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|. Introduction
1. The Global Assessment of Environmental-Economic odoting was undertaken by the
United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) under thespices of the United Nations Committee of
Experts on Environmental-Economic Accounting (UN@&HE-ollowing the adoption of the System
of Environmental Economic Accounting 2012 Centredriework (SEEA Central Framework), the
the UNCEEA undertook a follow up assessment tatiewhich took place in 2006.

2. The questionnaire was developed using web-basegyssoftwaré, and was shortened from
the 2006 version. It was carried out in one phasd,took approximately 30-60 minutes to complete.
While the majority of respondents filled in the \&y online, there was also the possibility to
complete the survey on paper and submit it to UNSDhardcopy. Respondents were strongly
encouraged to fill in the assessment online howeaits interactive features enabled the respdnden
to answer only those questions which were relelvaséd on previous answers.

3. The Global Assessment was sent by email on 13 Nbger2014 to the 192 Member
Countries. As of 29 January 2015, 85 countriesarded to the Assessment, corresponding to a
response rate of 44 percent. The list of countties$ responded to the Assessment is reported in
Annex |. The analysis will be updated once mor@aeeses are received, and will be made available
on the UNSD website. Individual country responsds also be made available, based on explicit
permission obtained from responding countries.

4, The aim of the Global Assessment was to delineddasaline for the SEEA implementation
against which progress will be assessed on a nelgatds. The assessment also serves to gain a bette
understanding of (a) the current status of natid®BEA implementation, including institutional
arrangements; (b) countries’ priorities and futptans for the implementation of selected SEEA-
based accounts; and (c) countries’ needs in tefnssigport for implementation of the SEEA. The
Assessment included questions on countries’ enwismtal-economic accounting programmes, the
current scope and future plans for said nationalg@mmes, institutional and inter-institutional
arrangements, receipt of technical assistance \aithhility of supporting statistics.

5. This report presents the main findings of the Assesnt. It is organized as follows: Section 2
presents a summary of the main conclusions; se@tipresents the extent of current environmental-
economic accounting programmes in countries, inodthe number of staff dedicated to
environmental-economic accounting and the extentinbégration of these programmes with
environment statistics programmes; section 4 pteséhe scope of environmental-economic
accounting programmes, both in terms of the acsooutrently compiled and national plans for the
compilation of SEEA-based accounts in the futurection 5 presents national institutional
arrangements, identifying inter-institutional amgaments for the compilation of environmental-
economic accounts and the extent of coordinatiochan@sms between institutions; section 6 presents

! Survey Monkey software was used to design anéctdurvey responses; countries could also submiit t
responses via email.



details of technical assistance received by coesitrand section 7 describes findings on national
availability of supporting data sources.

[1.  Summary of the Conclusions

6. The Assessment indicated that environmental-econoagcounting programmes are
established and expanding components of natiorsistits programmes. In particular 64% of
responding countries had programmes on environfeateomic accounts, corresponding to fifty-
four countries, while 18% of respondents (i.eeBft countries) were planning to start the compitati
of accounts for the first time. This correspormlat31% increase in the percentage of countrids wit
a programme on environmental-economic accountimgpeoed to the Global Assessment conducted
in 2006.

7. Roughly 59% of countries indicated that their eommental-economic accounting
programmes use the same definitions, classificatiand data collections as their environment
statistics programmes.

8. The topics covered by accounting programmes diffdretween developing and developed
countries. In developed countries, the choice afoants to compile, as well as future plans to
expand/begin compilation of accounts was shapegtlatby EU legislation. In developing countries,
existing activities and future plans were largéikéd to accounts related to water and energy.

9. In roughly 33% of countries with programmes on emwmental accounts, more than one

institution was responsible for the compilationeofzironmental-economic accounts/modules (or part
of an account/module). More than two-thirds of doies had set up a multi-stakeholder coordination
mechanism to enable coordination in the producitdnenvironmental-economic accounts and

supporting statistics.

10. On average, 69% of countries received technicastasse in setting up their programme for
the compilation of specific accounts. Of the regfping countries, Eurostat was most often cited as a
provider of technical assistance in developed a@esmtwhile the United Nations Statistics Division
was the largest provider in developing countries.

1. Programmesfor Environmental-Economic Accounts

11. The Assessment aimed to ascertain the extent iohwtrogrammes on environmental-
economic accounting exist within countries. For fheposes of the assessment, a country was
considered to have a programme on environmentalegoi accounting if it compiles any
part/module of the SEEA based accounts in physicaionetary terms. Table 1 shows the existence
of such programmes in countries, disaggregated ip#conomic and geographical rediorOf the
eighty-five countries which responded to the questaire, fifty-four currently have a programme on
environmental-economic accounts.

