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Background  

This sub-regional training workshop was developed and delivered under the Regional 

Programme on the Improvement of Economic Statistics (RPES) as part of the capacity 

building efforts identified under Output 3 of RPES1. The training was conducted in Russian 

and English languages.  

The five-day event, first of its kind in the sub region, brought together 25 representatives of 

National Statistical Offices (NSO) from nine target countries mainly from North and Central 

Asia, including Afghanistan, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, 

Russian Federation, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan.  

The group included six Heads and one Deputy Head of National Accounts/Economic 

Statistics Departments, four Chiefs of line divisions, six Chief Experts/Chief Advisors and 

eight Statisticians/Experts. (To see a list of participants please click here )  

With regards to gender representation, the group was composed of 18 females and seven 

males.  

The lead trainers/resource persons were Alick Mjuma Nyasulu (Lecturer/Statistician, 

Statistics Institute for Asia and Pacific2 and substantive coordinator of the training),Maria 

Mantcheva (Deputy Chief, Real Sector Division, Statistics Department, International 

Monetary Fund), Andrej Mikus (Consultant, ESCAP), Zeynep Orhun (Statistician, ESCAP 

Statistics Division) and Svetlana Levit (Deputy Director, Department of National Accounts, 

Russian Federation Federal State Statistics Service3). Overall facilitation and administrative 

support prior to and throughout the training was provided by Elena Nyanenkova-Lowry 

(Consultant, ESCAP Statistics Division) with support of Ilya Matyushev (Deputy Director, 

Foreign Statistics and International Cooperation Department, Rosstat) along with ESCAP 

Statistics Division, SIAP and ARKS teams.  

To facilitate the learning process, the training materials, including lectures and practical 

exercises developed by resource persons were posted on the event web page4 prior to the 

training.  

Goals of the Training 

The goals of the training were to enhance the capacity of participating countries to: 

1. Apply SNA 2008 concepts and definitions in the compilation of national accounts 
statistics; and 

 
2. Expand the coverage of GDP in their respective countries such as through 

incorporating non-observed economic activities. 

                                                             
1
 To learn more about RPES please go to http://www.unescap.org/resources/regional-programme-

improvement-economic-statistics-asia-and-pacific-rpes . 
2
 SIAP 

3
 Rosstat 

4
 Event URL  http://www.unescap.org/events/sub-regional-training-workshop-changes-2008-sna-affecting-

gdp-compilation.  
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Learning Objectives 
 
Upon completion of the training, the aim was that participants would have built their skills 

and gained techniques to: 

 

1. Understand key 

changes in the SNA 2008 and 

their implications in compiling 

GDP; 

 

2. Incorporate SNA 2008 

changes relating to military 

expenditures, research and 

development expenditures and 

financial services in their GDP 

compilations; 

 

3. Apply good practices 

and methods in estimation of 

imputed rent, military 

expenditures, research and 

development expenditures; and 

 

4. Identify key data sources and apply appropriate techniques to improve coverage of the 

non-observed economy in GDP. 

 

The training course was designed in four modules comprised of various thematic sessions, 

namely: 

� Module 1: Opening Session. 

 

� Module 2. Specific changes in the SNA 2008. 
� Session 1: Overview of Changes in SNA 2008. 

� Session 2: Country presentation: Implementing the SNA 2008, Challenges & 

Experiences from countries. 

� Session 3: Round Table Discussion on SNA 2008. 

� Session 4: SNA 2008 Changes: Impact on GDP. 

� Session 5: Research and development expenditures—estimation methods. 

� Session 6: Financial Services—estimation methods. 

� Session 6.1: Group Exercises on estimation of financial services. 

� Session 7: Military expenditures—estimation methods. 

 

� Module 3: GDP Exhaustiveness.  
� Session 1. Overview of GDP scope and coverage. 
� Session 2: Owner Occupied Dwellings-estimating imputed rent. 
� Session 3. Non-observed Economy— methods to improve coverage in GDP. 
� Session 4. Special Issues on Non-observed economy: Informal sector and informal 

employment (ICLS & 2008 SNA). 

The training pursued a mixed approach, combination of lectures and 

practical exercises. Photo: UNESCAP 
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� Session 5.  Volume Measures in National Accounts and Group Exercise on Volume 
Measures in National Accounts. 

 
� Module 4:  Expert Consultation& Action Plans.  

� Session 1: Russian Federation's initiatives regarding economic statistics technical 

cooperation. 

� Session 2: Consultation sessions with experts on specific country issues. 

� Session 3. Action Plan Development- issues. 

� Session 4: Discussion of Action Plans. 

 

For more details on training programme please go to Annotated programme .  

 
Learning Outcomes 
 
At the end of the training, participants were asked to fill in the evaluation form (that was 

available in both Russian and English languages) to assess the organization and substance 

of the training as well as its overall impact.  In addition to the course ratings, some 

participants provided specific written comments.  

 

The evaluation form was broken into three main sections:  

 

1. Overall Assessment of the training; 

2. Impact of the training; and  

3. Organization of the training. 

 

The evaluation feedback was provided by 25 respondents.  

