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0. INTRODUCTION

Commission Regulation (EC) No 1177/2003 concerr@mnmunity statistics on income and
living conditions (EU-SILC) in its Article 16 stagehe following:

1. Member States shall produce by the end of the year N+ 1 an intermediate quality
report relating to the common cross-sectional EU indicators based on the cross-
sectional component of year N.

Member Sates shall produce by the end of year N+2 final quality reports that
cover both cross-sectional and longitudinal components in relation to the year of
the survey N, focusing on the internal accuracy. [...]

2. The Commission (Eurostat) shall produce by the end of June N+2 a
comparative intermediate quality report relating to the common cross-sectional
EU indicators of year N.

The Commission (Eurostat) shall produce by 30 June N+3 a comparative final
quality report that covers both cross-sectional and longitudinal components in
relation to the year of thesurvey N. [...]

In 2008 the EU-SILC instrument covered 30 countribsit is, all EU Member States plus
Iceland, Norway, Turkey and Switzerland. This doeunmanalyses all 2008 final National
Quality Reports delivered to Eurostat. All EU MemiStates, except France for which no 2008
final report has been received yet, are consequantluded, as well as Iceland and Norway.
Results for Switzerland and Turkey are often nespnted neither in this report due to the lack
of information received from these two countries {ransmission yet of the 2008 final quality
report).

The objective is to evaluate the quality of thetrimmient from a European point of view, by
establishing between-country comparisons of sonits &ky quality dimensions.

The quality aspects described in this documentrerge specified in the Commission Regulation
N° 28/2004 (Annex IV) as regards the detailed cantd final quality reports to be produced by
Eurostat.

1. RELEVANCE

The relevance of an instrument has to be assessi ilight of the needs of its users. As for
EU-SILC the main users are the following:

« |Institutional users like DG EMPL of the Commissi@md the Social Protection
Committee, in charge of the monitoring of socialtpction and social inclusion, or other
Commission services;

» Statistical users in Eurostat or in Member Statesiddal Statistical Institutes to feed
sectoral or transversal publications such as theuAhProgress Report on the Lisbon
Strategy (structural indicators), the Sustainabdedlopment Strategy monitoring report,
the Eurostat yearbook and other reports;

* Researchers having access to microdata; and
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* End users — including the media - interested imdjwconditions and social cohesion in
the EU.

The EU-SILC instrument is the main source for corapke indicators for monitoring and
reporting on living conditions and social cohesianthe EU level. It has been moreover
recognized by Heads of States and Governmentsatath source for the Europe 2020 strategy
headline target on povetty

The relevance of the instrument is very high amalhgisers as it was shown during the 2010
International Conference on Comparative EU Statstn Income and Living Conditions held in
Warsaw (25-26 March 2010). Let us mention the bawatitled "Income and living conditions in
Europe”, available on the Eurostat website
(http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/gpréaluct _details/publication?p product _code=
KS-31-10-555%, which represents the major findings from the fémence.

In order to assess how the users perceive the EO-@locess, an evaluation of this instrument
(a so-called ‘rolling review’) was launched in 20Tis rolling review consisted in a thorough

assessment of users’ and partners’ satisfactian,ofisesources for Eurostat and for Member
States, response burden, etc. The report frometkéscise is now available on the Eurostat
website

(http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/pls/pdRGIRTAL.wwpob _page.show?_dochame=239

8265.PD#.

2. ACCURACY

The concept of accuracy refers to the reliabilitgstimates computed from a sample rather than
from the entire population. This section dwells methodological features of the EU-SILC
samples surveyed in each country and intends tw drpicture of their relevance for estimation
purposes.

2.1. Sample design

As mentioned above, the EU-SILC instrument covare@008 thirty-one countriesAmong
them,two carried out the survey for the second time @@ CH), two others for the third time
(BG and TR), while twelve conducted it for the fibutime (CZ, DE, CY, LV, LT, HU, MT, NL,
PL, SI, SK, UK) and fifteen even for five or moreays (BE, DK, EE, IE, EL, ES, FR, IT, LU,
AT, PT, FI, SE, IS, NO).

The table hereafter summarizes the sampling desigd in each country for the 2008 operation.
More information on the sampling design by coumgrgresented in annex 1 of this report.

! See EPSCO Council Conclusions, 7-8 June 2010 (@ladmcument 10560/10)
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Table 1: Sampling design by country (2008)

Sampling unit Sampling design Country
Simple random sampling MT
Stratified random sampling LU, AT

Dwellings/ | Stratified random sampling from former
Addresses | participants of micro census

Stratified multi-stage sampling CZ, ES, PL, PT, RO
Stratified multi-stage systematic sampling FR, DK, NL

DE*

Stratified random sampling CY, SK

Stratified multi-stage sampling IE
Households | Stratified multi-stage systematic sampling]  BE, B, IT
Stratified sampling according to different

design by rotational group HU
Simple random sampling DK, IS
Systematic sampling SE
- Stratified random sampling LT

Individuals — X :
Stratified and systematic sampling EE, NO
Stratified two-phase sampling Fl
Stratified two-stage systematic sampling Sl

Source: National Final Quality Reports 2008
* For the first time in 2008 Germany did not usaktuota samples

The sampling unit can be the address, the dweltimghousehold or the individual according to

the design chosen by the country. In the casesaiaple of dwellings or addresses, if more than
one household share the same dwelling, dwellingst e regarded as clusters of households.
All the households and all persons aged 16 and lareg in each household are eligible for the

survey. As showed by the table above, thirteen aduthirty countries selected a sample of

dwellings or addresses. Additional eight countsetected a sample of household for the EU-
SILC 2008 operation. Households are clustdrsdividuals and all the members aged 16 and
over at the end of the income reference period se#lected household are eligible for inclusion

in the sample.

Countries that carry out a sampling of individuatstead, only select persons of age 16 and over
and the household is defined as the household afimthe selected persons is member at the
beginning of the survey. Nordic countries are usedelect a sample of individual as well as
Estonia, Lithuania and Slovenia.

EU-SILC data are collected by interview, excepsaven countries where most or part of the
information is administrative, gathered from na#ibrregisters. These so-called 'register
countries' are Denmark, the Netherlands, Slovéidand, Sweden, Iceland and Norway.

Twelve countries (BE, BG, EE, EL, FR, IT, LV, NLESSI, UK, NO) have reported to use
systematic sampling. The systematic sampling wenafombined with a stratified (multi-stage)
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random sampling. Only one country (SE) used a syaie sampling without any stratification or
clustering. Three countries (MT, DK, IS) used ag@grandom sampling.

All of the countries have adopted the 4-year rotatl design recommended by Eurdstat
Norway and France have longer panel duration (8%ayehrs respectively) and Luxembourg has
a pure panel supplemented with a new sample eashMere information is presented in annex
1.

2.2. Sampling errors

This section was largely developed in the 2008 Canattpve EU Intermediate Quality Report. In
addition, annex 2 of the 2006 Comparative EU F@ahlity report presents information on the
concept of sampling errors, the technical methaglolfor their estimation and the obtained
results for a subset of countries.

2.3.  Non-sampling errors

Commission Regulation (EC) No 28/2004 specifies itifermation on non-sampling errors
which should be presented in national quality reposampling frame and coverage errors,
measurement and processing error and non-respor®s. eAll these sections were largely
discussed in the 2008 Comparative EU Intermediaialiy Report. This section focuses on the
unit non-response for the EU-SILC longitudinal cament.

2.3.1. Non-responseerrors

Non-response means a failure to obtain a measutesnesne or more study variables for one or
more sample units. Non-response errors occur wiesurvey fails to get a response to some or
all of the questions. Non-response causes bothamadse in variance, due to the decrease in the
effective sample size and/or due to the use of tatfmn and, more importantly, causes bias as
the non-respondents and respondents generally diitle respect to the characteristic of interest.

Non-response is a potential source of bias padityif the missing data mechanism is not what
has been termed as ‘missing at random’. For instanne might expect persons with high
incomes to be more reluctant to give income infdromain an interview, thus rendering the
upper income class under-represented in the saanpl¢he estimates downwardly biased.

In particular, this section focuses on the analgdithe achieved sample size. The following
tables present the achieved sample size for thgiti@hnal sample. For the household sample
size (table 2), the household identification nurskeme taken from the D-file (register file) with
the corresponding year of interview. Starting wA005 the different number of years is counted.
The interviewed acceptance is also checked (DBh8&ld be equal to 1). When this number of
years is equal to four, the household is addethennumber of households which have been in
the sample for four years. Similarly for 2006 thenber of households that have been three years
in the sample is counted; and idem for 2007.

2 Rotational design refers to the sample select@set on a number of subsamples or replication$, eathem
similar in size and design and representative @fvthole population. From one year to the next, soepéications
are retained, while others are dropped and replbgeddw replications.
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The achieved sample size in terms of individualgresented in table 3 and is based on the R-
file. The different number of years when an indiatlis present in the file is counted, similarly
as it has been done for the households for coristgutable 2. Here the completeness of the
information is checked through the variable RB288sults are given for the total population as
well as for the population of 16+. Breakdown acaugdo sample persons and co-residents are
also presented in the table.

