The opinion of the expert from INS Romania, Mr. Dumitrescu Ilie, regarding the Feasibility report on alignment of the Republic of Moldova to EU NUTS statistical territorial classification
Mr. Dumitrescu Ilie from the very beginning has highly appreciated the efforts undertaken by the team of experts contracted by UNDP, Mr. Raivis Bremsmits, Angela Deliu and Inga Cojocaru, in collaboration with the representatives of the NBS and MRDC. 

He considers that the efforts have been outlined in an ample and relevant study, which has tackled explicitly the modality, criteria, and conditions stipulated in the Regulation 1059/2003 regarding the NUTS structures, and presented the assessment, alternatives and options suggested in the final conclusions and recommendations of the above-mentioned report. In his presentation during the meeting organized with UNDP support and with participation of some representatives of the central and local administration, and attended by Mr. Artur Răducanu, II Secretary, the Policy Section of the Romanian Embassy in the Republic of Moldova, the expert has formulated a number of questions meant to clarify some of the problems contained in the material subject to discussion. In this respect, reiterating the essential condition for covering the Republic of Moldova and its territorial structures in the NUTS structures, Mr. Dumitrescu has shown that from the point of view of the population threshold, RM has an estimated population (before the results of the Population and Dwelling Census (PDC)) of over 4 million, so the alternative would be NUTS I. Depending on this alternative, the level NUTS II would be allocated to the regions of the Republic of Moldova and respectively, at the level NUTS III for the other structure, including the ones representing the administrative units. In this context, except for the Baltic countries, which were tackled significantly in the report, it would be recommended to consider as well the structures of Slovenia and Slovak Republic, which are close to Moldova from the point of view of the number of population: the first having minus one million, and the second having plus one million. The version of attributing the Republic of Moldova the level NUTS II for the whole country is nevertheless feasible and it seems that this option is preferred among all the other options of the authors, and the Romanian expert also joins this perspective. However, after obtaining the preliminary results of the PDC 2014 (probably in December current year), this problem could be eventually reconsidered and preserved as a reserve option for the above-mentioned proposal (RM= NUTS II). While the proposal of regional structure of NUTS III level, with three regions, is appreciated by the report’s authors as the best one, nevertheless it implies the preliminary assumption of some risks. The risks are generate by the fact that the inclusion of Transnistria in the “Center Region”, as it is suggested, implies “ipso facto” some adequate political arrangements, on one hand, and availability of statistical data for this structure, on the other hand, which should be harmonized with the statistical data of the structure in which this territory is going to be integrated (“Center Region”).
Mr. Dumitrescu Ilie has also appreciated the positive elements provided by the authors regarding the score in the “ranking”, by taking into consideration some essential criteria, depending on the pro/against ratio for different regional structures.

Recommendations:

1. The INS expert considers that in the near futures, depending on the preliminary results of the PDC 2014, the absolute figures regarding the number of population, by usual place of residence, it will be necessary to change the figures contained in the current report.
2. As in the current proposal, the NUTS structure is covered at the level NUTS II (Republic of Moldova) and NUTS III – regions (in top options) – as a priority option, a solution should be identified for the sub-regional structures (currently – administrative units).

3. The material uses the reason that the basic option was formulated as the most convenient solution from the point of view of accessing the European funds. The expert considers that in line with this option, it is necessary to formulate the reasons of national interest, especially from statistic point of view. Hence, we should avoid the scenario in which statistics, for the purpose of meeting the needs of data users (EU and national data), to use for the same regional structure two sets of statistical data. This recommendation derives from the content of the report and the explanations provided during the meeting, as different national authorities use distinct regional classifications, and this fact can create confusions and malfunctions at the operational and decision-making levels.
4. In the perspective of adopting the option proposed by the authors, for which no major objections were raised, it is necessary to strengthen the National Bureau of Statistics and its territorial units with human and technical resources, necessary for monitoring the regional structures and to ensure the conditions for statistical coverage and quality of data in the required structures.
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