 

Table1: Summary of the overall assessment  

  Yes    No 

1.1 Did you acquire substantive knowledge to apply SNA 2008 

concepts and definitions in the compilation of national accounts 

statistics? 

225 0 

1.2 Do you think you will be able to apply any knowledge you gained 

from this meeting to a positive impact on the capacity of your country 

to produce GDP in accordance with SNA 2008? 

24 1 

1.3 Will the workshop help you to be more effective in your job?        25  0 

 

As shown in the Table 1 above, the workshop has successfully met its learning objective that 

is to enhance skills of the participants thus contributing to an improved performance and 

delivery of results by participants.  

 

Another indicator of the positive impact made by the training in relation to change in 

knowledge and practice of the participants is presented in the Chart 1 below.  

  

                                                             
5
 Three out of 25 respondents did not answer this question. 
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Chart 1: Overall value of the workshop6 

 

 

Out of 25 respondents, 24 or 96 per cent valued the training as excellent, very good or good.   

 

Under the Impact section (II), participants were asked to rate each session with regards to its 

usefulness to their work. The summary of results is presented below. 

 

Chart 2: To what degree this training will help you to be more effective in your job?  

(Assessment of individual sessions)7 

 

                                                             
6
 The total number of respondents is 25.  

7
 Please note, that the following sessions were not included in the overall evaluation: sessions featuring 

country presentations, round table discussions on SNA 2008, impact of SNA 2008 changes on GDP, 

presentation on Russian Federation's initiatives in the field of economic statistics technical cooperation. The 

session on special Issues on non-observed economy was evaluated as a part of the overall session on non-

observed economy.  

36% or 9 
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44% or 11 

respondents 

16% or 4 

respondents

4% or 1 

respondent 

What was the workshop’s overall value to you?

Excellent

Very good
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To a good extent

A little

Very little

Not at all

24% or 6 

respondents

52% or or 13 

respondents

24% or 6 

respondents

Estimation methods of military expenditures

Very much
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To a good extent

A little

Very little
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To summarize, based on the responses of participants the top two sessions that scored the 

highest based on their usefulness were volume measures in national accounts and non-

observed economy. Participants also noted practical exercises and presentations of country 

specific experiences during these sessions contributed greatly to the overall success of the 

sessions.  

 

The next highest ranked sessions are estimation methods of financial services and 

consultations with experts.   

 

In addition to the ratings, participants provided specific written comments and suggestions 

for the improvements of the trainings that were as follows: 

 

1. Allocate more time for practical exercises and discussions of concrete examples. 

2. Better presentation of main changes in SNA 2008 vs SNA 93 that should be 

supported by concrete country examples.  

3. More time for discussions amongst participating countries.  

 

48% or 12 

respondents48% or 12 

respondents

4% or 1 

respondents

Consultation session with experts

Very much

To a good extent

A little

Very little

Not at all

44% or 11 
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44% or 11 

respondents

4%  or 1 

respondent

8%  or 2 

respondents

Discussion of Action plans

Very much

To a good extent

A little

Very little

Not at all

N/A
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All other comments were positive and underlined the high level of substantive and logistical 

preparation. 

 

Chart 3: Ranking of sessions based on the level of their usefulness 

 
 

 

Organization of the workshop 
 

With regards to organization of the training, 19 out of 25 participants found its duration as too 

short while the remaining six reported that it was “just right”. 15 participants (60 per cent) 

rated the  balance between presentations and discussions as excellent, followed by a  “very 

good” rank given by six participants (24 per cent) and “good” by the remaining four (16 per 

cent). 

 

The meeting venue was evaluated as excellent by 14 respondents or 56 percent of 

participants, followed by 24 per cent (6 respondents) who described it as “very good “and the 

remaining 20 percent (5 respondents) reported that meeting facilities were “good”.  

 

The graphical presentation of the above mentioned findings is shown below.  
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Chart 4: Administrative aspects of the training  

 
This section of the evaluation form also assessed the quality of the background and training 

materials. Participants were asked to assess the quality of the documents based on their 

timeliness and comprehensiveness.   

 

Chart 5: Quality of the training documents 
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Conclusions                     
 
Overall, the training content and format worked very well for participants and met the 
expected learning outcomes. Participants particularly enjoyed learning about volume 
measures in national accounts, non-observed economy, and estimation methods of financial 
services as well as face-to-face consultations with the experts. 
 
The training was tailored to the needs of target countries therefore the participants could see 
relevance of the skills taught for effectiveness in their work.  
 
 
Given that Russian is widely spoken in target countries, the training was delivered in 
Russian language with simultaneous translation into English to ensure 100 per cent 
coverage of the group.  Most of the materials developed for the training were available in 
both languages and highly appreciated by participants.  
 
Aside from the learning objectives, the chosen working language of the training has also 
helped to create a very comfortable (language-wise) platform for discussion and experience 
exchange. 
 
Key findings and suggested topics for future training activities. 
 