Table 2: Achieved household sample size (longitucah2008 dataset)

SUB-SAMPLE
2007-08 2006-07-08 | 2005-06-07-08

BE 4182 2510 1187
BG 2 362 1528

Cz 9112 6 593 3 447
DK 3291 1930 912
DE 9 526 5969 2 807
EE 3191 1808 474
IE 2870 1394 544
EL 3 965 2498 1081
ES 8 738 5147 2410
FR 8 206 6 323 4 650
IT 14 198 8 689 4 058
CY 2 465 1599 765
LV 3 208 1851 836
LT 3528 2139 755
LU 3221 2 818 2 406
HU 6 153 3 645 1558
MT 2 296 1344 555
NL 6 716 3 823 2271
AT 3772 2 306 1058
PL 9931 6 437 3072
PT 2989 1763 850
RO 5 868 : :

SI 5 504 3 265 1482
SK 3 686 2275 1078
Fl 4743 3108 1555
SE 4 464 2561 1268
UK 5 855 3538 1670
IS 1663 1020 501
NO 2914 2724 2 659

Source: Micro-database (April 2011)



Table 3: Achieved individual sample size (longitudial 2008 dataset)

2007/2008 2006/2007/2008 2005/2006/2007/2008
All 16+ i:?;glrf reggent All 16+ izggf reggent All A || SEMER) ER
present present present | present | present present present | present | present | present | PErSO" LSSl
present | present
BE 10092 7996 8102 1990 6009 4767 4851 1158 2816 2234 2308 508
BG 7096 5732 6012 1084 4427 3571 3801 626 :
CZ 21749 18047 18337 3412 15614 12863 13262 2352 8074 6661 6947 1127
DK 8180 6321 3291 4889 4691 3590 1930 2761 2176 1657 912 1264
DE 20773 17311 17567 3206 12850 10715 11007 1843 5989 4952 5134 855
EE 8906 7283 7518 1388 4982 4030 4239 743 1219 993 1048 171
IE 6938 5321 5644 1294 3264 2483 2670 594 1233 936 1019 214
EL 10399 8477 8687 1712 6539 5235 5460 1079 2782 2205 2342 440
ES 24668 20030 20288 4380 14385 11670 11976 2408 6653 5413 5662 990
FR 20242 15706 19621 621 15518 11893 15235 283 11363 8672 11252 111
IT 35993 30206 30424 5569 21934 18313 18637 3297 10312 8553 8840 1472
CY 7495 5922 5971 1524 4840 3789 3874 966 2337 1802 1878 459
LV 7984 6490 6715 1269 4500 3626 3800 700 1954 1566 1676 278
LT 8914 7509 7713 1201 5280 4400 4591 689 1930 1540 1627 303
LU 8620 6457 8302 318 7413 5573 7227 186 6188 4751 6069 119
HU 15787 12841 13347 2440 9303 7589 7923 1380 4003 3222 3382 621
MT 6608 5313 5452 1156 3835 3077 3196 639 1543 1241 1297 246
NL 16901 12708 6716 10185 9623 7133 3823 5800 5836 4195 2271 3565
AT 9257 7269 7276 1776 5544 4387 4443 988 2561 2011 2053 458
PL 30184 24018 24774 5410 19388 15254 16039 3349 9134 7112 7626 1508
PT 8063 6777 6931 1132 4784 3997 4148 636 2294 1891 1996 298
RO 14470 12440 12700 1770 : : : : : : : :
Sl 17944 15019 5504 12440 10406 8732 3265 7141 4679 3904 1482 3197
SK 10807 9284 9413 1394 6437 5515 5605 832 2993 2554 2641 352
Fl 12104 9188 4743 7361 7677 5808 3108 4569 3735 2768 1555 2180
SE 11319 8577 4489 6830 6251 4740 2579 3672 2972 2251 1277 1695
UK 13845 10734 10959 2886 8150 6308 6498 1652 3819 2943 3059 760
IS 4841 3519 1663 3178 2816 2033 1020 1796 1339 949 501 838
NO 7509 5377 5701 1808 6782 4851 5220 1562 6357 4540 4948 1409

Source: Micro-database (April 2011)

2.4,

Mode of data collection

The EU-SILC Regulation allows some degree of fléitjbto countries regarding the mode of
data collection. The information can be either aotied from registers or collected from
interviews. For the interview, four different wayscollect the data are possible:

Paper-Assisted Personal Interview (PAPI)

Computer-Assisted Personal Interview (CAPI)

Computer-Assisted Telephone Interview (CATI)
Self-administered questionnaire.




Countries may use only one method or a combinaiforarious methods. In the EU-SILC legal
basis, priority is given to face-to-face persomaktiviews (PAPI or CAPI) over the other modes
of data collection. The following graph represehts different modes of data collection used by
the countries for each year of the 2008 longituddeataset, this means for the years 2005 to
2008, on the basis of the people present in th8 Ri@itudinal fil€. Percentages by country for
each mode of data collection as well as for prowgrviews for the 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008
longitudinal component can be found in annexesd23an

Figure 1: Mode of data collection EU27 plus IS, NO; %;)
(longitudinal 2008 dataset)

Wave 2005

Wave 2006

Wave 2007

Wave 2008

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

@ PAPI 8 CAPI | CATI O Self-administered

Source: Micro-database (April 2011)

The use of CAPI is declining over the years sin@g@62while the use of CATI has increased over
the same period. The use of PAPI and self-admneidtes stable around respectively the 45 %
and 5% except for 2006 where the self-administeresktionnaires were less frequent. Face-to-
face interviews had been always the most usedefeithpaper or with a computer).

Proxy interviewing is permitted if the proxy rate kept as limited as possible. Some countries
that encountered rather high non-response ratesedbause proxies to ensure a certain degree of
accuracy in their data. In addition, in countribattuse the selected respondent type of survey,
the household respondent (in most cases seledpdn@ent) is asked for information about all
household members, therefore, these countries haliegh percentage of proxy interviews
concerning personal interviews. The following gragghsents the percentage of proxies in 2008
for the longitudinal component.

% Figures are obtained adding up the number of iilwess carried out by each mode of data collectignab
countries and dividing it by the total of interviewarried out in all countries.
“ Countries are included for the years when thedaia for the longitudinal operation.
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Figure 2: Percentage of proxy interviews by countrylongitudinal 2008 datase}

60
Register countries

50
Survey countries |

40 +

|

20

10 -

Source: Micro-database (April 2011)

As we can see in the graph above, the percentageoal interviews varies greatly among
countries. In addition, for some countries thereaso large year-to-year changes (see data in the
annex 3). In the register countries, the percentdgeoxies varies from below 3% in Sweden to
around 50% in Denmark.

2.5. Imputation procedure

According to EU-SILC Framework Regulation, “Membd&tates shall transmit to the
Commission (Eurostat) in the form of micro-datadilweighted cross-sectional and longitudinal
data which has been checked, edited and imputesdation to the income”.

Countries should implement imputation proceduretf@ir income variables but flexibility is
given to them in order to let them choose the nektlbich is the most appropriate in their case.
Next table indicates the types of imputation teqhes used by countries, as reported in the
national quality reports.

Table 4: Imputation techniques used by country

Mean/median Regression | Hot Cold Other
imputation model deck | deck | methods

BE Y Y Y N Y
BG N Y N N Y
cz N N Y N N
DK No imputation procedure was applied

DE Y Y N N Y
EE Y Y Y Y Y
|= N N Y N N
EL No imputation procedure was applied

ES N Y N N N
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Mean/median Regression | Hot Cold Other
imputation model deck | deck | methods

FR N Y Y N Y
IT N N Y N N
CY N N N Y Y
LV N N Y N N
LT Y Y Y Y Y
LU N Y Y Y N
HU Y Y N N Y
MT Y Y Y N Y
NL Y N N N N
AT N Y Y Y Y
PL N Y Y N Y
PT N Y N N N
RO N N Y N Y
Sl N N Y Y Y
SK N Y N N N
Fl Y Y Y N Y
SE Not reported/Not done

UK N N Y N Y
IS N Y N N Y
NO N N N N Y

Source: National Final Quality Reports 2008

2.6. Imputed rent

The imputed rent (HY030) refers to the value thmtiisbe imputed for all households that do not
report paying full rent, either because they ar@@woccupiers or they live in accommodation
rented at a lower price than the market price cabse the accommodation is provided rent free.

This variable is mandatory from 2007 onwards.

About the method to use to estimate the imputet| Eeurostat recommended, for the sake of
comparability among countries, to apply a regregsioatification method except for duly

justified cases, in particular when the privatetaemmarket represents less then 10% of the
market or when regression method is statisticatieliable. In these cases, countries are invited

to follow the user cost method.

