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TRANSFER PAYMENTS IN
NATIONAL ACCOUNTS
AND GRANTS ECONOMICS
BY

P.S.K. MURTY AND YUSUF SIDDIQI"

i In cti

In recent years, government spending (expenditure on goods and
services as well as transfer payments), budget deficits and public
debt, have been receiving widespread attention, both in Canada and

the United States.

In Canada, for the last several years, the transfer payments
component, essentially public grants, grew faster than the
expenditure on goods and services. The transfer payments component
(including interest on the public debt) which was about $4 billion
in 1961 rose 37-feld to about £150 billion by 4989. The

expenditure on goods and services which was about $8 billion in

*P.S.K. Murty is the Chief of Public Sector, Input-Output
Division, Statistics Canada and Yusuf Siddigi is the Assistant
Director, Input-Output Division. The views in this paper are those
of the authors, not necessarily those of Statistics Canada. This
paper draws on the materials in the papers: (1) "Government
Expenditures on Goods and Services and Transfer Payments in Canada,
1961-1985" by P.S.K. Murty and Yusuf Siddigi presented at the joint
session of the American Economic Association and the Association
for the Study of Grants Economy held in Atlanta on December 30,
1989; (2) "New Paradigm to Analyze Government Transfer Payments
with Special Reference to Canada" by P.S.K. Murty presented at the
Second Annual Convention of International Congress of Political
Economists held in Boston, January 9-12, 1991; and (3) "A New
Paradigm to Analyze Commodity Indirect Taxes and Subsidies, 1986-
1989" by P.S.K. Murty and Yusuf Siddigi, an extract of which was
published in the Canadian Economi¢ Qbserver, Statistics Canada,
Catalogue 11-010, Ottawa, May 1991.
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1961 increased 17-fold to about $137 billion by 1989. Also, as a
proportion of total government spending, the transfer payments
category which was 36% in 1961 rose to 52% by 1989 while the
expenditure on goods and services which was 64% of government
spending in 1961 declined to 48% by 1989. Because of the growing
importance of transfer payments 1in Canada, and because, by
definition, transfer payments in National Accounts should represent
"grants", we felt that a thorough review of these transfer payments
was needed using the framework of "grants" concept of Grants
Economics. This review would also point out any divergences in the

Canadian practice.

II  Background

At the outset, it is useful to recall, from the Grants
Economics literature, the role of government to better appreciate
the patterns of government spending including transfer payments.
Professor Kenneth Boulding, in his paper "The Role of Government in
a Free Economy", states that "the functions of government.... can
be divided fairly simply into the provision of public goods and the
reduction of public bads through taxes, public purchases and
grants"l., Public goods, says Boulding, are those that "will not
be supplied adequately through a system of markets and private
property, simply because they cannot be appropriated”. Highways,

parks, courts and the legal system, public health systems, water

lgenneth E. Boulding, "The Role of Government in a Free
Economy", Review of Social Economy, December 1982, Volume 3, p.

420.



supplies and utilities are examples of "public goods", while crime,
the arms races, pollution, and poverty are examples of "public
bads". Thus, the government fulfils 1its role through two
categories of spending: (1) direct purchases of goods and services
to deliver services on one hand; and (2) redistribution of income

by transfer payments on the other hand.

The division of government sSpending between the two main
categories mentioned in Boulding’s paper is consistent with the one
recommended in the System of National Accounts (SNA). In that
system, a similar subdivision of government spending into two broad
categories is recommended to articulate: (a) expenditure on goods
and services and (b) transfers to other sectors of the economy?.
The category of transfers is supposed to include all unrequited
transfers which are neither "contractual nor quid pro quo in
character"?. The Canadian SNA also defines two kinds of government
spending: goods and services representing "a two-way exchange
between transactors" where there is a "quid pro quo" (an equivalent
in return); and transfer payments "involving a unilateral transfer

in which there is no quid pro quo"®. Boulding et al. define a

2ynited Nations, A System of Natiomal Accounts, Studies in
Methods, Series F, No. 2, Rev. 3, New York, 1968, Table C, Accounts

3 and 5, General Government, p. 1é6l.

31bid, pp. 127-129.
4National Income and Expenditure Accounts, Volume 3, A Guide

to the National Income and Expenditure Accounts, Definitions-
Concepts -Sources-Methods, Statistics Canada, Catalogue 13-549E,

Ottawa, September 1975, p. 104.



grant as "a one-way transfer of exchangeables, which in an
accounting sense increases the net worth of the recipient and
diminishes the net worth of the grantor"®. In other words, if A
gives something exchangeable to B and if B gives nothing
exchangeable to A, the transaction will fall in the definition of
"one-way transfer" or a "grant"s. This concept is the same as the

one assigned to "transfer payments" in the National Accounts.

