22nd meeting of the IWG

Moscow, Institute for Continuous Education in Forestry, February 19-20, 2009

IWG members present:  Felice Padovani and Arvydas Lebedys, FAO; Alex McCusker, UNECE; Frances Maplesden, ITTO; Marilise Wolf-Crowther, Eurostat
1) Opening and adoption of the agenda

a. 
The agenda was adopted with points added under 3e (cross-referencing HS2007/CN2008) and 5d (JWEE briefing)
b. Mr. Padovani agreed to chair the meeting and Mr. McCusker to act as rapporteur.

2) Review of JFSQ 2008 cycle

a. ITTO received replies for 24/27 consumers and 18/33 producers. For JQs under ITTO’s responsibility, no responses were received from Bolivia, Cameron, CAR, Dem. Rep of Congo, Rep of Congo, Fiji, Guatemala, India, Myanmar, Nigeria, PNG, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Vanuatu.  Nine out of 34 replies were fully completed (including ITTO1-3). Overall quality has declined, including for consumer countries.

i. There have been numerous changes in correspondents.
ii. Consumer countries continue to have difficulties in reporting on tropical products.
iii. A statistical workshop conducted in India was positive but management changes in the organisation have impeded India’s ability to reply in a timely manner in 2008.
iv. Dissemination

1. ITTO has published the 2007 Annual Review and Assessment of the Tropical Timber Market Situation and the 2008 Annual Review will be published in mid-2009.  When the ITTA 2006 is ratified, the Annual Review will only be published every two years although statistics will still be collected annually.

2. UNCTAD web module is nearly complete, with data soon to become available directly from the ITTO website. Marketing information systems price data may also become a component of this.

3. ITTO continues to supply ad-hoc data queries (nearly one per day).
b. Eurostat received replies from all countries (including DK in 2009) but many replies were late with much work required to finalize data.  Eurostat did get a reply from BG.

i. Data problems were present with Germany, Hungary, Slovenia and Belgium.

ii. There have been many difficulties with exchange rate and database issues. There have been fundamental problems with not getting the output from the database to match input data

iii. Data dissemination

1. Upload to free dissemination database in August

2. Direct request from other DGs

3. Plans for 2009 Pocketbook

4. Produced Statistics in Focus on production and trade in June 2008

c. UNECE received replies from 12 of its countries.  This included 12 JQ1, 10 JQ2, 10 JQ3, and 9 ECE1.  These numbers will increase with the reports prepared for the Moscow correspondents meeting.  The percentage of replies was fairly good, in line with previous years.
i. There has been a database compilation programme problem
ii. Dissemination for provisional and Forest Products Annual Market Review  data and publication is on time

iii. Final 2007 data has not yet been released
iv. Secondary products and species trade data still not being released due to lack of resources

d. FAO had a decline in JFSQ replies in 2008 from 100 to 92, mostly in C&S America.  Africa seems to be improving.

i. FAO representatives’ offices seem to be making improvements in reaching institutes responsible for national forest products statistics 
ii. The response rate includes Asia (40%), Oceania (80%), America (55%), Africa and South America (60%). No response was received from China 

iii. There has been improved access to COMTRADE and more data is being obtained on-line from other sources (e.g. China)

iv. FAO’s statistical team is shrinking but work is consistently getting done

v. Dissemination

1. 2007 data was released in January 2009.  No provisional data has been released
2. FAOSTAT/foresSTAT CD will be released by late March in time for the FAO Committee on Forestry (COFO)
3. The 61st edition of the Yearbook of Forest Products will be released by late spring 2009 
e. Data discrepancies

i. FAO distributed a series of data problems in the January 2009 dataset (repeated data, negative AC, missing value/volume)
ii. ITTO presented its data problems (which were discussed Friday p.m.)

