bureau
National Statistician

Austrian Statistics Authority

Mr. Stephan MOENS

Belgium

International Coordinator
FPS Economy, SMEs, Self-Employed
and Energy

Statistics Belgium

Mr. Freddy VERKRUYSSEN

Belgium

Director of Information and
Communication

Statistics Belgium

Mr. Eric RANCOURT

Canada

Director
International Cooperation Division

Statistics Canada

Mr. Wayne SMITH

Canada

CSTAT Bureau
Chief Statistician

Statistics Canada

Mr. Pieter EVERAERS

European Union

Director
External Cooperation,
Communication and Key Indicators

EUROSTAT

Mr. Ulrich GROSCH

Germany

Head of Division
Balance of Payments, Exchange Rates
and Capital Markets Analysis,

Deutsche Bundesbank

Mrs. Sibylle VON OPPELNBRONIKOWSKI

Germany

Director of Strategy and Planning,
International Relations, Research and
Communication

Federal Statistical Office (Destatis)

Susanne SCHNORR-BAECKER

Germany

Head of Division, Fundamental
Questions, National and International
Co-ordination

Federal Statistical Office (Destatis)

Mr. Bernd STOERTZBACH

Germany

Head of Section for Supranational and
International Co-ordination

Federal Statistical Office (Destatis)

Mr. Martin TAMBOUR

Germany

Supranational and International Coordination

Federal Statistical Office (Destatis)

Mr. Marti LEHMANNSTANISLOWSKI

Germany

Director
Economic Analysis, Forecasts and
Studies Department

Federal Ministry of Economics and Technology
(BMWi)

Mr. László TURÓCZY

Hungary

Director General
Economic Policy Department

Ministry for National Economy

Mr. Dániel PALOTAI

Hungary

Head of the Macroeconomic
Department

Ministry for National Economy

Ms. Olivia BLUM

Israel

Director
International Relations & Statistical
Coordination Department

Central Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Soli PELEG

Israel

Senior Director
Macro-economics Department

Central Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Amit YAGUR-KROLL

Israel

Agriculture and Environmental
Statistics Sector

Central Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Enrico GIOVANNINI

Italy

President

ISTAT - National Institute of Statistics

Mr. Shunsuke KIMURA

Japan

Director
International Statistical Affairs

Ministry of Internal Affairs and
Communications
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Ki-Jong WOO

Korea

CSTAT Bureau
Commissioner

Statistics Korea (KOSTAT)

Mr. José MURILLO

Mexico

Director of Economic Information

Bank of Mexico

Mr. Miguel MESSMACHER
LINARTAS

Mexico

Head of Economic Planning

Ministry of Finance

Dr. Alberto ORTEGA Y VENZOR

Mexico

Director General
Strategic Affairs

National Institute of Statistics, Geography and
Informatics (INEGI)

Mr. Olav LJONES

Norway

Deputy Director General
National Institute of Statistics and
Geography, National Accounts

Statistics Norway

Ms. Agnieszka MRÓZ

Poland

Head of the Section in the Analyses
and Comprehensive Studies
Department

Central Statistical Office

Mr. Mateusz KALETA

Poland

Expert in the International
Cooperation Department

Central Statistical Office

Ms. Małgorzata
GNIEWASZEWSKA

Poland

Expert in the International
Cooperation Department

Central Statistical Office

Mr. Adam ORZECHOWSKI

Poland

Deputy Director
Trade Policy Department

Ministry of Economics and Finance

Ms. Marijana BEDNAS

Slovenia

Deputy director

Institute of Macroeconomic Analysis and
development (IMAD)

Ms Irena KRIZMAN

Slovenia

Director-General

Statistical Office of the Republic of Slovenia

Ms. Jil MATHESON

United Kingdom

CSTAT (Current Chair)
National Statistician

UK Statistics Authority
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