The following table summarizes the information reed from countries through their national

quality reports 2008 and bilateral exchanges betleem and Eurostat.
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Table 5: Method used to estimate the imputed rentypcountry (2008 operation)

Method
BE Heckman regression model (correction of selectias)b
BG Stratification method based on actual rents, withiection of selection bias
Ccz Subjective method
DK Rental equivalence model
DE Stratification method
EE User cost method
IE Stratification method
EL Stratification method
ES Stratification method
FR Regression method
IT Regression model with Heckman correction
CY Heckman regression model, with correction of seadbias
LV Regression method
LT 1 step. Stratification method; 2 step. Regressiethod
LU Heckman regression model, with correction of seadbias
HU Regression method
MT Stratification method (using auxiliary information)
NL Regression model
AT Rental equivalence model with ten regression models
PL Regression method
PT Regression method from 2008 (self assessment met&i07)
RO Stratification method
Sl Stratification method
SK User-cost method
Fl Stratification method
SE User-cost method
UK Hedonic regression modelling, incorporating Midiarection (based on Heckman method)
IS Market value of dwellings received from housingiséegrs
NO Stratification method

Source: National Final quality reports 2008 andteilal exchanges between Eurostat and the countries

From Table 5 it can be concluded that in the 20083H.C operation Eurostat recommendations
have been followed by nearly all countries. Thigregponds to a concrete improvement
compared to the 2007 operation.

Out of the 27 EU Member States plus Iceland andwsyy 24 countries used in the 2008

operation the rental equivalence model (eitheraggjon, either stratification approach). BG used
a stratification method based on actual rents afd é’timated the imputed rent from the
Household Budget Survey using the stratificationthome. About PT, starting from the 2008

operation, the imputed rent is calculated on thgisbaf a linear regression. In 2007, the self
assessment method was used.
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EE, SK and SE have developed a user cost methddhley applied for both the 2007 and
2008 operations, as the share of market rentsyssveall in their country. This practice is in line
with the Eurostat recommendations.

The only EU Member State which did not strictlyléeVv the Eurostat guidelines is the Czech
Republic. But, this country investigated deeply fsie and the main problem, which makes the
rent imputation difficult, is that there is too lashare of households paying market rent in this
country. Only 5.5% of tenants pay market rent ia BEUU-SILC sample. 17.6% of households
included in the sample pay rent that is regulatgdhie Czech government. They tested the 3
following methods: subjective method, stratificatimethod, Heckman model, and finally they
decided for subjective method, because it seem&drbéhe Czech conditions.

Variables taken into account are rather countrgifipehowever some variables like localisation
and urbanisation, size of dwelling (in square meiad in number of rooms), amenities
(bathroom, balcony, garden, etc.) are common tmatels.

2.7. Company cars and non-cash employee income

From 2007 on, PY020 refers to “Other non-cash eygdoncome” and PY021 to “Income from
private use of company car”. For the employee reshidancome (PY020) divergences are found
in Germany, Ireland, France and the Netherlandsjewllor company car (PY021) Ireland
reported some differences with the standard defmiénd France and Portugal did not fill in this
variable. The following comments were received fraoantries:

Ireland: “The Irish EU-SILC questionnaire asks any non pubérvice respondent who received
employee income in the income reference period hdrehe/she received a non-cash benefit
from his/her employer. If the respondent indicdteat he/she received a company car for private
use, the respondent was asked for the original ehaddue (OMV) of the car. The recipient was
also asked the number of months that he/she hadtpruse of the company car in the income
reference period and the number of business mie®lted. If the respondent didn’t know the
list price of the car he/she was asked the makerartel of the car.”

France: “It is not possible to isolate the part from t@mpany car from the salaries in kind.
Variable PY021 is therefore not computed.”

Austria: “According to EU-SILC Doc 65 (2008 operation) roash employee income includes
among others the following subcomponents: Free ulrsidised meals, free or subsidised
housing, other goods and services. Originally i Waaeseen that the non-cash employee income
from EU-SILC 2007 onwards is integrated in PY01d #merefore part of the household income.
After consultations with EUROSTAT the amount for®20 is calculated separately in EU-SILC
2008 and is not integrated in the household incoie data for EU-SILC 2007 have been
changed accordingly.”

Finland: “Optional contributions made by employers on thasis of contractual or specific
sector arrangements have not been included in R¥036@e information is not available from
registers and thus is not measurable as reliablytlaer income. The total amount of optional
contributions of all employer's social insurancatdbutions is about 10 percent according to -
National Accounts (NA). A very small part of optadrcontributions has however been counted
in PY020G: e.g. such contributions to individuahgen and risk insurance scheme, which are
determined as taxable income by tax authors. Thieses are part of other register item in
PY020G and can't be separated.”

Norway: “In previous years this has only included theneated value of using a company car.
From 2007 on (the income year 2006) it includes fthilowing elements: -Company car -
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Electronic communication paid by employer (telephoimternet connection etc) -Insurance
against accidents and other insurances -Advanthgebsidised loans -Advantage of subsidised
stocks in the company -Other taxable payments md lduch as electricity, accommodation,
holidays/travels, transport etc.”

3. TIMELINESS AND PUNCTUALITY
3.1. Cross-sectional data

Regulation (EC) No 1177/2003 states that: “...Theeaxre deadline for the transmission of

micro-data to Eurostat shall be 30 November (N-61)Member States where data are collected
at the end of year N or through a continuous suoréfrough registers and 1 October (N+1) for

other Member States”.

The information by country on the deadline esthiglisby the Regulation as well as information
on the date of first data transmission, the numiertransmissions and the date of last
transmission - can be found in annex 4 of this mepo

The main conclusions from the annexed table aréotlmving:

The first cross-sectional micro-data for the 20p8ration were received in Eurostat on 14 May
2009. Eleven countries had clean and accepted rdate files by September 2009, and

additional five countries by October 2009. Witheiimore countries having clean micro-data by
end November 2009, nineteen countries kept thelideadf Regulation n°1177/2003. But, ten

countries did not meet this deadline, out of whighcountries could not implement the

finalisation of the micro-dataset before the en@@d9.

About the timeliness of the cross-sectional indicst for the first time, starting from 15
September 2009, the indicators of a country weteadi@d on the Eurostat Website as soon as
they were validated, not waiting anymore beforeligabon. Indicators were then revised on the
Eurostat Website every month around th& @bthe month. This novelty was successful with the
uploading of indicators from 3 Member States onSEptember and from additional 8 Member
States on 15 October 2009.

Given the delays in data transmission and finatisatEurostat was not able to publish on its
website EU estimates before 15 December. The préises schedule (upload of all countries
and EU aggregates by mid-December on Eurostat \té¢¢bstill does not fulfil the needs of

policy makers as well as of researchers. The lddkeshness of EU-SILC data is now a major
concern, which was further exacerbated by the néedr stakeholders to get earlier information
on the impact of the economic crisis.

3.2. Longitudinal data

For the longitudinal component, the Regulation (B©G)1177/2003 states the following: “...The
mandatory deadline for the transmission of micrtada Eurostat shall be the end of March
(N+2), each year starting from the second year BfSH.C”. Grants to Member States had
different deadlines but all of them were earliartlthe one in the Regulation.

As for the cross-sectional component, Annex 4 giwégrmation by country on the deadline
established by the Regulation, the date of firéa demnsmission, the number of transmissions
and the date of last transmission.
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The 2008 longitudinal micro-data files include 2@05 - 2008 individual trajectories of 25 EU
Member States plus Iceland and Norway, the 200608 2rajectories for Bulgaria and the 2007
— 2008 trajectories for Romania. The main conchsimom the annexed table are the following:

The first longitudinal microdata for the 2008 opema were received by Eurostat in October
2009 (for three countries). 25 out of 29 countrnieanaged to provide Eurostat with a first data
transmission by 31 March 2010 (mandatory deadliNe)ertheless, the deadline of end-March
according to the SILC Regulation refers to the gmaission of the final and fully clean datasets
and not to a first transmission. Following stricthe Regulation, only nine countries met the
deadline. Despite the progress in comparison t@téeious year, this is still the critical point fo
the longitudinal operation.

The indicator “persistent at risk of poverty rat@as computed and uploaded on the Eurostat
website in February 2010 for the 2007 operation ianahid April 2010 for the 2008 operation,
after consultation with the concerned countries. f8s other indicators the update of this
indicator occurs monthly around mid month.

3.3.  Quality reports

The deadline established in the Regulation (EC)1M@7/2003 for the transmission of the
national final quality reports is end of year N4#flaalmost all countries met the deadline.

4. ACCESSIBILITY AND CLARITY

In accordance with Commission Regulation 831/2002, Commission has released SILC
anonymized micro-data via CD-ROM to researchere UDB (User database) with the cross-
sectional 2008 micro-data was sent to countriescamttactorsin March 2010, while the UDB
containing the longitudinal 2008 micro-data wagaskd for the first time in August 2010 and an
update was disseminated in March 2011 with thesesestional 2009 micro-dat#ndicator
values in the form of predefined tables or of nalittiensional tables are available free of charge
on Eurostat website and can be explored via the atigation tree.

Public information on data coding as well as methogical description of EU-SILC is available
at http://circa.europa.eu/Public/irc/dsis/eusilc/homiereover, there is a dedicated section on the
website of Eurostat containing key information amcdme, Social Inclusion and Living
conditions as well as on the EU2020 poverty target.

