SEEA Revision
Chapters 1-6

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL AFFAIRS
STATISTICS DIVISION

UNITED NATIONS Comment Form

Global Consultation Comment Form

Revised SEEA Chapter1-6

Deadline for responses: 7 December 2011
Send responses to: seea@un.org

Your name: Sacha Baud, Caroline Vogl-Lang, Hubert Reisinger,
Sigbert Huber, Stefanie Linser, Michael Nagy
Your country/organization: | Austria/Statistics Austria, Ministry for Agriculter
Forestry, Environment and Water Management,
Umweltbundesamt

Contact (e.g. email address))Sacha.baud@statistik.gv.at
Caroline.vogl-lang@lebensministerium.at
Hubert.reisinger@umweltbundesamt.at
Sigbert.huber@umweltbundesamt.at
Stefanie.linser@umweltbundesamt.at
Michael.nagy@umweltbundesamt.at

To submit responses please save this documeneaddtsas an attachment to the following
e-mail addresseea@un.org

The comment form has been designed to facilitaettalysis of comments. In Part | general
comments on the general style, content and coverfadpe chapter are sought. In Part Il any
technical and other comments should be included.

Relevant documents

Before submitting responses you are encourageshththe accompanying papers available
on the website.

Revision of the SEEA: Draft Version for Second RmfriGlobal Consultation, October 2011
— Chapters 1 -6

Reading guide for the SEEA Revision Second Rou@Gtbbil Consultation

Supporting material for selected classificationsldists in the revised SEEA



Part I: General comments
This is the first global consultation based ondbmplete set of chapters for the SEEA

Central Framework. In this section please provigigegal comments on the drafts chapters.

You may like to consider providing comments onghde and tone, the content and
coverage, and the general accessibility of the mahte

The System of Environmental-Economic Accounting ES8E is helpful for various

clearly that SEEA is not able to depict environraéqtiality.

a.s.o.).
It is difficult to navigate through the document€fe should be either only one table

contents an overall table of contents specifyirgdhapter headings.

term “anthropogenic stock” should be used.

called something different (different wording) abte 3.5.1.

General comments on physical flow accounts for wate
Two major things can be observed:

1. The PSUT has changed significantly from the vergi@sented in the first global
consultation. The current version is much moredlift to understand and some
conceptual aspects are unclear.

2. There are some important conceptual departures 88EA-Water (2007).

Part I1: Technical and other comments

In the box below please supply any additional comsercluding those of a more technical
nature. As this is the first consultation wheretbmplete 6 chapters have been released,
comments on the consistency of the technical comiEnoss the chapters would be
appreciated.

Please reference your responses with the relewsagmph number or section number.

The document proposes to represent the circular diomaterials/waste/recycling materials
in a single supply/use (input/output) table (aswahan table 3.2.1 on page 67). The way
chosen, to model the waste management sector feadsepresentation of the flows which
are very difficult to understand. In this represgioin industries supply both “untreated and
treated waste” to themselves. It would be much nt@resparent to model/depict the waste
management system as an own sector. Also insteadsefctor heading” “accumulation” the

purposes. Though in the description of its polielevance it should be added and stated

Figures on stocks and also on environmental sesvideether in physical or monetary terins
cannot replace statistics on environmental quéisyair quality, water quality, soil quality,

of

contents (including all chapters and sub-chaptersh addition to the chapters’ tables |of

It is very important that the explanations of tablés in the text are fully consistent with the
tables! E.g. the 5 sections mentioned in paragffB7 to describe the water PSUT are



Page 3, § 1.13:

It is stated that “the benefits of the SEEA to ppland decision making processes cary
seen in specific areas such as ... the changing ttmm@ind health of ecosystems and th
capacity to continue to deliver benefits to humgnitWe do not see how SEEA do
support this insight. Perhaps the experimentalrenmental accounts will show this. But
we do not yet know them, this statement shouldhaeged.

Page 4, § 1.14:

“State of the environment” is an expression whghised for environmental quality. What
meant here are “environmental stocks” The expoesshould be changed to avqg
misunderstanding.

Page 6, § 1.16:
Also in this paragraph “state of the environmemidgld be changed into “of environmen
stocks”.

Page 8, § 1.26: To some extend materials are ak@y carriers and contain water. King
add a sentence how the overlaps between subsysteengy, water and material are de
with.

Page 36, § 2.46: | am not sure if the conversioofies of oil equivalent to Gigajoule ig
bigger problem as the conversion of Dollars to Edtoleast if a conversion standard exi
it does not change over the years. The real prabbmmthe lack of measurement of phys
input/output-flows, the lack of knowledge what happ with the differences between inj
and output (has it been converted to a differemputy is it part of the stock, is it part
emissions or waste, or did it dissipate), the that materials may be energy carriers
frequently contain water, the possibility that eyeand water contents of materials m
change over time, and the possibility that materélen may increase within the econol
system by accepting gaseous components from tlie.girby binding Cg).

Page 62, § 3.10: In strictly technical terms “fldwguld be mass/time (e.g. tonne/year)
not already done in the report an explanation shbel added, that usually mass-, enel
and water flows refer to a calendar year, so tiiaddmvention the time-term of the flow th
is the term “per year” is skipped.

Page 62, § 3.10: Does the sentengeitie same time a significant part of energy input is
carried by physical substances, referred to as fuels, and these items are within scope of
both energy accounts and material flow accounts — noting that they are measured in
different units in the different accounts.” mean that fuels are accounted twice? How abg
the overlap between material and water flows? Aee3 sub-systems energy, material, w
really 3 separate sub-systems which combined dheetotal system or is each of them a
total system which describes the resource flovtkéreconomy from 3 different angles?