12. Those respondents which indicated that they dichage an existing programme were asked
whether they had plans to begin the compilatiorrofironmental-economic accounts in the future.

? Classification of countries by economic and geoljiegd region is done according to the United Nagion
Statistics Division’s Composition of macro geogriph(continental) regions, geographical sub-regj@nd
selected economic and other groupings. 8#p://unstats.un.org/unsd/methods/m49/m49regin.htm




As illustrated in Table 1, fifteen of the resporglicountries indicated that they intended to begin
compilation of the accounts in the future. Thisresponds to roughly 50% of all responding countries
which do not have a programme to date.

Table 1: Existence of Environmental-Economic Accounting Programmesin Countries

Existing Programme Planning a Programme
Number of Number Number of Percentage Number of Percentage
Responses countries* countries countries  countries* of countries
1) without a with a witha planninga planning a

programme programme programme programme programme

) (©) 31) (4) (41)

All Member States 85 31 54 64% 15 18%
By Economic Region:
Developd 40 9 31 78% 3 8%
Develojing 45 22 23 51% 12 27%
By Geographical Region:
Africa 15 10 5 33% 5 33%
Central, Eastern, - '
Southern and 12 5 7 58% 3 25%
South-Eastern Asia o _
Europe anc 37 8 29 78% 3 8%

Northern America
Latin America and

Caribbean 10 4 6 60% 2. | .20%
Oceania 3 0 3 100% 0_ _ _ 0%
Western Asi 8 4 4 50% 2 25%

*Where countries refers to those which respondetiéaquestionnait

13. The figures show that the percentage of countrieth van existing programme on
environmental economic accounting was higher inettged regions compared with developing
regions, although a higher proportion of developingntries without a programme planned to begin
one when compared to developed countries. Ovehalpercentage of responding countries which
had a programme on environmental-economic accanatsased by 8% in developed countries and
50% in developing countrigsvhen compared to the 2006 Global Assessment.

14. Countries which have a programme on environmertah@mnic accounting were asked to
indicate the number of staff employed in the progree. On average, the responding institutions
employed four professional staff in the environnaketonomic accounting programme, and one
support staff. Professional staff was defined afegsionals in the subject matter as opposed to
support staff which referred to other administratstaff. Both were measured in full time equivalent
Table 2 illustrates these figures disaggregatecedmynomic region. While the average number of
professional staff employed is slightly lower invdbping regions, the average number of support
staff is almost double the average for developeohtes.

% It is important to note that the Global Assessnie@006 also included the category “Transition Eumies”
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Table 2. Average Number of Staff Employed in current Environmental-Economic
Accounting Programmesin Countries

Average number o Average Number of

Professional Staf Support Staff
All Member States 4 1
Developed Region 4 0.7
Developing Region 3.9 1.6

15. Responding countries were asked whether their emviental-economic accounting
programme used the same definitions, classificatiand data collection as their environment
statistics programme. Countries were asked thistopreregardless of whether they were currently
engaged in compiling accounts, as is was also deeetevant for countries in the planning phase of
environmental-economic accounting. Table 3 illustsathe breakdown of answers by economic
region, as well as by current compilation actiatie

Table 3: Percentage of Countries with Programmes on Environmental-Economic Accounting
which use the same Definitions, Classifications and Data Collection as their Environment
Statistics Programme

Percentage of Percentage of non Percentage of

integrated integrated countries not

programme$ programmes responding
All Member States 45% 49%% 6%
DevelopecRegior 55% 38% 7%
Developing Region 36% 60% 4%
Countrieswith a programme 59% 37% 4%
Developed Region 68% 29% 3%
Developing Regio 48% 48% 4%
Countrieswithout a programme 19% 71% 10%
Developed Region 11% 67% 22%
Developing Region 23% 73% 4%

16. Of the fifty-four countries which actually compiknvironmental-economic accounts, 59%
indicated that their programmes used the sameitiefig, classifications and data collection asrthei
Environment Statistics ProgrammeNhen disaggregated by economic region, the ptagenof
countries was lower for developing countries.

V. Scopeof Environmental Accounting Programmes

17. A number of questions in the Assessment aimed ¢otiy the subject areas covered by
countries’ environmental-economic accounting progres, both in terms of accounts which have
been compiled in the past and future plans to ekpal/or begin the compilation of new modules.

Scope of Current Programmes:

18. This section only applies to those countries whiatlicated that they currently have an
environmental-economic accounting programme, alade®to the scope of their current programmes
in terms of the accounts compiled.