In addition, EU-SILC data were used in the last therin the following publicatioris

a. Statistical books
* Income and living condition in Europe
* The social situation in the European Union 2009
* Combating poverty and social exclusion

b. Statistics in focus

® The term "contractors" includes universities, agsh institutes and some other bodies.
® Available on Eurostat website.
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* The 9 poorest countries catching up on income agita - Issue number 16/2011
* Housing conditions in Europe in 2009 — Issue nurdb2011
* Over-indebtedness of European households in 268&ie number 61/2010
* 51 million young EU adults lived with their pares)t{n 2008 - Issue number 50/2010
» 17 % of EU citizens were at-risk-of-poverty in 2008sue number 9/2010
c. New releases
* Inthe EU27, 116 million people were at risk of paty or social exclusion in 2008
* One in three men and one in five women aged 2% tov8 with their parents
» 17% of EU27 population at risk of poverty
d. Methodologies and working papers

* Inequality, growth and mobility: the inter-tempodastribution of income in European
countries 2003-2007

* The distribution of employees’ labour earnings le EEU - data, concepts and first
results

* Income poverty and material deprivation in Europeaumntries

* Towards an inclusion balance - accounting for grasange in Europeans' living
conditions

* Household structure in the EU

* Robustness of some EU-SILC based indicators abmaglevel

* An assessment of survey errors in EU-SILC

» The comparability of imputed rent

* The distributional impact of imputed rent in EU-SIL

» Social participation and social isolation

* Macro determinants of individual income povertBregions of Europe
» Economic downturn and stress testing European reetfgstem

* Analysing the socioeconomic determinants of healtBurope: new evidence from the
EU-SILC

* Methodological issues in the analysis of the samaemic determinants of health
using EU-SILC data

* In-work poverty in the EU
» Educational intensity of employment and polarisaiio Europe and the US

5. COMPARABILITY

Comparability refers to a common set of concepts @efinitions that shall be applied by the
countries when designing the survey and collecting data. It encompasses both basic
definitions (reference population, private housdhdiousehold membership...) and income
concepts (employee income, self-employment income...)
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Commission Regulation 1980/2003 establishes thadveork for comparability, which has set
out standard definitions as accurately as possibleover most of the cases that might be
encountered in practice. Some degree of flexibiltyallowed regarding the definitions but
countries have to report on deviations and theimaged impact in the national quality report.

5.1. Basic concepts and definitions

To ensure comparability of data similar definitiosisould be used by countries. This section
summarizes the deviations from the standard defivstreported by countries. In the 2008 EU
Comparative Intermediate Quality Report there isitkdd information on this aspect, one table
on the adherence/deviation to the standard defmitin the reference population, the private
household and the household membership and a séaloledon the reference period for income,
for taxes on income and social insurance contamgtiand for taxes on wealth. As no new
information has been reported by countries in thal fquality report, this section presents a
summary of the conclusions by item.

Table 6: Basic concepts and definitions: are theabhdard EU-SILC definitions used?

BE | BG |CZ DK |DE | EE | IE | EL | ES | FR

Reference population F F| F| F F F F F F F

Private household definition | F F| F| F F F F F F F
Household membership F F| F F F F F F L F
IT | CY |[LV|LT |LU | HU| MT |[NL | AT | PL

Reference population
Private household definition
Household membership

| |m
| T
| T
| T |m
T | T |7
T | T |7
| T |m
| T |m
m|m|m
T

PT | RO | SI | SK | FI | SE | UK | IS | NO

Reference population F L| F F F F F F F
Private household definition | F F| F| F F F L F F
Household membership L F| F F F F L F F

Source: National Final Quality Reports 2008
F (fully comparable); L (largely comparable); P thacomparable); N (not comparable)

Most countries follow the standard definitions wathly some exceptions:
o Reference population: Romania.
o Private household definition: Italy and the UnitGdgdom.
o0 Household membership: Spain, Italy, Portugal aed.thited Kingdom.
Table 7: Reference period by country (2008)

Reference period for
Income reference | taxes onincome and | Reference period for

period social insurance taxes on wealth
contributions
BE 2007 2007 NA
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Income reference

Reference period for
taxes on income and

Reference period for

period social insurance taxes on wealth
contributions
BG 2007 2007 2007
Ccz 2007 2007 2007
DK 2007 2007 2007
DE 2007 2007 2007
EE 2007 2007 2007
IE 1_2 mo_nths prior 1_2 mo_nths prior NA
interview date interview date
EL 2007 2007 2007
ES 2007 2007 2007
FR 2007 2007 01/01/2007
IT 2007 2007 2007
CcY 2007 2007 2007
LV 2007 2007 2007
LT 2007 2007 2007
LU 2007 2007 2007
HU 2007 2007 2007
MT 2007 2007 NA
NL 2007 2007 NA
AT 2007 2007 NA
PL 2007 2007 2007
PT 2007 2007 2007
RO 2007 2007 NA
Si 2007 2007 2007
SK 2007 2007 2007
FI 2007 2007 2007
SE 2007 2007 No information
Financial years
UK C_:entrgd around C_:entrgd around AprO7 - March08
interview date interview date
Apr08 - March09
IS 2007 2007 2007
NO 2007 2007 2007

Source: National Final Quality Reports 2008

NA: Not applicable - this tax does not exist in twntry

The reference period for the majority of countri€gthe previous calendar year with only two

exceptions:
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o Income reference period and reference period feesteon income and social
insurance contributions: Ireland (12 months prmrthe interview date) and the
United Kingdom (centred around the interview date

o Reference period for taxes on wealth: the Unitesigdom (based on data
provided for the financial years April 2007 — Mar2®08 and April 2008 — March
20009.

Time lag

The lag in months between income reference penddcarrent variables differs from country to
country, from Ireland and the United Kingdom with tme lag to Sweden with up to 12 months
lag.

Fieldwork duration

The fieldwork in most of the countries lasted beiwehree and five months. There were only
two countries with a shorter (Poland and Slovakiadl six countries with a longer fieldwork
duration (Belgium, Ireland, Luxembourg, Sweden, Wimted Kingdom and Norway).

The following chart summarizes the fieldwork peribg country; figures correspond to the
information on the month of the household intervig¥8050). The coloured cells correspond to
the month when the interviews took place.

" Comment from the United Kingdom: “...The survey meas current income. So for example, for incomenfro
earnings and benefits, respondents will providarééig which relate most commonly to the last week, weeks, or
month. With earnings in particular, respondentsaaieed for usual earnings. These figures, whichesgmt current
(and usual) incomes are then annualised (weekimatsts multiplied by 52, monthly by 12 etc). Incofmem self-
employment can be reported for a variety of peridug it is always up-rated (using the UK's averag&nings
index) to the interview date. For income from inwesnt and employee non-cash income respondentaaaelikely
provide their most recent annual or half-yearlyome that they received from this source. This ineamould be
annualised, although there is no up-rating...”
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Figure 3: Fieldwork period for the 2008 operation ly country

BE | |
i

,_
<

IS | [

i i i i i
January  February March April May June July August September October ~ November December

Source: Micro-database (March 2010)

It can be concluded that in 2008, as in 2007, mbshe countries (19) finished the fieldwork

period by July, with ten exceptions: Latvia andhuénia (both in August), the Netherlands and
Austria (both in September), Malta (in October))daan, Italy, and Sweden (all in December),

plus the two countries with a continuous survesiaind and the United Kingdom.

5.2.  Components of income

Regarding the components of income some flexibitigs been allowed to the definitions,
particularly for taking into account national caastits. Countries report on any differences
between the national definitions and the standdyedSH.C definition. Two summary tables by
country and income component can be found in theexarof the 2008 EU Comparative
Intermediate Quality Report, one on household ire@@amponents and one on personal income
components, plus all the comments received by ci@snt

5.3. Tracing rules

Tracing rules are defined in Commission RegulaB@n1982/2003. Most of the countries follow
the common rules, and some of them report in detedl procedure. The following table
summarizes the information in the national quakiyorts.
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Table 8: Tracing rules by country

Country | Code | Comments from countries

Although the ‘tracing rules’ from Eurostat say that sample households non enumerated
the first year of the panel ‘may be dropped’, some households who did not participate in

BE L 2004 were contacted in 2005. These cases concern households who were not
interviewed in 2004 because they were temporarily away, unable to respond due to iliness
or due to other reason (DB130=22 to 24).

BG Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.

Ccz Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.

DK = "Tracing was conducted using the personal number in the population register. In principle
there is no difference from national rules and the standard EU-rules."

DE = For the second year of the longitudinal component, the tracing rules as laid down in the
document EU-SILC 065 were applied.

EE F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.
Due to filed staff recruitment/retention problems we did not have enough field staff to

IE N
trace households that moved.

EL F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.

ES F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.

FR F

IT F

CYy F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.
For the second, third and the fourth waves tracing rules were applied for a longitudinal
component according to the description of the document EU-SILC 065. To identify the
residence of a person moving from one address to another address, the information from

LV F |the Household List (an additional document to record personal data about the household
member for tracing purposes) of the previous wave and the Population Register was
used.
There were no divergences from common standards.

LT Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied

HU F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.
The EU-SILC tracing rules have been implemented in the tracing procedure. In an

MT F attempt to facilitate this procedure the questionnaire incorporates a question that asks
about the intention or expectation to move house in the 12 months following the interview.