iii. ECE promised to investigate reasons for discrepancies between official/non-official data supplied to correspondents’ meeting by FAO and actual status of ECE data

f. Data exchange issues

i. Apparently many problems this year

ii. FAOSTAT processing of final data was delayed due to processing problems from Geneva partly due to processing problems in receiving data from Eurostat

iii. Analysis is taking place too late in the process, leaving little time for data correction and exchange with correspondents, thus underlining the importance of maintaining deadlines

3) JFSQ 2008, HS2007 after one year

a. HS2007 mostly but not completely implemented by countries

b. Items changed

i. It was hard to integrate changes in data codes from ECE1/EU3 this year

c. Difficulties in completing particular data items. None to report, no discontinuities.

d. HS2007 codes

i. Item 12.6 has ex482390 which Poland believes should be integrated into a listing of all of 4823 (we assumed that part of 482390 is non-printing and writing paper).  IWG asked Eurostat to get annual data for 2007-2008 for 4823 90 40 (or printing and writing) and 4823 90 85 (other purposes).  If 90 85 is small we will drop the ex code here and in 12.6.1. However, the result of that analysis (sent to all on 5 March 2009) was that 4823 90 40 is rather insignificant while 4823 90 85 is large both in quantity and value. This means that the ex-code must be maintained in 12.6.1 (but not in 12.6, which encompasses all “Other articles of paper or paperboard”). 
ii. Poland also identified that HS 940390 in 11.6 includes wooden furniture parts. As it also includes other parts (metal etc.), we cannot include this directly but should make an ex code.

e. CN/HS2007

i. We support removal of supplementary units for pellets and sawdust to force reporting in weight under EU rules

ii. The addition of m3 under 4407 and 4408 to improve reporting in correct units

iii. Eurostat will create a CN code list integrated into our code list when they issue the questionnaire, in a separate table

4) 2009 JFSQ cycle

a. Changes

i. Overbark/underbark.  Eurostat proposed that collecting this information in removals would be beneficial to show impact on the forest.  IWG did not support extending the JFSQ backwards into forest resources.  Eurostat will make a trial worksheet for its countries.

ii. Definitions should include non-reported data.  The IWG agreed to add a sentence to insert before “it excludes” in “removals” and “production” on first page of definitions to say “Please note that this includes removals (/production) from all sources within the country including public, private, and informal sources” 
iii. Layout of the cross-references
1. Increase spacing between HS codes (2 spaces rather than 1)

2. Discussed decimal separator, agreed to remove this for HS codes

3. This is experimental for this year

4. We discussed dropping HS96 or 2002 but felt enough changes were implemented this year

iv. Add ex940390 to 11.6 (wooden furniture).  Also add ex940190. Check for HS2002 and HS96 as well.

b. JFSQ improvements

i. Eurostat showed an extensive additional checking (unit value, automatic aggregate) and guidelines to be included in the JFSQ.  IWG discussed, commented on and agreed to see how it went for Eurostat countries. FAO pointed out the importance of any checks fitting the computer equipment levels in countries with widely varying capabilities.

ii. ECE proposed again prefilling quest but this was turned down on basis of complexity of managing system and that data were available on internet for easy reference (point to data and questionnaire instead).
iii. We discussed hidden rows and columns and will discuss at next meeting the purpose of this.
c. Data validation

i. Check of rank of country – no, considered secondary

ii. Existing validation checks are robust and no new checks required

iii. Lengthy discussion of Eurostat data validation procedures and database problems impeding full validation

iv. Status codes (in database, not dissemination).  Each organisation will contribute to this list

	Code
	FAO
	ITTO
	UNECE
	Eurostat

	
	Database
	Publish
	Database

	Publish
	Database
	Publish
	Database
	Publish

	Official
	blank
	
	blank
	
	2
	blank
	blank
	blank

	Unofficial (not from correspondent)
	*
	
	*
	
	3 – analytical estimate
	E
	3
	s (Eurostat estimate)

	Estimate
	F
	
	I (by ITTO)
	
	3 or 8 (technical estimate)
	E
	3
	s (Eurostat estimate)

	Repeat
	T (automatic, cannot be added directly)
	
	
	