4 Where integrated refers to the use of the saminitiehs, classifications and data
® Of the 54 countries with a programme on environimeztonomic accounts, 2 did not respond to thestian,
while 20 said the programmes were not integrated.



19. Table 4 presents the seven environmental-economwouats/modules most commonly
compiled by countries with an existing accountingggpamme over the period 2005 to 2015,
disaggregated by economic region. An account wasidered to be compiled if it had been compiled
at least once between 2005 and 2015. In additiorgcaount was considered to be compiled if any
part of it was compiled. For examplenergy accountsivere considered as being compiled even if
countries only compiled physical use tables forgye

20. Table 4 illustrates that the order of importancaamms of accounts most compiled differs
somewhat between developed and developing reglongarticular, the most commonly compiled
accounts in developing regions tend to be water emetgy accountsa finding which has not
changed since the 2006 Global Assessment. Whileloleed countries also showed a high tendency
to compile energy accounts, the accounts most cartyreompiled differed from the developing
region in that they were air emissions accounts emdronmental taxes and subsidies. This is also
similar to findings in the 2006 Global Assessment.

21. In this regard it is important to note that thesenilegal mandate in the European Union to
compile air emissions accounts, environmental taxessubsidies, and material flow accounts as of
2013. Transmission of accounts for EPEA, EGSS and physinergy flow will be obligatory as of
2017. As European Union countries make up a large gomf countries in the developed region, it
is to be expected that these are the main accbstets.

Table 4: ModulesAccounts covered in Environmental-Economic Accounting Programmes by
Economic Region

All Member States

Developed Region

Developing Region

Account/Module Number Account/Module Number Account/Module Number
of of Count- of Count-
Countrie ries ries
S
Air Emission Accounts 34 Alr Emission 27 Water Accounts 12
Accounts
Material Account’ 32 Envwonmgntal Taxe 25 Energy Accounts 11
and Subsidies
Energy Accounts 30 Material Accounts 24 Material Accounts 8
EPEA 28 EPEA pp Alr Emission 7
Accounts
Environmental Taxes
and Subsidies 27 Energy Accounts 19 EPEA 7
Water Accounts 23 EGSS 17 Forest Accounts 6
EGSS 18 Water Accounts / 11 Land Accounts 6

Forest Accounts

a. Including Material Flow Accounts and Supply and Uséles for Material
b.  Environmental Protection Expenditure Accounts
c.  Environmental Goods and Service Sector Accounts

22. Reference is made to the Global Assessment cortluct2006, which illustrated that as of
2006, the modules most commonly compiled in ordemportance were: Energy and Emission

® The disaggregated results indicated that thisdsiaen largely by the compilation of physical supphd use
tables for water and energy.

" Regulation (EU) No 691/2011 of the European Pandiat and Council on European environmental economic
accounts

& Regulation (EU) No 691/2011 was amended by Reigui&io 534/2014 on 16 June 2014. This adds 3 new
modules with data transmission obligatory from 2017



Accounts, EPEA, Water Accounts, Forest Accounts Muaterial Flow Accounts. This remains
largely unchanged, although the compilation of Bbfecounts was less common in the 2014 Global
Assessment.

Plansto Expand Current Programmes:

23. Countries with an existing programme on environ@keatonomic accounts were asked
whether they had plans to expand the compilatioacgbunts/modules already being compiled, in
terms of broadening their coverage (e.g. compidingply tables in addition to use tables, developing
more detailed spatial disaggregation etc.). Tabli#uStrates that 85% of countries had expansion
plans, with this figure being slightly higher invédoping countries.

Table 5: Percentage of Countries with Programmes on Environmental-Economic Accounting
which are planning to expand compilation of modules/accounts alr eady compiled

Percentage of countrie  Percentage of countrie  Percentage of countries
planning expansior  not planning expansior not responding

All Member States 85% 13% 2%
Developed Region 81% 16% 3%
Developing Regio 91% 9% 0%

24. Table 6 shows the five main accounts/modules fdchvhountries with existing programmes
intend to expand compilation. While the list of agnts is largely the same as Table 5 for the
developed region, results from the developing negioggest that, in addition to water and energy
accounts, some countries are focussing expansiorissbn forest accounts.

Table 6: ModulesAccounts for which countries with programmes on Environmental-Economic
Accounting have expansion plans

All Member States

Developed Region

Developing Region

Account/Module Number Account/Module Number Account/Module Number
of of
Count- Count-
ries ries
Energy Accounts 23 EPEA 15 Water Accounts 13
Water Accounts 20 Material Accounts 14 Energy Accounts 12
Material Accounts 20 EGSS - 12 Forest Accounts 8
EPEA 20 Energy Account 11 Material / Air
Environmental Taxe Emissions / Ecosysterr 6
EGSS 16 and Subsidies 10 Accounts
25. The results of the 2006 Global Assessment werelhargimilar to the findings in Table 6,

although fewer developing countries are expandiRgA compared to 2006.

