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PRIORITISING THE 2008 SNA RESEARCH AGENDA 

1. Annex 4 of the 2008 SNA, reproduced in its entirety below, provides a detailed description of 
subjects where further research is desirable.  

2. In some of these areas, such as the treatment of tradable emissions permits (see 
STD/CSTAT/WPNA(2009)8, research is already being pursued; in this case by a formal OECD-Eurostat 
Task Force reporting to the ISWGNA. And in others such as ‘clarifying the income concept’, ‘defining 
FISIM’ or ‘measuring the output of government services’ research and debate continues with varying 
degrees of formality.  

3. However, although the approach to dealing with each of the issues on the research agenda as they 
appear on the radar screen has worked well thus far, it is also instructive, given the number of topics and 
their varying levels of importance, that a more anticipatory approach is considered; particularly bearing in 
mind the limited capacity vis-à-vis resources of NSOs and international organisations to deal with issues as 
they arise. 

4. That is not to say that a prioritisation of issues now need necessarily be set in stone. Any 
prioritisation has to retain some degree of flexibility, as issues considered low priority today may not be so 
tomorrow.  However, that being said, having a better understanding of the importance of research issues 
and their timing, at least in terms of those where some movement will be needed in the next two years, 
would clearly be advantageous sooner rather than later.  

5. Delegates are therefore asked to consider the following:    

• Which of the issues within the research agenda will need to be resolved within the next two 
years? 

• For those issues identified as needing resolution within the next two years  - what timetable is 
practical to resolve them (numbers of months) and with what type of research mechanism  - Task 
Force, Discussion Groups etc. 

6.  In assessing the priority to be given to an item, and the following is a direct extract from Annex 
4, three questions need to be addressed. 

a. How urgent and important is the topic to ensure that the SNA continues to be relevant to the 
users? 

b. How widespread are the consequences of change and how complicated will implementation 
be? 

c. Is the topic completely new or has much of the preparation for considering the item been 
completed? 














