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Reconciling data in BOP, SNA and TSA: a bridge table exercise 

1. At the last meeting of the Interagency Task Force on Statistics of International Trade in 
Services held in Paris (31 January-3 February 2005), the WTO/OMT presented a 
discussion paper to the TSG on Natural Persons in order to clarify issues regarding the 
place of tourism and the measurement of tourism consumption in the Balance of 
Payments and related macroeconomic frameworks. Its preparation had been initiated by 
a discussion with Ann Harrison, National Accounts expert of OECD. 

 
2. This paper had the form of a table, in which the terminology used and the treatment of 

certain specific transactions in the different frameworks were presented in comparative 
format in order to highlight the differences and lack of consistency that existed between 
them. 

 
3. The terms and treatments that were compared were the following: 

• traveller 
• tourism and travel 
• diplomats and similar 
• visitor 
• one-year rule 
• business travel/traveller, visitor for business purpose 

 
4. The frameworks that were compared were those of the Balance of Payments Manual 

(BPM5), the 1998 Recommendations on Statistics on International Migration, and the 
Tourism Satellite Account: Recommended Methodological Framework. Because 
SNA93 was defined in relation to BPM5, references to SNA93 were made outside the 
frame of the comparative table. 

 
5. This paper generated two additional papers; one by Natalia Ivanik, from the IMF 

Statistics Department:  “Comments on WTO Discussion Paper “Clarifying the Place of 
Tourism in the Balance of Payments and Related Macroeconomic Frameworks””, and 
another by Anne Harrison from OECD: “Cross-country flows associated with people 
travelling abroad for work or pleasure (but excluding transportation)”. 

 
6. Natalia’s paper expressed its agreement on the lack of homogeneity in the definition of 

the “travel” item of the Balance of Payments over different parts of the Manual, the lack 
of clear relationship between the content of “travel” and the definition of travellers, and, 
because the wordings in SNA93 and BPM5 were different, the difficulties for users to 
understand that the coverage of travel (BPM5) and tourism (SNA93) were similar, and 
refer to purchases of all types of goods and services made by non residents visiting an 
economy for business or personal purpose. Natalia’s paper also discussed the rationale 
for splitting the BOP travel component into business travel and personal travel, and for 
defining two broad categories for non-residents travelling on business: (i) travellers or 
visitors for business purposes and (ii) workers or employees. 

 
7. The intention of the Anne’s paper was to clarify how the systems took into 

consideration the transactions of different categories of travellers when engaged in 
transactions both in the sphere of production (as employees or self-employed) and in the 
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sphere of consumption. Though not directly usable in the differentiation of the scopes 
within BOP, SNA and TSA, this reflection has been extremely useful in helping to 
review the characterization of the scope of visitors. 

 
8. During the discussion, some important points were clarified: 

 
a) For TSA as well as for tourism statistics, it is relevant to distinguish those 

travellers that qualify as visitors because these definitions are essential elements 
of the framework. In contrast, the Balance of Payments as well as SNA have no 
direct interest in defining travellers nor subsets of this category. 

b) There is an increasing demand for international services data by product in as 
much detail as possible. The TSA distinguishes the expenditure of visitors with 
a list of products linked to CPC. It would be possible to extend this product 
analysis to other categories of travellers, and align domestic supply and use and 
international trade in service data.  

c) That the focus of the BPM and SNA when considering “travel” was to take into 
consideration the acquisition of goods and services of individuals as they are 
outside their country of residence; this had to be at the focus of the debate, not 
how these flows and individuals were to be named; 

d) That if the wordings of SNA93 and BPM5 were presently different to designate 
similar concepts or aggregates, this would no longer be the case after their 
future revision: the same objects would be described in similar terms, though 
the level of detail might be different, so that the present situation of an 
ambiguous terminology concerning for instance tourism (in SNA) being 
equivalent to travel (in BPM) would no longer occur.  

 
9. Further discussion in different fora (such as BOPCOM, AEG, TSG of IAGCG on TS 

and TSG of MNP of TF on ITSS), should from now on concentrate on elaborating these 
and related measurement issues. 

 
 