Plansto Begin Compilation of New Accounts:

26. Countries which had existing programmes on envimmal-economic accounts were asked
whether they intended to begin the compilation efvnaccounts. In addition, countries with no
existing programme were asked whether they intetaléegin the compilation of any accounts in the
future. Plans to begin the compilation of environtaéeconomic accounts were defined as plans to
initiate the compilation of new modules for whiaoh accounts had been compiled to date.



27. Table 7 shows the number of countries with plansbégin the compilation of new
modules/accounts disaggregated by economic regdiba.first section illustrates the proportion of
countries planning to begin compilation regardiesahether they have an existing programme. The
second section shows the proportion for those whlcbady have a programme, and the third the
proportion for those who are planning to compilginmental-economic accounts for the first time.
On average, 49% of all countries intended to b#ggncompilation of at least one new account in the
future.

28. Table 7 suggests that 74% of developed countrieshadre currently compiling at least one
account intend to expand their programme and begmpilation of new accounts. A significantly
lower percentage of developing countries had ptansompile new accounts in addition to their
existing programmes. For those 15 responding cmsntwhich indicated that they are planning to
start the compilation of environmental-economic caeds for the first time, 80% were from
developing countries.

Table 7: Proportion of countrieswhich plan to begin the compilation of accountsmodules

Number of  Percentage Number of Percentage Percentage

countries  of countries countries  of countries  of countries
with plans to  with plans to with no with no not
begin begin plans to plansto  responding
begin begin
All Member States 12 49% 39 46% 5%
Developed 26 65% 13 33% 2%
Developing 16 36% 26 58% 6%
Countrieswith a programme 27 50% 25 46% 4%
Developed 23 74% 7 23% 3%
Developing 4 17% 18 78% 5%
Countrieswith no existing 15 28% 14 15% 7%
programme

Developed 3 33% 6 67% 0%
Developing 12 55% 8 36% 9%

29. Table 8 presents the modules for which countriege hplans to begin compilation,
disaggregated by economic region and the existeh@ecurrent programme. Overall, the top five
accounts for which countries planned to begin ctatiph were energy accounts, water accounts,
EPEA, EGSS accounts and environmental taxes arsidse accounts.

30. When disaggregated by economic region, it becorpparant that energy accounts are a top
priority both for developed and developing courstrieThe next account of priority differs when
disaggregated by economic region, with developimgntries planning to begin compilation of water
accounts while developed countries plan mainlyegif compilation of EPEA and EGSS Accounts.
This is to be expected as the European Union haslated transmission of these three accounts (i.e.
Energy Accounts, EPEA and EGSS) by 2017.

31. For countries which already compile some accouhtsenergy accounts are once again the
main priority. A key difference between economigioms for countries with an existing programme
is that many developing countries plan to begin gitation of ecosystem accounts and land accounts,
while the corresponding number in developed coestnas significantly lower.



Table 8: ModulesAccounts for which countries plan to begin compilation

All Member States

Developed Region

Developing Region

Account/Module Number Account/Module Number Account/Module Number
of coun- of coun- of coun-
tries tries tries
All Countries (i.e. those with and without programme):
Energy Accounts 35 Energy Accounts 16 Energy Accounts 19
Water Accounts 28 EP:EA 14 Water Accounts 19
EPEA 21 EGSS Accounts 17 Environmental taxes 10
and subsidies
EGSS 18 Water Accounts 9 Land Accounts 9
Environmental taxes anc Environmental taxes Waste Accounts
L 16 L 6 8
subsidies and subsidies Ecosystem Accounts
Countrieswith a programme on environmental accounting:
Energy Accounts 25 Energy Accounts 14 Energy Accounts 11
Water Accounts 16 EPEA _ - 13 Water Accounts 9
EGSS Accounts 14 EGSS Accounts 10 Ecosystem Accounts 6
EPEA 14 Water Accounts 7 Environmental taxes
Environmental taxes ar 10 Environmental taxe 5 and subsidies / 5
subsidies and subsidies Land Accounts
Countrieswith no current programme;
Water Accounts 12 Water Accounts 2 Water Accounts 10
Energy Accounts 10 Energy Accounts 2 Energy Accounts 8
EPEA 7 All other accounts had or EPEA 6
Environmental taxes anc g response indicating they plannec Environmental taxes 5
subsidies to begin compilation(except and subsidies
ecosystem and soil accounts whi
Waste Accounts 6 |eceived zero) Waste Accounts 5
32. Compared to the Global Assessment in 2006, thdtsesuggest that for countries which are

not currently compiling accounts a significanthglhér number have plans to begin compilation in
2014. For example, a total of six countries indidathat they will begin compilation of water

accounts in 2006, compared to twelve countries 042 Similarly, three countries intended to
compile energy accounts in 2006 compared to tentdes in 2014.