NL F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.
For all four waves of the longitudinal component of EU-SILC, the tracing rules as laid

AT F down in the document EU-SILC 065 were applied. To identify the residence of persons
moving from one address to another address, Statistics Austria made use of the ZMR.

PL Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.

PT :

RO F Standard EU-SILC tracing rules are applied.
Due to the fact that in Slovenia we use sample of persons and each household has only
one selected person, we traced only the selected person. These persons are at least 16
years old .We trace to such person, if he/she moves in the territory of Slovenia. If the
sample person moved permanently into institution or collective household, such
household was excluded from survey. We excluded from survey also households where

S| F the sampled person died. In the case that sampled person moved interviewers (CAPI)

had to fill in special form, where they wrote new address, if they found it from persons
who live in the address or from neighbours. They sent to the office these forms with new
addresses and in the office we prepared additional list of sampled persons which we sent
to appropriate interviewer. In the case that move person who was interviewed by phone,
interviewer wrote the new address into the computer program and after the CATI
interviewing period was finished, we sent all lists to the appropriate interviewers. In the
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case that interviewer could not get a new address, in the Statistical office we tried to find
new address from other sources. This way all selected persons and their households who
moved are interviewed face to face under condition that we got new address.

Procedure of tracing of households and persons:

1. If whole household moved out, interviewer had to find out its new address by all
available sources. This information could be obtained from neighbours or relatives,
municipal/communal office and others. Interviewer provide new address of household,
name and surname of the head of the household in relevant form and also filled ID
number of household and this form gave to coordinator of the Regional Office in period at
least 3 days. Consequently coordinator decided on another procedure to continue in this
SK = circumstance.

2. Similarly interviewer proceeded in the case of one or more selected persons moved
out. Basic source of information on place of moving of selected person/persons was
information received from other household members. For each person moved out
interviewer completed relevant form, where was listed new address of this person again,
his/her name and surname, household ID and personal ID.

3. In the case if interviewer was entrusted to collect data for household or person moved
out, needed information was received from coordinator of the relevant Regional Office.

The tracing rules for the follow-up of sample persons, sample households and co-
residents have been followed in the longitudinal survey according to the EU-SILC
requirements framework. Because of the sampling design and the sampling unit definition
used (the selected individuals), only the initial sample persons of the first wave are
followed over the survey years/waves. Acceptance of household interview for database
(DB135=1) from the previous wave is provided for continuing in the wave of the survey
FI F |year. Households of the survey year are constructed and household members are
defined (mostly co-residents, see the household membership definition) around these
sample persons. Household members include the ones who are currently (end of the
income reference period, 31 December) living in the households containing the initial
sample person, the persons who are temporarily absent, and the persons who have
moved and born into the household since the previous wave. Membership status is
checked in each wave.

The sampling unit is individual, and we include all household-members at the time when
the sample is drawn the first year. During the following three year the sampled individuals
are included in the panel wave, and there household-situation is examined. If there

sE a original household from the first year has been split, we only follow the sampled
individual. The household-situation for not sampled household-members is not examined
if they no longer belong to the household of the sampled individuals.
For UK EU-SILC 2006, persons aged 14 and above who could not be contacted in 2005
UK L where not always re-contacted in 2006. Furthermore, information on former residents was

not collected. A similar process was followed between 2006 and 2007, and 2007 and
2008.

We only trace the selected respondent and if he or she has new household-partners they
will be included in the survey. The information used for tracing are received from the
IS F national register, information on phone numbers are received from the largest phone
company in Iceland. Information from former household members are also used to help
locate selected respondents if the selected respondent has moved.

NO

Source: National Final Quality Reports 2008
F (fully), L (largely), P (partly), N (not compara,: (No information).

We can conclude that the large majority of coustf@low the standard rules.

6. COHERENCE

In each survey or administrative data variableslamto those in EU-SILC can be found and
then the definitions and data can be compareddasrstarting point EU-SILC variables.

-23-



There is a variety of sources to analyse the colceref EU-SILC. The sources mostly used by
the countries to compare EU-SILC data are: prevaperations of EU-SILC (considered as an
analysis of the comparability of the data), HousgéhBudget Survey (HBS), Labour Force

Survey (LFS), National Accounts (NA) and adminigta sources.

The information presented on this section of theonal quality report varies greatly among
countries. Some countries only explain that they @bherence studies but do not present the
results in the national quality report. The tab&ol presents a summary of which coherence
studies were carried out with 2008 data by country.

Table 9: Comparison between EU-SILC and other datasts (2008)

Comparison with
Previous Household Labour National Administrative Other
EU-SILC | Budget Survey | Force Survey | Accounts sources sources

BE Y N N N N N
BG N Y Y N Y N
Cz N N N Y Y N
DK : : : : : :
DE N Y N N N N
EE Y N Y Y N Y
IE N N N N Y Y
EL Y Y Y N Y N
ES Y N Y Y Y N
FR N N N N Y Y
IT N N Y Y Y N
CcY Y N Y N N N
LV N Y Y N Y N
LT Y Y N N Y N
LU N N N N N N
HU Y Y Y N N N
MT Y N Y Y Y N
NL Y N N N N Y
AT Y N N Y Y N
PL Y Y N Y N N
PT Y Y N N N N
RO N Y N N N N
SI Y Y Y Y N N
SV Y Y Y N Y Y
FI Y N Y Y Y Y
SE N N N N N N
UK Y N N N N Y
IS N N N N N N
NO N N N N N N

Source: National Final Quality Reports 2008
The main conclusions from this table are the foitayyv

o The majority of countries performed coherence sigiith 2007 data. The
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o only exceptions are: Belgium, because they had l@mub to run the tests; Luxembourg,
because of the difficulties to gather income infation on ‘cross-border’ workers and
international officials; and some register courstrieecause EU-SILC data already come from
registers. Nevertheless, all these countries shemldsage the possibility of comparing data
with, at least, previous editions of EU-SILC.

o Eleven countries compared data with HBS, twelvéWkS, nine with National Accounts and
thirteen with administrative sources.

0 Seven countries carried out coherence studiesailiter national sources.
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7.  ANNEXES

Annex 1: Sampling design

This annex presents information on sampling desigim 2008 by country.

Belgium

The 2008 Belgian sample on which are based thes-@gtional data consists of two rotational
groups selected during the period 2005 — 2007 m2008.

Two different sample designs were used for thectiele of the rotational groups:

» The sample of 2004 was selected with stratified-$teme sampling. In the first phase
275 municipalities were selected with probabilitpjportional-to-size (PPS) sampling
with stratification by region; the strata were tNEITS2 provinces of Belgium and the
Brussels Capital region. In the second phase alsashg0 households was selected from
the first phase’s municipalities systematically. eThouseholds have been ordered
according to the age of the reference person.

= The sample of 2005 was selected with systematiplagn The strata comprise of the
275 municipalities selected in the sample of 2004k first 10 households of the 2004
sample selected with stratification by municipabine replaced by a new systematically
selected sample of households. The same selectioegs is followed for the samples of
2006 — 2007.

= The same selection process is followed for the $amp 2008. 40 households were
selected systematically from each stratum. Treastomprise of the 275 municipalities
selected in the sample of 2004.

Bulgaria

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattitata consists of a four-year rotation
panel in which the sample is divided in four subpbes. Each year one of the rotation groups is
dropped out and a new one is added to the sample.

Bulgaria follows a stratified two-stage samplingemthe strata are formed based on the country
administrative-territorial division. The primaryrsple units (PSUs) are the census enumeration
units where the secondary sample units (SSUsharbduseholds.

The sample is stratified by administrative-terigbudistricts in the country (NUTS3) as well as
household’s location. In the first phase, the cereswmeration units (PSUs) are selected within
each stratum with proportional sampling. In theosec phase, households are selected with
systematic sampling.

The renewal of the sample in rotational groupsniglemented as follows:

» In the sample of 2006 (which was the first yeathef implementation of the survey in
Bulgaria), 6120 households were selected and diviiak® four rotational groups of equal
size.

= In the sample of 2007, the first rotational growensisted of 1530 households) was
dropped out and replaced by 1530 new households.
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» In the sample of 2008, the second rotational gr@amsisted of 1451 households) was
dropped out and 2935 new households were selecteddtled as rotational group 6.

As a result the sample of 2008 was consisted aftfsia (28 of urban population and 28 of rural

population) and of 6530 households (total samplbeanfseholds). However, the final achieved
sample size (interviewed households) was consdtd844 households.

Czech Republic

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattdata consists of two new sample
replications in 2006 and 2007. The rotational salewith four replications will be in use in
2009, when the households from the 2005 operatitbhievdropped from the sample.

Due to the relatively small sample size in 20065yedponding households were carried over to
the 2006 operation. One new sample replicationadaed in 2006 and 2007.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratifieddisng in two-phases. At the first phase, small
geographical areas were selected, namely Censuseeation units (CEUs) with probability
sampling and with stratification by region. Theasdr were the NUTS 3 regions of the country
and the municipality size. In the second phasargkaof 4249 dwellings were selected from the
first phase’s CEUs with simple random sampling. Tlignate sample unit was the dwelling, i.e.
all persons with usual residence in that dwellt@dwellings were sampled from each CEU.

