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Part |: 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

| find the style and tone of the chapters simplearcand explanatory. It reads very well gnd
| think it is appropriate for a manual. Chaptersparticularly clear in explaining what the
SEEA is and what its policy relevance can be. Thiapter also proves to be extremely clear
in highlighting the need for such an integratedrfesvork and in clearly positioning the
SEEA among the many other statistical standardsirfk section 1.3.4 has been extremgly
well drafted).

However, the chapter would benefit from a minoareengement of the various sections. |
would suggest explaining the structure of the n&&S before going into the details of its
scope and coverage. This implies moving sectioniri.Between current section 1.3 and
1.3.1 on page 6. The idea is to first explain BBEA is a system, then explain the strucfure
of such system/framework and only at that point ente the details of the scope and
coverage. Then mention the history of environmeataiounting to finally close with infp
on the SEEA in the context of other statisticahdtads.

I would also suggest adding a graph/schema to Nystepresent how the SEEA Central
Framework, the SEEA Experimental Ecosystem Accouensl the SEEA Extensions and
Applications are linked to each other and, withie SEEA Central Framework, what are
relationships among the 5 types of accounts.

The only general comment on chapter 3 is thatebseto mostly focus on energy, water and
minerals, while less relevance is given to biolabiesources such as food, which ar
from an environmental and human point of view, ¢ho®st critical for enabling human lif
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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 coriEnoss the chapters would be
appreciated.

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

Section 1.3.2 summarizes the 5 types of accourthidad in the SEEA framework.
However, “Accounting for Ecosystems” is not incldden this summary although then
explained on page 11, section 1.43 and followigso, it is unclear the rationale for
inclusion of “Accounting for Ecosystems” in this agter. Why SEEA Experimental
Ecosystem Accounts is introduced while SEEA Extemsiand Applications it is not?

In section 1.32, it is indicated that monetary aatibn of environmental assets is performed
by using their market price even if this leaves sarme of the benefits that can be generated
by such assets. It is then indicated that “...Tleasarement and valuation of the full range
of environmental benefits is incorporated in ectmysaccounts....”. However, there is |no

indication of where such ecosystem accounting iglleal (volume 2?).

Section 1.54: typing error in the first line.




Section 1.67: here it is stated “...In particulbe twritings of Smith, Ricardo, Mills an

d

others...”. No reference is provided in here plliese names are probably very well know to

an economic/statistic audience but surely not &dhvironmental accounting communi
As SEEA is intended to be read and used by thisrlabmmunity as well, proper referen
should be given. In general section 1.4.1 woulceliefrom inclusion of precise reference

Section 1.84 states “...Consequently, the UNSCroheted that the revision of the SEH
should proceed in two related but distinct arédsut then 3 areas are listed: central
Framework, Ecosystem accounting and extensionsapptications (mentioned in sectiq
1.86). Please revise.

Section 1.101: | would suggest to clearly state SBEA Central Framework, the SEH
Experimental Ecosystem Accounts, and the SEEA Biies and Applications are
separate volumes if this is still the case.

Section 3.8: to my experience, attempts have beadenin the past by environmen
accountants to use physical SUT for environmentatgended input-output analys
However, many times such PSUTs were just derivecthfMonetary SUT by convertin
monetary flows in physical flows by using commodityces. Clearly indicating that PSU]
indicated in the SEEA are directly created fromgitgl data is of extreme importance.

In section 3, | found particularly important thentioue mentioning of the fact that recordi
physical flows involves recording flows from theveonment to the economy, flows with
the economy, and flows back to the environment.

In section 3.10 it is stated “...At the same tim@gmificant part of energy input is carried
physical substances, referred to as fuels, anc thesis are within scope of both enel
accounts and material flow accounts — noting they are measured in different units in |
different accounts...”. How do you deal with thespible double counting issue when,
instance, Economy Wide Material Flow Accounts (EVIFA) are compiled?

Section 3.14: | see your point but would say thasyatemic approach in addressi
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environmental issues is of high priority if we dcereally reduce human pressure on the
environment rather than just shifting pressure fooma area (say fossil fuels) to another (say

water — this could be the case of biofuels). Ashsucbelieve the value added of an

environmental accounting framework as SEEA liegsrcapacity (mentioned several tim

in the document) to provide a common framework éport a wide range of different

statistics. The main message of this section (labindividual components) seems to
conflicting with what I think is the main value SEEA. Rather than suggesting the splitt
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in sub-section | would like to see this documergssing and encouraging the importance of

the complete SEEA implementation, even if thisnsaabitious task. After all, section 3.13

clearly states “...It also requires an understagdifithe purposes for which the resulting

tables and accounts can be applied...”.

Section 3.54 reads “However, cultivated biologicasources are not considered natural

resource inputs and are instead treated as growitlgn the economy”. From a puf

e

environmental accounting point of view, considerougtivated resources (e.g., agricultural
products) as resources growing within the econoanotes an approach deeply grounded in
the economic theory. Clearly, these are productssetyrowth is managed by humans but it

is only thanks to environmental assets (non hunmaven) that such resources can

be

generated. | consider agricultural products as smimg produced by the environment and

then extracted by humans to enter the economyurmsary | find the distinction betwee

n

cultivated biological resources and natural biatagresources too subjective and based on

the rationale of the economic theory rather thamiophysical criteria. In essence the w
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EW-MFA deals with cultivated resources is closemtivat | believe would resonate best
with the environmental accounting community.