V. Institutional Arrangementsfor Environmental-Economic Accounts

33. For those countries which had programmes on enwieoral-economic accounting, the
responding institutions were asked whether othsititions/agencies compiled any parts/modules of
the accounts in their country. This referred to ather institutions/agencies which actually produce
parts/modules of the accounts, rather than agendieh contribute to their compilation by providing
data, technical advice, etc. In total, 33% of resfog institutions indicated that parts/moduleshef
accounts were compiled in another institution/agemithin their country.

34. Table 9 illustrates this, disaggregated by econoamd geographic region. The figures
suggest there is a higher tendency for compilatiotme accounts/modules to be split across difteren
institutions in developing countries.



Table 9: Countries with a programme where more than one ingtitution is involved in the
compilation of SEEA based accounts/modules

Number of Countries Number of countries Percentage of countries
with a programme where other institutions where other institutions

are involved are involved

All Member States 54 18 33%
By Economic Region:

Developd 31 LA 23%

Developing 23 11 48%
By Geographical Region:

Africa 5 2. 40%

Central,Easter, Southern an o

South-Eastern Asia ! M >

Europe and Northern America 29 7 24%

Latin America and Caribbean 6 s 50%

Oceanit 3 o 0%

Western Asi 4 2 50%
35. Countries were then asked whether a multi-agenayrdagation mechanism had been

established among stakeholder institutions/agereciesable coordination in the production of SEEA
accounts and supporting statistics. This did né#rreo coordination between different institutions
which actually compile different parts of the acetsy but more generally to institutions involved in
data collection and the production of supportirgfistics for SEEA-based accounts. In total, 69%
percent of countries had established co-ordinati@chanisms among stakeholder groups, with this
percentage being much higher in developing coutr@npared to developed countries as indicated
in Table 10.

Table 10: Percentage of countries with a programmes which have established a multi-agency
coor dination mechanism

Percentage of countrie  Percentage of countrie  Percentage of countries

with co-ordination with no co-ordination not responding
mechanism mechanism
All Member States 69% 30% 1%
Developed Region a0 R 200
Developing Region 83% 17% 0%

36. Annex 2 provides a select list of examples of thdewrange of coordination mechanisms
which have been employed in countries, from infdrrdata sharing initiatives to dedicated
committees and implementation of legal mandates.

VI. Technical Assistance for Environmental Accounts

37. Countries with current programmes on environmeatalRomic accounting were asked
whether their country had received technical amscst from international organisations, NGOs or
other institutions for the development of their gnrammes and/or compilation of specific
accounts/modules. In total, 69% of countries dt#tat they had received technical assistance eTabl
11 illustrates the disaggregation by economic megio

38. Countries were asked to list the accounts/modubeswhich they had received technical
assistance and the corresponding provider of sEidtance. Roughly 30% of countries had received



technical assistance from two or three differeowjaters, while the remainder indicated that they had
received technical assistance from only one pra¥iidi is important to note that countries were not
asked for the dates of the technical assistandegridy whether it was ongoing. As such, it could no
be determined for those countries whose technicais@ance had ended whether different
organizations had been assisting in the counttheisame time. However, of those which received
assistance from more than one provider, roughly 488fcated that they areurrently receiving
ongoing technical assistance from more than ortiutisn.

Table 11: Percentage of Countrieswhich received Technical Assistance

Percentage of countrie  Percentage of countrie  Percentage of countries

which received Technice whichdid not receive not responding
Assistance Technical Assistanci
All Member States 69% 30% 1%
Developed Region S50 R 305
Developing Regio 74% 26% 0%
39. Of the countries which received technical assigafrom one provider, 36% were in

developing regions, while the remainder were pradanily European countries which received
technical assistance solely from Eurostat. Of thentries which received technical assistance from
more than one provider, 81% were in developingomeg)i

Table 12: Ingtitutions providing technical assistance to countries with programmes on
environmental economic accounts

Providersof Technical Number of Number of Number of Number of
Assistance Countries where countries where countries where countries where
institution has institution has institution has institution has
provided been the only been one of two been one of

technical provider providers three providers

assistance

Eurosta 18 14 3 1
National Development Agencies 2 1 1 0

(USAID, UK DFID, GIZ etc.)