The total sample size was 14134 dwellings (1428%&bolds) from which 4249 dwellings were
newly selected and 9646 dwellings (9764 househaelgsg revisited from previous waves.

Denmark

The sampling design is simple random sampling. Sdraple is a one stage sampling being the
sampling unit the individual person. The samplirepfe is all individuals aged 14 or more but
only households where the selected person is héooe at the beginning of the survey year are
included in the indicators computation of that year

Germany

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattata consists of four rotational panels. In
2005, the survey started with three quota sampldsoae random sample. Each year, one quota
sample was replaced by a new randomly selectedlsa@pnsequently, the sample of 2008 is
based only on random samples.

The sampling frame for the German EU-SILC survey,the yearly random selection of a new
sub-sample is an access panel (DSP), which is stedsof former participants of the German
Microcensus survey. The Microcensus is the largessehold survey in Germany and is based
on random sampling.

The population of the German EU-SILC is personmgvin private households. The EU-SILC
sample of 2008 was selected with a stratified stsmphdom sampling. Households were selected
with simple random sampling within each stratume Tdtrata were formed on the basis of
different stratification criteria, i.e. land (fedérstate), household type, social status of thexmai
income earner, household net income and farm holdgkeparate stratum for each federal
state).

-27-



Estonia

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups,
one group selected in each of 2005, 2006, 20072808. The sample unit was always persons
aged over 14 years (address-persons).

The samples were selected with stratified sampBample of persons aged 14 years and over
was selected with systematic sampling within edadtiem. Then the household of the selected
person was identified and all eligible personshie household were interviewed. For households
this procedure results in unequal probability sangplvith inclusion probabilities proportional to
household size. Households are regarded as sampiitgyalthough selection was made using
the sample of address-persons.

The strata were geographical regions grouped tegeitcording o the population size (i.e. ‘big’
countries, ‘small countries’ and Hiiu country whicbnstitutes a separate stratum as the smallest
country in terms of its population size).

In the sample of 2008, 2421 new households wetaded in the survey, with the same selection
process as for the groups from 2005, 2006 and 2007.

Ireland

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups,
one group selected in each of 2005, 2006, 20026608.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified pdeng in two-phases. In the first phase
dwelling blocks were selected with stratified ramdsampling with stratification by country and
degree of urbanization. In the second phase, holdslvere selected randomly from the first
phase’s dwelling blocks.

The second sampling phase was repeated on a dydrésis, and households selected each
quarter constituted the different replication greudamely, for every dwelling block a sample of
households was selected on a quarterly basis.elthtbusehold was interviewed in the same
quarter the previous year (T-1) and the rotatigmalip in which it existed was included in the
current year’s sample (T), then this household sedacted in the sample of the T year.

Greece

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each replication remains in the sample for fourrye&ach year one of the four replications is
dropped and is replaced by a new one. The samplevas always the household.

The sample of 2003 was selected with stratified-$tame sampling. There were 90 strata defined
by geographic criteria (NUTS2 regions) and by tegrde or urbanisation (i.e. according to their
population size). In the first phase, area units @welling blocks) are selected with probability
proportional to size. In the second phase, a sampB000 househol8s(ultimate units) was
selected with systematic sampling from the firsag#is areas. All the persons living in the
selected addresses are then interviewed.

® The great majority of dwellings are occupied by drousehold; the quality reports of the countryoregample
information in terms of households.
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In 2008, a stratified sampling was implementedaia phases, with the same selection process as
for the previous years. The final sample was coedisf 6504 households, i.e. households for
which an interview is accepted for the database.

Spain

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups,
each of which one remains in the sample for fomsegutive years (4-year panel).

Therefore, the survey of 2004, the 2000 censusosactvere divided into four groups, called
rotational groups, each one corresponding to tbeganels of the sample. Each sub-sample was
constituted of 500 sections. Every year, the saropleddresses in the sections belonging to a
given rotational group is replaced.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified @eng into two-phases. In the first phase,
census sections were selected with probability gntognal to size (family dwellings) and with
stratification by administrative region and sizetld® municipality. In the second phase, 4000
dwellings were selected within the first phase’s censusi@estwith systematic sampling.
Nevertheless, dwellings were sorted in random dodérre systematic selection is carried. out

France

The French EU-SILC sample consists of nine rotalignoups, each one is included in the panel
for nine years. In 2004, a sample of dwellings wesvn from the 1999 Master sample which
was updated with ‘new’ dwellings that came after @ensus of 1999.

The 2008 sample was selected with stratified sargph three phases. In the first phase, groups
of municipalities were selected with probabilityoportional to size within each stratum. The
strata were NUTS2 regions classified accordingnéodegree of urbanisation and the type of area
(urban, rural). In the second phase, dwellings wsakected systematically for urban areas,
whereas for rural areas ad-hoc groups of municdipalivere selected. The third phase exists only
for rural areas where dwellings were selected pyatieally.

All households living in the selected dwellings wanterviewed.

Italy

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each group is included in the sample for four wawkthe survey. Each year one fourth of the
sample is renewed, replacing the group entereaeirsample four years before.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratifiedpdigam in two-phases. In the first phase, four
municipalities were selected in each stratum witbbpbility proportional to the number of

residents. Municipalities were stratified by adrmirative region and number of residents.
Municipalities which their sizes were larger thatheeshold were self-representing units, i.e.

° In the second phase, family addresses were sélddmvever, there was no sub-sampling within thasies; all
households usually residing in those addresses suwateyed; the quality report of the country rep@ample
information in terms of households.
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they constituted a separate stratum and were iedludthe sample with certainty. In the second
phase, households were selected systematicallytfrerfirst phase’s selected municipalities.

Each rotational group is associated to one mudigjpan the strata. However, the self-
representative municipalities were enclosed inyewatiational group. In such a case, households
included in these municipalities were divided imdependent samples.

Cyprus

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of a rotational design of
four replications, with a rotation of one replicati per year. The sampling units are the
households which were selected with simple randampéing within each stratum. Geographical
criteria were used for the sample selection, nanttedyhouseholds were stratified in 9 strata
based on district (Urban/Rural).

Every year one sub-sample is dropped out and sutestiby a new one. In sample of 2008 one
specific sub-sample of the sample of 2007, precgatein the sample of 2005, was dropped and
substituted by a new one selected randomly indh@esway as in the sample of 2005.

The initial sample of 2008 consisted of 3853 hootid) whereas the final achieved sample size
(interviewed households) was consisted of 3355 ¢toalsls.

Latvia

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each year one of the groups is dropped out andceg@lby a new sub-sample.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified -$tame sampling. In the first phase,
Population Census counting areas were selectecgnsgstally within each stratum. The
stratification was based on the degree of urbanisalf the area. Four strata were formed.

In the second phase, addresses were selected wighesrandom sampling within the first
phase’s Population Census counting areas. All hmlde and individuals belonging in the
selected addresses in urban areas were includék isample. In rural areas, only households
formed by persons enumerated in the Household/ést included.

Lithuania

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each year one of the groups is dropped out andceglby a new sub-sample of households.

The samples of 2006, 2007 and 2008 were selectdd striatified simple random sampling.
Persons aged 16 years and over were selected leidpulation Register within each stratum.
Seven strata were formed based on the degree arisdtion.

Households where the selected persons lived in suareyed.
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Luxembourg

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattdata consists of five longitudinal
samples of individuals and a simple random samipled households.

The samples were drawn independently. The longialdiamples were consisted of individuals
distributed within dwellings where none of the memsh depends on Luxembourg’'s Social
Security System.

The sample of ‘tax’ households was consisted ofcaig of persons who depends on the same
Social Security System.

All samples were selected with stratified simpledam sampling. The strata in the case of ‘tax’
households were formed on the basis of Social ggatiatus variables.

Hungary

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups,
one group selected in each of 2005, 2006, 20072808. Four different sample designs were
used for the selection of the rotational groups:

= The samples of 2005, 2006 and 2008 were selectbdstratified sampling in two-phases
in a part of the population (part 1), while wittst@atified sampling on the other part of the
population (part Il). Part Il of the populationn=ists of the bigger localities whereas part
| of the population consists of the rest.

o Part | of the populatianin the first phase, localities were selected with
stratification by General Election Districts andesi(in terms of the number of
dwellings) with probability proportional to the siof dwellings. In the second
phase, dwellings were selected systematically fitomfirst phase’s localities.

o Part Il of the populationThe sample was selected with a systematic sagiplin
Dwellings are selected systematically within eachtsm. The strata are the same
as in the first case, i.e. stratification by Gehétiection Districts and size (in
terms of the number of dwellings).

= The sample of 2007 was selected with stratifiedng in three phases in a part of the
population (part Ill), while a stratified sampling two phases on the other part of the
population (part IV).

o Part lll of the populationIn the first phase, localities were selected with
probability proportional to size with stratificatidoy country and category size. In
the second phase, enumeration districts were sdlealso with probability
proportional to size. In the third stage, housebaletre selected with stratified
random sampling, with stratification by the chaeaistics of the head of the
household.

o Part IV of the populationin the first phase, localities were selected with
probability proportional to size with the strathetstrata were defined by country
and category size criteria. In the second phasesdimlds were selected with
stratified random sampling, with stratification the characteristics of the head of
the household.
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\ Malta ‘

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each year one of the groups is dropped out andceglby a new sample.