The training was very well received by the participants. They expressed need for more 
training of such kind in the future and a better coverage and discussion around specific 
topics such as accumulation and re-evaluation accounts, insurance services, R&D, military 
expenditures in line with SNA 2008, pension schemes, resale and reprocessing of goods 
abroad.  
 
A suggestion to engage Russian speaking experts from the participating countries who can 
share country experience in SNA 2008 implementation has been also put forward.  
 
To summarize and based on the evaluations completed by participants the following 

recommendations are to be considered for design and delivery of future training workshops:   

1. To make the future trainings longer if possible. 

2. To allocate more time for practical exercises and discussions of concrete country 

examples. 

3. To organize a training with a focus on specific topics such as accumulation accounts, 

revaluation of fixed assets, and measurement of insurance services, research and 

development, and military expenditures in line with 2008 SNA as well as the 

treatment of pension funds and goods sent abroad for processing. 

4. To distribute handouts for working groups prior to the training.  

5. To support presentation of main changes in SNA 2008 vs SNA 93 by concrete 

country examples.  

6. To improve balance between lectures and in depth discussions, practical exercises, 

calculations etc.  

7. To allocate more time for discussions amongst participating countries.  

8. To expand the geographical coverage of the participating countries.  

9. To organize a welcome dinner/reception in the beginning of the training.  

 
 



 UNSIAP 

12 

 

 

 

Annex 1: 
EVALUATION FORM 

* THE TOTAL NUMBER OF REPOSNDENTS IS 25*  

I. Overall Assessment: 
 

1.1 Did you acquire 

substantive knowledge to 

apply SNA 2008 concepts 

and definitions in the 

compilation of national 

accounts statistics? 

Yes  - 22 

 

No - 0 

 

N/A - 3 

1.2 Do you think you will 

be able to apply any 

knowledge you gained 

from this meeting to a 

positive impact on the 

capacity of your country to 

produce GDP in 

accordance with SNA 

2008? 

Yes  - 24 No – 1 N/A - 0 

1.3 Will the workshop help 

you to be more effective in 

your job? 

Yes  - 25 No – 0 N/A - 0 

   

 Excellent Very 

good 

Good Adequate Poor N/A 

1.4 What was the 

workshop’s overall value 

to you? 

9 11 4 0 0 1 

 

II.  Impact: 

2. To what degree this training will help 

you to be more effective in your job  

(Please assess each session) 

Very 

much 

To a 

good 

extent 

A little 
Very 

little 

Not at 

all 
N/A 

Overview of changes in SNA 2008 10 12 2 0 0 1 

Estimation methods of research and 

development  
5 15 5 0 0 0 

Estimation methods of financial services  12 12 0 0 0 1 

Estimation methods of military expenditures 6 13 6 0 0 0 

Owner occupied dwellings   8 16 1 0 0 0 

Non-observed Economy— methods to 

improve coverage in GDP 
16 6 1 0 0 2 
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Volume Measures in National Accounts 16 7 0 0 0 2 

Consultation session with experts 12 12 1 0 0 0 

Discussion of Action plans 11 11 1 0 0 2 

 

2.1 Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for the improvement of the content of the 

training? 

� More specific examples, calculations and practical exercises.  

� Better explanation of concrete changes between SNA 2008 vs SNA 1993 that should be supported by 

concrete examples of SNA 2008 implementation in different countries. 

� More discussions amongst countries. 

� Put stronger focus on practical exercises and discussions. 

 

III.  Organization of the training: 

 Too short  Just right Too long 

3.1. Duration of the training 6 19 0 

 

3. 2. Please rate the following aspects of the training: 

Preparations by ESCAP secretariat Excellent  Very 

good 

Good Adequate Poor N/A 

Meeting facilities 14 6 5 0 0 0 

Logistics (travel, hotel arrangements) 9 11 1 0 0 4 

Timeliness of  documents’ (agenda, country 

papers) 
13 6 3 2 0 1 

Comprehensiveness of  documents 14 7 2 0 0 2 

Balance between presentations and discussions  15 6 4 0 0 0 

 

3.3 Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for the improvement of the organization of 
the training? 
 

� Distribute handouts for working groups before the training. 

� We are happy with the quality of the workshop. 

� Everything was great and very interesting. 
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3.4 Any additional comments or suggestions? 

 

� If possible in the future the training workshops of this kind should be longer. 

� More trainings on SNA 2008 implementation. If possible, spend more time on in-depth coverage of one 

specific subject.  We would like to see the involvement of international experts from countries, where 

concrete changes have been implemented and to learn about their experience.   

� If possible, expand the geographical coverage of the participating countries. 

� Only positive feedback. Everything was organized at the highest professional level. Hope that future 

trainings will be of the same professional quality. 

� We would like to have training focused on specific topics such as accumulation accounts, revaluation of 

fixed assets, and measurement of insurance services, research and development, and military expenditures 

in line with 2008 SNA as well as the treatment of pension funds and goods sent abroad for processing. 

� Thanks to the IMF expert for professional and diligent preparation to the training workshop. 

� Thanks to SIAP and ESCAP for excellent organization of the training workshop.  

� Welcome dinner/reception as an ice breaker in the beginning of the training. 

 