United Nations Developme!

Programme (UNDP) 2 0 L 1
Unlted_Na_\tlons Regional 3 0 1 >
Commissions

United Nations Statistics

Division (UNSD) 12 6 2 4
World Bank 6 2 1

Other Providers 9 2 4 3

40. Table 12 illustrates the breakdown of institutiomBich provided technical assistance for
environmental-economic accounting. Eurostat pravidbe largest number of countries with

assistance, although the focus was largely on Elhbee states. The table also illustrates the
breakdown of technical assistance provided in teoghe number countries for which multiple

institutions had provided assistance.

9 |.e. technical assistance was provided by diffeoeganizations on the development of differentats. This
technical assistance could have taken place sinedissly or at different times.
' Sometimes for multiple accounts/modules
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VII. Availability of Supporting Data
41. Section B of the Global Assessment asked all camto provide a general indication of the
availability of data relevant to environmental asgting. Response rates to this section of the
questionnaire were lower than for part A. Tablesat®l 14 below present information on the
availability of a range of data sources, disaggeztdy economic region. As is to be expected, the
results suggest that data availability is lowetd@veloping countries.

Table 13: Availability of supporting data in developed region

No Data Data Data Data Data No
Available Available Available Available Available Response
Data Item at Local at at at
Level Regional National Multiple
Level Level Levels
Water resources (stocks and flows) 3% 3% 28% 30% % 10 28%
Water abstractions 0% 8% 35% 30% 8% 20%
Water use by type of economic unit 8% 3% 33% 28% 3% 28%
Water quality statistics 8% 18% 15% 18% 8% 35%
Energy statistics/balances 0% 0% 15% 63% 3% 20%
Emissions to air 0% 3% 15% 58% 8% 18%
Air quality statistics 5% 25% 20% 10% 13%  28%
Solid waste flows 5% 5% 30% 35% 3% 23%
Environmental protection expenditure 3% 0% 18% 53% 5% 23%
En\{qunmental goods and services 20% 0% 5% 3506 3% 380
statistics
Environmental taxes and subsidies 10% 0% 5% 55% 3% 28%
Mineral and energy resources 3% 8% 13% 40% 8% 30%
Forestry and timber resources 0% 3% 20% 48% 8% 23%
Fisheries statistics 0% 0% 15% 53% 5% 28%
Land use statistics/maps 3% 10% 23% 23% 13% 30%
Land cover statistics/maps 3% 10% 15% 23% 15% 35%
E_conom|c production data by industry 0% 3% 2504 43% 8% 2304
(incl output, value-added)
Supply and use / I-O tables 0% 0% 5% 68% 0% 28%
Household consumption statistics 0% 3% 20% 48% 5% 25%
International trade statistics 0% 3% 13% 60% 3% 23%
Geo-spatial data program 15% 5% 8% 10% 8% 55%
Measures of ecosystem services and/or 38% 3% 8% 5% 3% 45%
ecosystem condition
Biodiversity statistics (e.g. abundar
and distribution of species, status of 5% 0% 15% 38% 13% 30%
threatened species)
Resilience to disasters statistics 28% 0% 13% 3% 8% 50%
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Table 14: Availability of supporting data in developing region

No Data Data Data Data Data No
Available Available Available Available Available Response
Data Item at Local at at at
Level Regional National Multiple
Level Level Levels
Water resources (stocks and flows) 4% 0% 4% 51% 11% 29%
Water abstractions 9% 2% 7% 42% 13% 27%
Water use by type of economic unit 11% 2% 4% 49% 9% 24%
Water quality statistics 16% 16% 4% 29% 9% 27%
Energy statistics/balances 9% 2% 2% 56% 1% 27%
Emissions to air 27% 0% 4% 38% 2% 29%
Air quality statistics 33% 11% 4% 18% 4% 29%
Solid waste flows 18% 2% 16% 22% 11%  31%
Environmental protection expenditure 27% 0% 2% 42% 2% 27%
Env_wo_nmental goods and servic 5106 0% 20 11% 0% 36%
statistics
Environmental taxes and subsidies 44% 0% 0% 29% 0% 27%
Mineral and energy resources 11% 2% 2% 47% 9% 29%
Forestry and timber resources 16% 0% 7% 42% 11% 24%
Fisheries statistics 11% 4% 2% 49% 9% 24%
Land use statistics/maps 13% 2% 9% 38% 13% 24%
Land cover statistics/maps 18% 2% 11% 33% 11% 24%
Economlc production data by industry 20 0% 2% 560 13% 24%
(incl output, value-added)
Supply and use / I-O tables 9% 0% 0% 60% 2% 29%
Household consumption statistics 2% 2% 4% 56% 13% 22%
International trade statistics 2% 2% 2% 67% 4% 22%
Geo-spatial data program 22% 4% 0% 24% 13% 36%
Measures of ecosystem services and/or 420 206 20 13% 7% 330
ecosystem condition
Biodiversity statistics (e.g. abundance
and distribution of species, status of 11% 0% 2% 44% 11% 31%
threatened species)
Resilience to disasters statistics 49% 2% 0% 13% 2% 33%
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Annex 1: List of responding countries