The sample of 2008, like in previous years, wasctetl with simple random sampling. 1504
dwellings were selected from the Census of Pomriatind Housing database, which served as
the sampling frame in the survey. The samplingsuniére households composed of a number of
persons who share their income and expenses.

All persons living in the selected households wectuded in the sample.
All households belonging to the ‘old’ rotationabgps were re-contacted for this year’s survey.

The Netherlands

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups,
one group selected in each of 2005, 2006, 20026608.

The sample of 2008 was composed of the addresdseh wiok part in the Labour Force Survey
(LFS) and are willing to cooperate also to EU-Skki@@vey. The LFS sample was selected with
stratified sampling in three phases. In the fitsig®e, municipalities were selected systematically
within the strata with probability proportional gize. The stratification of municipalities was
based on geographical criteria according to a coatiain of two regional attributes, i.e. COROP
and interviewer region. In the second phase, addsesvere selected from the first phase’s
municipalities with simple random sampling withimetfirst phase’s selected municipalities. In
the third phase, persons aged 16 years an oversekseted also with simple random sampling.

The LFS survey has a panel structure with five trotal groups. When the first wave is
completed, addresses with all residents aged 64 wea over are removed from the sample. As
addresses with all residents aged 64 years andaveenot included in the last wave of LFS
survey and in order to get a full coverage of trget population in EU-SILC survey, a sample
of addresses with all residents aged 65 years &ed was also drawn with simple random
sampling.

Therefore, the final EU-SILC 2008 sample consistédwo parts, i.e. the first part which
contained the set of addresses with householdshwiadicipated in LFS survey and the second
part which contained a set of addresses with sitlemts aged 65 years and over.

Austria

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups,
one group selected in each of 2005, 2006, 200728@8. The sample unit was always the
dwelling. Three different sample designs were deethe selection of the rotational groups:

= The samples of 2005 and 2006 were selected withlesirmndom sampling of dwellings.
In 2008 a stratified random sample was selecteqh fittose householtfsavailable for

9 The great majority of dwellings are occupied by dusehold; the quality reports of the countryoregample
information in terms of households.
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follow-up. Two strata were formed, one consistifignouseholds which were at-risk-of-
poverty at least once between 2005 and 2007, andttier consisting of the remaining
households.

» The sample of 2007 was selected with stratifiedloam sampling. There were 170 strata
defined by geographic criteria. In 2008 a stradifrandom sample was selected from
those available for follow-up, with the same satettprocess as for the groups from
2005 and 2006.

» The rotational group of 2008 was selected withtiied random sampling in two-phases.
In the first phase 15000 dwellings were selecteith wiratification by region; the strata
were the NUTS2 regions of the country. In the sdqaimase a sample was selected from
the first phase’s dwellings with further stratificen by region and socio-economic
characteristics of the households. The total nurobstrata was 70.

\ Poland \

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each group is included in the sample for four wawkthe survey. Each year one fourth of the
sample is renewed, replacing the group droppedvithita new one.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified @igng in two-phases. In the first phase,
enumeration census areas were selected withinsteatihm with probability proportional to the

number of dwellings. The strata were NUTS2 regidassified by the degree of urbanisation. In
total, 211 strata were formed. In the second phésellings were selected with simple random
sampling.

All households and individuals living in the sektidwellings were eligible for contact.

Portugal

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each group is included in the sample for four wawkthe survey. Each year one fourth of the
sample is renewed, replacing the group droppedvithita new one.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified @igng in two-phases. In the first phase,

census areas were selected systematically witluin s@atum. Primary Sampling Units were the
areas of the Master Sample (made of census enuomeaaeas). The strata were NUTS3 regions.
In total, 7 strata were formed.

In the second phase, dwellings were selected witple random sampling. All households and
individuals living in the selected dwellings wengdarviewed.
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Romania

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each group is included in the sample for four waskthe survey. Each year one fourth of the
sample is renewed, replacing the group droppedvithta new sample.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratifiedpdeng in two-phases. A stratified random
sample of 780 areas (primary sampling units) wasigded after 2002 census. This is the
Multifunctional Sample of Territorial Areas, so leal the master sample EMZOT. The primary
sampling unit (PSU) corresponds to the master sanwahich is a group of census sections
(census enumeration areas) selected with probapiitportional to size (number of permanent
dwellings) within each stratum. The strata were 1$3Tregions classified according to the area
where a specific PSU was located (urban or rumd)arThe EMZOT sample was consisted of
427 PSUs from urban area and 353 PSUs from rugal ar

In the second phase, 2340 dwellings were selegtdmatically from EMZOT. All households
within each dwelling were included in the sample.

Slovenia

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each year one fourth of the sample is renewed three of the groups are preserved in the
sample from the previous year and one new growgretite sample, replacing the group dropped
out.

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified pdeng in two phases. In the first phase,
enumeration areas were selected systematicallyinvghch stratum. The strata were defined
according to the size of settlement and the proporof agricultural households in the
settlement. Overall, 6 strata were formed. Withatte stratum 600 enumeration areas were
selected. In the second phase, 7 persons agedai$ ged over were selected from the first
phase’s enumeration areas. Persons aged 16 yearsvaesampled.

All households where the selected persons belomgete eligible for contact.

Slovakia

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each group is included in the sample for four wawkthe survey. Each year one fourth of the
sample is renewed, replacing the group droppedvithita new sample.

The sample of 2008 was selected with one stag#fistlasampling. Households were selected
with simple random sampling within the strata. T$teata were NUTSS3 regions classified
according to the degree of urbanisation.

All the households and the individuals living iretbelected households were contacted.
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Finland

The 2008 sample on which based on the cross-sattiata consists of two rotational groups.
The sample of the new rotation group was selecte¢dd survey year, the older group consists of
the responded households from the previous sumay y

The sample of the new rotation group was selectiéd avtwo-phase stratified sampling design.

In the first phase, a master sample of person®@) was selected systematically from the
population register data. The data has been ordeyethe domicile code, which describes

individual location of person’s permanent residendeusehold-dwelling units were constructed

by adding persons sharing the same domicile codle thie selected persons to the master
sample. The master sample of household-dwellints uas stratified by socio-economic criteria

(wage earners, entrepreneurs, farmers, pensioo@rsrs and information on taxable income

level, 13 strata). In the second phase, a samptewdehold-dwelling units (7 500) was selected
randomly within each stratum of the master sampile wnequal probabilities.

Finnish sample design is not fully integrative fbe cross-sectional and longitudinal surveys.
The 2008 longitudinal sample contains 1/3 of thev metation group of the cross-sectional
survey selected proportionally to the size withimts two, three or four years before the survey
year. The whole new group of the cross-sectionalesuis thus not selected for the longitudinal
survey over four years.

Sweden

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Each group is included in the sample for four waskthe survey. Each year one fourth of the
sample is renewed, replacing the group droppedvithta new sample.

The sample of 2008 was selected with systematipkiagn Persons aged 16 years and over were
drawn from the Population Register (RTB). In ortieicover the whole target population, each
panel was supplemented with a systematic samplenwfigrants and a systematic sample of
individuals new 16 aged.

All the households where the selected persons fdtowere then interviewed.

United Kingdom

Data for EU-SILC UK 2008 were collected from twaustes. First, data were collected by the
Office for National Statistics (ONS), using the @geal Lifestyle Survey. Second, to ensure that
EU-SILC is representative of the UK, a sample giragimately 300 households was selected by
NISRA (Northern Ireland Statistics and Researchrigg using the Living Conditions Survey
(LCS).

The sample of 2008 was selected with stratified @eug in two phases. In the first phase,
postcode sectors were selected with probabilitpgriional to size within each stratum. Initially,
postcode sectors were allocated to 31 major stBétatrata correspond to Great Britain, whereas
the stratum with identifier 31 corresponds to Nerthlreland). Within each major stratum,
postcode sectors were then stratified accordingeiected indicators taken from the 2001
Census.

In the second phase, addresses were selected atistdiy within the first phase’s postcode
sectors. All households at the sampled addresskalbpersons aged 16 years and over living in

-35 -



these households were interviewed.

Iceland

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattiata consists of four rotational groups.
Namely the 4000 individuals selected in the sarp@004 were divided into 4 rotational groups
of approximately 1000 individuals. Every year orfetlte groups is replaced by a new one
consisting of 1000 participants.

The sample of 2008 was selected with simple randampling without stratification. The
sampling units were persons aged 16 years andliougy in private households selected from
the Population Register. All households where #lected persons belong to were interviewed.

Norway

The 2008 sample on which are based the cross-sattlata consists of eight rotational groups.
Up until 2008, the sample for EU-SILC in Norway wesmposed of an old sample for a
longitudinal survey established in 1997 and a nawe with different design in 2003.

The samples of the period 2003 — 2006 were selewiibdstratified sampling. Persons aged 16
years and over were selected systematically withich stratum. The stratification criterion was
the age. In addition, each existing rotational grovas then supplemented with new persons
aged 16 years and new immigrants to ensure refiedsemess.