Page 67: Table 3.2.1: We understand that the islthe sum of two balance lines:
Balance line a: material input into the economyatenal output from the economy
Balance line b: waste input into the waste managésector = waste/recycling material
output from the waste management sector.

It, however, is very difficult to understand hovdustry can supply to the economy both
“residuals generated by industry” and “residualbfeing treatment.

It is strongly recommended to add the waste manegesector as an own column, which

supplies “recycling material” and “uses” waste @st of letting the industry “supply treate

residuals to the economy”. (Also table 2.3.2 ongp@g should be changed accordingly).
Also the “sector heading” “accumulation” shouldreglaced by the heading “anthropoge
stock” as “accumulation” is the difference betwseapply and use.
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Page 99, § 3.187: The 5 sections mentioned arechdifierently in the PSUT (table 3.5.1).
It is difficult to understand the table when thésiot fully consistent (word by word!). It
could help if the roman numerals used in the texi (ii; iv, v) were used in the PSUT as
well.

Page 99, § 3.189: An explanation is missing whyskbolds are considered to be part of the
“Water collection, treatment and supply” (in taBl&.1). As the water supply industry (ISIC
36) plays an important role as water supplier amgskholds an important role as water
users they should have their own columns.

Page 100, § 3.194:

» First sentence: “own-consumption” should be repdne “own-use” (reason: in
water statistics “consumption” and “use” have difg meanings).

* General: It is difficult to understand why watesaiacted by households should b
allocated to water collection and supply (ISIC 36)he column “total” of “water
collection, treatment and supply” (ISIC 36) incladself-abstraction of householdg
this will not only lead to misinterpretations bilg@to inconsistencies in the SEEA
W hybrid tables. Here either a better explanatsongeded (including a reference
where in the SEEA the relevant paragraph is dasgilbhe general treatment of
household activity”) or the columns need to be sxted.

D

Page 101, table 3.5.1:
* Very difficult to understand when having the SEEA{®007) concept in mind and
when comparing it to the version presented fomptteeious global consultation.
* Inconsistent with the explanation given in paragra@d87
* Physical supply table:

0 Section “Abstraction” should either be renamedAbstractions (to be
consistent with paragraph 3.200) or better (fotdveinderstanding of the
user of the table): “Supply of abstracted watestteer economic units”

o ltis difficult to understand why “water for ownelsis part of the supply
table. Why is a use of water part of the supplyetab

o Itis not clear why ISIC 36 cannot distribute waieslls are grey).

0 Section “Flows of wastewater and wesed water” should be renamed eith
to “Flows of wastewater and reused water” or “Sypylwastewater and
reused water produced to other economic units”

* Physical use table:

o0 Heading: “Flows fronthe Rest of the World” should be renamed to “Floyws
to the Rest of the World”

0 “Sources of water” should be renamed to “Abstractdwater from the
environment” (to be consistent with paragraph 3) I87Water abstraction
by industry” (as it was in the previous versiontden global consultation)

0 Section “Use of abstractions” should be renamétUse of abstracted
water received from other economic activities”. éparation of “distributed
water” and “water for own use” makes no sense here.

o0 Name of section “Flows of wastewater and reuse@rvaan remain or has
to be changed to “Use of wastewater and reused wedduced by other
economic units”.

o Itis not clear why the cell “wastewater receiveahfi other units” is blank
(instead of grey) for ISIC 36

[1°)
—

Page 102, § 3.200: What is here calle¥ {frt of the supply table” is called in paragraph
3.187 a “section”. Please be consistent with timeesdics (“section” versus “part”) as it is
really difficult to match the text with the table!




Page 104, § 3.213:

» Thisis a conceptual departure from SEEA-W (20WfJdan runoff should be
conceptually treated like mine-dewatering or adtizal drainage! Monetary flows
and investments concerning collection and treatroeatban runoff are related to
ISIC 37, therefore, consequently the collectiomrdifan runoff is an abstraction by
ISIC 37 and the discharge is a supply by ISIC 330(t0 be consistent with the
emission tables — see last sentence of paragraph!}.

« “wastewater treatment” (8sentence and"sentence) needs to be replaced by
“sewer”.

Page 112, § 3.258: The term “gross releases” rexedsgplanation.

Page 112, § 3.261: This paragraph makes cleaethiasions related to urban runoff are
allocated to ISIC 37. This is 0.k.! But the conventin PSUT needs to be the same!

Page 113, § 3.265: The original SEEA-W (2007) cphoénet and gross emission provid
a very important concept and gives the emissionwts an additional benefit compared
“classical” water statistics. This concept showohain!

Page 114, table 3.6.2: The columns should be the s& in the PSUT. “Other industries”
too highly aggregated — at least manufacturingstriks should have their own column.

Page 173 ff: §, 5.31 forests, chapters 5.6 andFagst accounts seems to be o.k. and
consistent with the international and national gifasations and methods we use.

Page 232, § 5.326: It should be added to the etitedirst sentence “used for agriculture
and forestry” in order to avoid misunderstandirgs;ause the area of soil type in genera
does not change except in many decades, but alea#ledn of soil suitable for agriculture
and forestry will certainly change due to changelamnd cover, soil quality and soil
environment. In the 2nd sentence and the Tablé& §.i& recommended to replace soill
function by soil quality (soil functions are e.iyithg space for organisms, biomass
production but also natural and cultural archive) ahange the contents between the
parenthesis to “e.g. due to compaction and acatifa”.

Page 233, § 5.330: For asset accounts for the \ebfraoil resources classifications relat
to land use and land cover are more meaningfulesdre important factors for soil
erosion.

All other comments delivered in the previous glotx@hsultation are still valid.
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