Albania Iceland Republic of Korea
Armenia Indonesia Republic of Macedonia
Australia Iran Republic of Moldova
Austria Irag Republic of Sierra Leone
Belarus Ireland Romania

Belgium Israel Russian Federation
Belize Italy Samoa

Bhutan Jamaica Serbia

Bosnia and Herzegovina Japan Singapore

Botswana Kazakhstan Slovak Republic
Brazil Kenya Slovenia

Bulgaria Latvia South Africa

Canada Libya South Sudan

Cape Verde Lithuania Spain

Colombia Malaysia Sudan

Costa Rica Mauritius Sultanate of Oman
Croatia México Sweden

Cyprus Mongolia Switzerland

Czech Republic Morocco Thailand

Denmark Netherlands Tunisia

Dominica New Zealand Turkey

Dominican Republic Norway Uganda

Ecuador Palestine Ukraine

Finland Peru United States of America
France Philippines Vietham

Georgia Poland Zambia

Germany Portugal Zimbabwe

Ghana Qatar

Hungary Republic of Azerbaijan

*The following countries submitted questionnairéea29 January and have
not been included in this analysis: Cameroon, Caiid India.
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Annex 2:

Examples of various multi-stakeholder coor dination mechanisms

Country

Details of Coordination Mechanism

Australic

Australian Environmental-Economic Accounting (AEEW)plementation Board - the objectiv
of the AEEA Implementation Board (AEEA-IB) are tosaire: 1) establishment of the techni

BS
cal

capacity for producing a core set of environmertnomic accounts for Australia, 2) related

projects and resources are leveraged effective)y,ef8ective co-ordination with relate
international and national initiatives, and 4) soppfor the implementation of SEEA using
flexible and modular approac
In the implementation stage, the Board is compagatie ABS, Bureau of Meteorology and t
Department of Environment.

d
a

n.

he

Austria

There is a gentleman’s agreement between Statigticdgria and the Environment Ageng

Austria to provide each other with the data neagdsa compiling SEEA accounts.

Bulgarie

The multi-agency co-ordination mechanism is esshielil within the National Statistical Syste
The National Statistical System consists of theidwal Statistical Institute, the Bodies

m.
of

Statistics and the Bulgarian National Bank. The iBscf Statistics are state bodies or their

structural units, which develop, produce and dissata statistical information. The Nation
Statistical System carries out the statistical vétgti by conducting statistical surveys a
activities, included in the annual National Statmt Programme approved by Council

al
nd
of

Ministers. The data exchange in particular case®mnducted under specific bilateral agreements

between NSI and the corresponding institution.

Colombia

Under the -WAVES- project: is developing the poliycument that will regulate the producti
of environmental economic accounts in Colombiairdied roles and inter-institutional products

DN

Ecuado

The co-ordination mechanism consists of the fadlito get relevant information from ea

ch

institution and the technical support in any tapicompiling the accounts. The co-ordination has
taken place by meetings and workshops, to explanobjectives and methodology, solving the

technical problems, and making strategies to geirtformation needs.

Finland

Co-operation group for environmental accounting dommunication with / between intergst
groups, co-operation in international affairs andther possible issues
Members: Ministry of the Environment, Finnish Eroviment Institute Ministry of Agriculture
and Forestry, Forest research institute, MinisifyEmployment and Economy, Geologigal

Survey of Finland Government Institute for EconomResearch, Thule-institute of University

of

Oulu, The Federation of Finnish Technology Indestr, Finnish Game and Fishery Resedrch

Institute

Franc

We established some relations with the main dataywrers, in particular with the Nation
Statistical Institute, to improve our uses of tretatistics (SBS data, COFOG data...).

Indonesia

WAVES project has established an institutional mgeament involving National Planning Agen
(Bappenas) as the focal point with 4 agencies ralas Steering Committee (Bappenas, B
Statistics Indonesia, Ministry of Finance, and Miny of Environment), and several lin
ministries involve in Technical Committee such asRdrestry, MoAgriculture, MoMining an
Mineral Resources, BIG (Badan Informasi Geospast)

Iraq

The Co-ordination mechanism is done through memlmrghe environmental statistic
committee who supply the CSfDe. Central Statistics Officejvith their data, then the prepa
team are preparing the tables of the environme@homic accounting for the water sector.