The sample of 2008 is selected only according ¢onew design, since all respondents from the
old sample were rotated out. The sample of 2008sgkected with systematic random sampling
in one stage. Persons aged 16 years and over whkyetesl systematically from the central
population register.
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Annex 2: Mode of data collection

Table 10: Mode of data collection* (longitudinal 208)

Wave 2005 Wave 2006 Wave 2007 Wave 2008

PAPI | CAPI | CATI | S.A. | PAPI | CAPI | CATI | S. A. | PAPI | CAPI | CATI | S. A. | PAPI | CAPI | CATI | S. A.
BE : 100 : : 100 : : 100 : : 100 :
BG : : 100 : 100 : 100 :
Ccz 99.2 : 0.8 99.5 : 0.5 99.7 : 0.3 99.9 : 0.1
DK 94.8 5.2 : 95.4 4.6 : 95.2 4.9 : 959 | 4.1
DE : : : 100 54.6 : : 454 : : : 100 : : : 100
EE 8.9 90.5 0.5 0.2 1.8 | 98.1 0.1 : 2.7 97.1 0.2 0 3 96.7 0.3 0
IE : 100 : : 100 : : 100 : : : 100 : :
EL 76.7 22.1 1.2 73.9 | 24.2 1.9 81 14.6 1.9 2.6 83.5 11 5.5 0.1
ES : 96.5 3.5 : 93.5 6.5 : 93 7 : 91.6 8.4
FR 100 : 100 : 100 : 100 :
IT 100 : 100 : 100 : 100 :
CY 0.5 99.5 . 100 0 100 0.1 99.9
LV 99.1 : 0.9 12.9 | 83.2 3.8 0.1 12.4 | 80.7 6.9 0.1 7 65 279 | 0.1
LT 97.8 1.2 1 96.2 : 2.4 1.4 95.5 : 3.7 0.8 76.4 : 23.3 | 0.4
LU 100 : : 100 : : 100 : : 100 : :
HU 100 100 100 100
MT 10.9 89.1 : 100 0 100 : 100
NL : : 100 : 100 : : 100 . 100
AT 96.6 3.4 99.6 0.4 92.3 7.7 57.3 | 42.7
PL 100 : : 100 : : 100 : : 100 : :
RO : : 7.6 92.4 54 | 94.6
PT 6.3 93.7 8 92 100 : 100 :
Sl 100 : : 68.4 | 31.6 : : 525 | 475 : 19.6 | 80.4 :
SK 99.5 0.5 99.4 : : 0.6 99.4 : : 0.6 99.5 : : 0.5
FI : 5.5 94.5 : 3 97 2.7 97.3 : : 0.9 99.1
SE 0.1 99.9 0.1 99.9 : 100 100
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UK : 100 . : : 100 : : : 100 : : : 100
IS : . 100 : : : 100 : : . 100 : : : 100
NO : 0.9 99.1 : : 0.4 [ 99.6 : : 0.4 [ 99.6 : : 0.2 | 99.8

Source: Micro-database (April 2011)
* PAPI: Paper Assisted Personal Interview; CARIntputer Assisted Personal Interview; CATI: Comptssisted Telephone Interview; S.A.: Self-admiritdd questionnaire
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Annex 3: Proxy interview

Table 11: Proxy interviews (longitudinal), %

2005 2006 2007 | 2008

BE 12.9 13.1 13.9 16.3
BG 195 29.6 19.2
Cz 9.3 8.3 8.9 9.1
DK 48.5 48.9 49.3 49.1
DE 10.6 19.1 20.3 22.6
EE 6.1 5.2 111 13.7
IE 30.0 33.4 30.8 31.9
EL 5.7 3.5 5.6 6.7
ES 40.7 41.1 41.2 40.1
FR 27.1 26.9 28.0 28.5
IT 14.9 15.3 16.3 19.1
CY 13.2 13.0 175 17.6
LV 5.8 6.4 5.2 20.7
LT 12.4 16.0 20.3 16.7
LU 22.8 25.4 23.0 241
HU 10.4 135 20.6 17.1
MT 29.2 30.9 31.5 21.0
NL 40.7 42.8 5.1 0.4
AT 23.1 194 20.0 29.3
PL 194 18.2 17.4 18.6
PT 13.3 13.1 16.0 17.9
RO , ; 19.8 19.9
Sl 25.3 24.4 26.3 25.3
SK 5.5 5.7 6.6 4.2
Fl 50.9 50.7 45.7 14.7
SE 6.6 3.5 3.9 24
UK 10.9 10.5 9.7 9.7
IS

NO 27.0 29.5 28.5 28.6

Source: Micro-database (April 2011)
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Annex 4: Timeliness and punctuality

Table 12: Follow-up cross-sectional data (2008)

Regulation First Number of Last
deadline Transmission transmissions Transmission
BE 01/10/2009 30/11/2009 2 18/12/2009
BG 01/10/2009 06/10/2009 4 11/12/2009
Cz 01/10/2009 06/10/2009 2 06/11/2009
DK 30/11/2009 27/11/2009 6 22/03/2010
DE 01/10/2009 30/09/2009 5 06/01/2010
EE 01/10/2009 31/08/2009 1 31/08/2009
IE 30/11/2009 06/10/2009 1 06/10/2009
EL 01/10/2009 23/10/2009 2 03/11/2009
ES 01/10/2009 28/07/2009 4 09/10/2009
FR 01/10/2009 05/10/2009 3 22/12/2009
IT 01/10/2009 30/11/2009 4 05/02/2010
CcY 01/10/2009 10/11/2009 1 10/11/2009
LV 01/10/2009 16/09/2009 1 16/09/2009
LT 01/10/2009 31/07/2009 3 22/09/2009
LU 01/10/2009 15/09/2009 1 15/09/2009
HU 01/10/2009 15/06/2009 4 10/09/2009
MT 01/10/2009 09/10/2009 3 06/05/2010
NL 30/11/2009 01/10/2009 3 06/01/2010
AT 01/10/2009 08/07/2009 4 23/09/2009
PL 01/10/2009 31/07/2009 2 30/09/2009
PT 01/10/2009 25/09/2009 2 25/09/2009
RO 01/10/2009 29/05/2009 6 09/10/2009
SI 30/11/2009 25/09/2009 1 25/09/2009
SK 01/10/2009 01/07/2009 2 10/09/2009
Fl 30/11/2009 14/05/2009 3 14/09/2009
SE 30/11/2009 30/09/2009 3 08/03/2010
UK 30/11/2009 02/11/2009 5 15/12/2009
IS 30/11/2009 21/09/2009 11 05/01/2010
NO 30/11/2009 23/09/2009 3 23/10/2009

Source: eDamis (June 2011) and Regulation (EC) NG/R2003
Note: The dates in bold in the ‘First transmisstmfumn’ indicate a delay of transmitted data after Regulation
deadline.
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Table 13: Follow-up longitudinal data (2008)

Regulation First Number of Last
deadline transmission transmissions transmission

BE | 31/03/2010 30/03/2010 2 08/04/2010
BG | 31/03/2010 03/02/2010 2 14/04/2010
CZ | 31/03/2010 13/04/2010 3 08/07/2010

DK | 31/03/2010 14/01/2011 5 01/02/2011
DE | 31/03/2010 23/02/2010 8 18/10/2010
EE | 31/03/2010 22/12/2009 1 22/12/2009
IE 31/03/2010 31/03/2010 3 22/10/2010

EL 31/03/2010 02/07/2010 5 17/09/2010
ES 31/03/2010 20/01/2010 2 21/01/2010
FR 31/03/2010 11/05/2010 2 10/12/2010
IT 31/03/2010 31/03/2010 2 11/05/2008
CY | 31/03/2010 29/03/2010 1 29/03/2010
LV 31/03/2010 22/03/2010 2 10/06/2010
LT 31/03/2010 01/03/2010 3 01/04/2010
LU 31/03/2010 11/12/2009 1 11/12/2009
MT | 31/03/2010 25/02/2010 2 20/05/2010
HU | 31/03/2010 18/12/2009 5 25/02/2010
AT | 31/03/2010 01/02/2010 3 22/03/2010
NL 31/03/2010 29/01/2010 2 06/04/2010
PL 31/03/2010 27/10/2009 1 27/10/2009
PT 31/03/2010 15/03/2010 2 01/06/2011
SK | 31/03/2010 31/10/2009 4 04/06/2010
RO | 31/03/2010 29/03/2010 2 14/04/2010
Sl 31/03/2010 30/10/2009 1 30/10/2009
SE | 31/03/2010 15/03/2010 4 04/08/2010
Fl 31/03/2010 12/02/2010 1 12/02/2010
UK | 31/03/2010 31/03/2010 1 31/03/2010
IS 31/03/2010 05/02/2010 5 22/03/2010
NO | 31/03/2010 01/02/2010 4 04/03/2010

Source: eDamis (July 2011) and Regulation (EC) N6712003.
Note: The dates in bold in the ‘First transmissioolumn indicate a delay of transmitted data after Regulation
date.
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