10 - Just for clarification, IRES is not under the auspices of the UNCommittee of Experts on Environmental Accounts? IRES and SEEA-E are two distinct documents; it is mentioned complementary. IRES should be a stand alone document because of the specificity of energy. It is only in the chapter on links between energy balances and energy accounts and environment that the complementary should be developed (although references could be made in the document when appropriate).

21 - (i) We are not sure that the word "marketing" is the right word.

21 - (iv) We should not be against harmonization with other systems but we should know what are the new recommendations before signing of on this paragraph. Yes, if they go on the right direction. No, otherwise.

23 - Energy policy makers should be in italics as the other groups of users are.

23 - (i) Here is a good example of the general comment on stocks. We will rephrase the first part of the paragraph as follows: For assessment of national energy security, detailed statistics on energy supply,

transformation', demand and stocks levels are needed. Data on production, trade, consumption, and stocks levels and changes are politically sensitive....

23 - (iii) We are not sure in the wording "air inventories" is the right one. Better to mention GHG. Air inventories are different since they cover local air quality and pollution and call on other sets of data.

Again "our time" might not be the best word.

24 - Data on market changes, deregulations and market efficiency. These not really part of energy statistics but more business, finance and statistics. By the way what is market efficiency?

26 - This paragraph should be rephrased. It seems that energy statistics should be collected for energy accounts (even though it is added to the extent possible). As you know, energy statistics are first collected for energy policy purposes. So the need to reword it with a more careful approach.

27 - What is the 10 stand for?

31 - Why "at least some countries". Either it is general rules or it is not.

31 - We agree that it should not create significant additional burden, but it will (and should) for countries which have no reporting in place. And by the way, how de we qualify "significant"?
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