Irelanc

Liaison Groups with the Sustainable Energy Authorif Ireland and the Environment
Protection Agency. An inter-departmental workingogs on water statistics. An inte
organisational group on energy consumption of hioolsts.

Latvia

Central Statistical bureau of Latvia have agreementdata exchange with several institutio

a

Cy
Ps-

Al
re

Al
r

ns,

whose data are used for compilation of environmerdeounts. State Revenue Services (data on

environmental taxes), Latvian Environment, geolagg meteorology center (data on emissid
waste, water etc.), State Forest service (foredtitg) and Ministry of Agriculture (forestry an
agriculture data).
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Lithuanie

The Official Statistics Work Programme is compiledhere the institution responsible for
certain piece of statistical work (survey), its ranperiodicity, method and deadline for
submission of results are indicated. Agreementsth@n organisation, quality assurance 4
dissemination of official statistics are signed ander to ensure coordination among 1
stakeholders (institutions/agencies).

Mauritius

Ad-hoc basis (when developing Energy Use & AtmosighEmissions accounts, Water u
accounts and Economy Material Flow accounts (MARhysical Supply and Use for Wat
Accounts and Ecosystem Accountings with consujainivolving the following: 1. Ministry o
Environment & Sustainable development 2. ForeSawice 3. Food & Agricultural Research
Extension Institution (FAREI) 4. Mauritius Chambafr Agriculture 5. Ministry of Tourism an
Leisure 6. Mauritius Meteorology Services 7. Wdesource Unit 8. Central Water Authority

Mexico

INEGI has worked jointly with Ministry of Environnmé (SEMARNAT) on some specifi
technical aspects related to environmental accognti

Poland

In 2010 Task Group on European Environmental Ecaodmncounts was established in CSO
Poland. The scope of work of the Task Force induate analysis of the information needs in
field of environmental accounts at national anderinational levels, in particular Eurost
requirements contained in the 2014 European Syaied=nvironmental Accounts (ESEA'201
and determination of directions of development m¥inmental accounts. In the work of t
Task Force are involved representatives of othaistries (Ministry of Environment, Ministry o
Finance and Ministry of Economy) and public autties, scientists as well as other stakehold
Chairman of the Task Force at least once a yearetws a meeting of the Task Force.

Slovak
Republic

Statistical Office of the SR is responsible forypding data on environmental accounts inclug
in the Regulation (EC) No 691/2011 on European remvnental economic accounts. Howe
also other institutions, particularly the Ministo§ Environment of the SR (and its organizatid
Slovak Hydro-meteorological Institute, Slovak Emvimental Agency) and the Ministry
Finance of the SR are engaged in environmentaluatscstatistics. Cooperation is coordina
by the Statistical Office of the SR that also oligas experts meetings in this area.

South
Africa

Working agreement with South African Biodiversitystitute (SANBI) who have being assisti
in providing data for the development and complatof the Experimental Ecosystem Accou
Through the South African Water Research Commis@iéRC) a solicited research project wj
initiated relating to the development the Water dwts.

Sweden

In Sweden we have so called user councils. They tméeice a vyear;
http://lwww.scb.se/en_/About-us/Main-Activity/Coutscand-boards/User-councils/
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Switzerland

A conference bringing together key federal agenigyested in the SEEA will be set up frg
2015. It will meet once or twice a year.

m

Ugand:

Multi-agency is comprised of representation from NWE UBOS, NFA [i.e. National
Environment Management Authority, Uganda Bureau Stétistics and National Forestr
Authority], Private Consultant and the Academia under theativavordination of UBOS

Vietnam

Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment'stifate of strategy and policy on natun
resources and environment (ISPONRE) establishetitutisnal arrangements to impleme
WAVE TA project including the Inter-Ministerial NCAPolicy Working Group and the Da
Working Group. The NCA Policy Working Group coordted by ISPONRE consists of elev
agencies (ISPONRE, GSO, Viet Nam Institute of RoBesences, Institute of Policy and Strate
for Agriculture and Rural Development, DepartmehiMater Resources Management, Geng
Department of Land Administration, General Departtn&f Geology and Minerals, Directora
of Fishery, Administration of Sea and Islands, \Ngm Environmental Administration) and w.
set up to ensure that accounts proposed in the Ragdalign with key economic policies. T

Data Working Group comprises GSO, VAFS, VNFORESHSARD and ISPONRE and was

accountable for data coordination for forest sieliccounts which span different data own|
across key ministries and agencies.
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