	5
	R
	5
	s (Eurostat estimate)

	National estimate
	
	
	
	
	9
	N
	9
	e (national or correspondent estimate)

	Validated
	
	
	
	
	1 (analyst has accepted)
	blank
	blank
	blank

	Calculate
	C
	
	
	
	4 – this means figure is an automatic sum of subitems (applies to regions as well)
	blank
	4
	s (Eurostat estimate)

	Source Comext/Comtrade
	W
	
	C
	
	In notes, not status
	N/A
	1
	s (Eurostat estimate)

	Source Comtrade mirror database
	
	
	CB
	
	
	
	
	

	Source Global Trade Atlas
	
	
	G
	
	
	
	
	

	Source FAO
	
	
	F
	
	
	
	
	

	Source ECE TC forecast
	
	
	TCF
	
	
	
	
	

	Figure rounded to 0
	
	
	R
	
	
	
	Small figure in the data
	0 (= less than half the unit used)

	Figure adjusted from weight
	F
	
	W
	
	
	
	
	

	Data not available or impossible to calculate
	blank
	
	- - 
	
	Data record does not exist
	…
	Blank in the data 
	:

	Provisional  
	
	
	
	
	7 – used to indicate data either we or the country are uncertain about
	p
	7
	p

	Confidential 
	
	
	
	
	6
	Data represented by +++
	6
	:c 

	"Not applicable" or "real zero" or "zero by default" 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Real zero in the data
	–


d. Improvements in data queries and inter-organisation resolutions

i. UNECE did not respond to ITTO requests. This needs more immediate attention; ITTO will flag these as urgent. Additional data issues were discussed between ITTO, UNECE and FAO

ii. FAO provided a list of its data problems which the 3 partner organisations reviewed and agreed to address (apparent consumption, missing quantity or value, excessive change and repeated data)

iii. FAOSTAT data for UNECE countries that have not previously replied should be imported into UNECE database

e. Deadlines and data exchanges: The IWG members again underlined the importance of keeping to these dates to support each other’s work to the maximum extent possible. Tables, definitions and cross-references were revised by FAO and distributed among partners by the end of March 2009.
i. Send to partners within one week after receipt 

ii. Send weekly from Eurostat to ECE during market review preparations

	Agency
	Eurostat
	UNECE 
	ITTO
	FAO

	Dispatch deadline
	March 31
	March 31
	May 31
	April 30

	External deadline
	May 15
	May 15
	August 31
	August 31

	Internal deadline (last day for new data additions)
	June 12 / Oct 8
	June 19 
	Draft AR Oct 31 (needs TCQ as well) Final AR Jan 30
	Preliminary 30 June / Final Nov 20

	Basic validation
	June 15 / Oct 15
	June 19 / Oct 30
	February 1
	To Sep 30 (as received)

	Analytical validation (last day for data
 corrections)
	June 15 / Oct 15
	June 26 
	March 1
	July 15 / Nov 10

	Dispatch to ECE
	June 19 / Oct 19
	
	
	

	Dispatch to FAO
	
	June 30/Nov 10
	weekly
	

	Database upload
	July / November
	June 30 / December 30 
	March 15 
	July 31 / Dec 15


5) Other business

a. Organisational change

i. ECE – extra staff and changes at the top

ii. FAO – no changes

iii. ITTO – gaining staff member in EIMI from China

b. Results of mandates / meetings

i. ITTA 2006 still pending agreement

c. National correspondents on Forest Products Statistics
i. Workshop India (ITTO/FAO) 13-16 May 2008

ii. Workshop Moscow (FAO/UNECE) 16-19 February 2009
d. JWEE:  ECE informed about the current status of enquiry which will be presented at the March Working Party
6) Meetings

a. Various relevant meetings were discussed 
b. ITTO will organise a Mexico statistical training workshop before Nov 2009 

c. FAO encouraged the partners to organise national workshops to improve communication and data quality.
� Can be combined with each other, e.g. CBR = Comtrade mirror rounded to zero
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