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“Internal” and “external” quality reports

› There is a working group “Assessment of quality in 
statistics” managed by Eurostat, a lot of documents being 
publicly available on Internet (public Circa);

› Of which a working document on “Quality assessment of 
administrative data for statistical purposes” (2003, 6th

meeting);
› Of which a “Standard report” declining the content of 7 

components of quality (- completeness, + cost and 
burden) (2003, 6th meeting);

› The synthesis of the EU members “Quality questionnaire”
on “International Trade Statistics” is also public.
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Internal : from ‘customs data’ to ‘IMT Statistics’

envisaged uses
comparability in time 
compatibility file formats 
confidentiality
record matching ability
completeness
errors in the data
data freshness
reference time
coverage
administrative concepts

clarity international legal context, trade system, 
methods, valuation (collected / estimated)

regimes, procedures, partner country
customs vs. statistical territory, thresholds

SBS, tax data, go and return for processing

entry/leaving of goods or tax declaration

techniques of correction, accuracy estimates
specific lists of IMTS, estimates of missing data

policy of revisions and dissemination

rules, military use, delay for raising confidentiality
detailed / aggregated, seasonal adjustments
new events, estimates, policies
for taxation (adm) or NA, BoP (stat)

General recommendations Suggestions for IMTS

Page 4

The European quality report: relevance
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The European quality report: accuracy

› Thresholds: Intrastat / Extrastat, exemption / simplification, 
statistical + invoice values / invoice value; 
›Non-response: estimates of missing data;

›Statistical value: ratio statistical / invoice, corrections of 
statistical;
›Revisions: first/last, detailed/aggregated, Intrastat/Extrastat

›Confidentiality: impact, rules (including delay for raising)
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The European quality report: timeliness
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The European quality report: accessibility

We could add the website for data and metadata
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The European quality report: comparability

In intra-EU flows:

› reported arrivals vs. mirror arrivals (from 
dispatches reported by other EU countries), by 
countries;

› reported dispatches vs. mirror dispatches (from 
arrivals reported by other EU countries), by 
countries.
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What UN could add: relevance (1)
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What UN could add: relevance (2)
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What UN could add: coherence & completeness (1)
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What UN could add: coherence & completeness (2)
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What UN could add: coherence & completeness (3)
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Conclusion

› Some issues to add to chapter I: thresholds, non-
response, coherence or divergence of concepts in IMTS, 
Rev.3, BPM6, SNA 1993 Rev.1;

› Recommendation of a structured internal quality report 
between the customs office and the National Statistical 
Institute (when this latter compiles IMTS);

› Recommendation of a structured external quality report 
for users in general (available on a website);

› Adaptation of UN surveys to this framework and to what 
is already available in Eurostat (and OECD).