Incidentally, it is worth recalling the following guidelines
advocated by Professor Hicks et al. for any method of modern
economic investigation’.

"The method of modern economic investigation
is the same as the method of all science.
Economics studies facts and seeks to arrange
the facts in such ways as make it possible to
draw conclusions from them. As always, it is
the arrangement which 1s the delicate
operation. Facts arranged in the right way,
speak for themselves; unarranged, they are as

dead as mutton. One of the main things we
have to learn is how to arrange our facts
properly."

SRenneth E. Boulding, Martin Pfaff, Janos Horvath. "Grants

Economics. A Simple Introduction", American Economist, Spring 1972
pp. 19-20. Also, see Janos Horvath, "Rural America and the Grants

Economy", American Journal of Agricultural Economics, December
1971, 53 (5), p. 749;

éKenneth E. Boulding, Martin Pfaff, and Janos Horvath, "Grants
Economics: A Simple Introduction", Qp. cit,, p. 20; Also, see Janos
Horvath, "On the Evaluation of International Grants Policy", Public
Finance, 1971, 26 (2), pp. 379-393.

’J.R. Hicks, Albert Gailord Hart and James W. Ford, The Social

Framework of the American Economy, Oxford University Press, New
York, 1955, p. 5.



This paper reviews the Canadian SNA database of government
transfer payments in the context of "grants" defined by Boulding et
al. in the Grants Economics, analyzes divergences, and recommends
a new presentation of government transfer payments data by
reclassifying the divergences to the categories to which they
properly belong, so that an objective economic analysis of the
programs can be carried out before making appropriate policy
decigsions. However, government policies about transfer payments
are not discussed here as they are beyond the scope of this study.
This paper also demonstrates that such a review and
reclagsification of data into a new paradigm proposed here are
essential to improve the quality of government database by

reflecting reality which is highly essential for policy decisions.

IIT Revi and Analygi f Pregsently Published Da

1. Querview

We reviewed the published detail of transfer payments and
filtered them through the "grants" concept advocated by Boulding et
al. As a result, several items were disqualified from the category
of "transfer payments" and reclassified to the categories they
represent. Consequently, a new structure of database has been
developed in this study. A main objective of this new structure is
to provide a database containing only the legitimate grants in the

transfer payments category for an objective analysis.



In the Canadian SNA, government transfer payments are shown in
the following four categories, following the recommendations of the
United Nations®. Therefore, the review and analysis of transfer
payments in this study cover only those four categories.

(1) Transfer payments to the personal sector
(2) Transfer payments to non-residents
(3) Transfer payments to the business sector
- subsgidies
- capital assistance

(4) Interest on the public debt

Among the recipients of the total transfer payments, the
personal sector ranked first, and interest on the putlic debt was
second. However, the growth of transfer payments to the personal
sector was less pronounced than interest on the public debt. In
1961, transfer payments to the personal sector stood at about $3
billion while interest on the public debt was about $1 billion. By
1989, transfer payments to the personal sector rose to about $76
billion--a 25-fold increase--while interest on the public debt grew

to about $58 billion--a 58-fold increase (Table 1).

The business sector’s share of transfer payments also

increased from about $0.4 billion in 1961 to about $14 billion in

1989 -- a 35-fold rise. Transfers to the business sector are of two
SUnited Nations, A System of Natjonal Accountsg, op. Cit., pp.

120 2N NI GFIe:



types: subsidies and capital assistance. Subsidies were the largest
component of transfer payments to the business sector. For example,

in 1989, they were about $12 billion or 83% of the total (Table 1).

This overview was based on the published database. Now we

proceed to analyze the content.

s Transfer Payments to the Personal Sector

Government transfer payments to the personal sector include
payments such as pensions for past service, Canada and Quebec
pension payments; workers’ compensation; unemployment insurance
benefits; grants to universities?, postsecondary educational
institutions and other non-profit institutions; old age Security
payments; family and youth allowances!?; scholarships and
fellowships; adult occupational training payments; assistance to

immigrants and farmers; international assistance; and payments to

the disabled among others.

9In Canada, governments in all provinces are involved in
financing and planning university development. A substantial
amount (over 75%) of the operating revenues of universities are
derived from the government sector. For more information, refer to
Fin ial tatistics of Eduction 1982-83, Statistics Canada,
Catalogue 81-208, Ottawa, January, 1987, p. 75; Also, see Canada
Year Book, 1980-81, Statistics Canada, Catalogue 11-402E Ottawa, p.
25,

107he old-age security pension has been in effect since 1952.
It provides monthly benefits to all persons aged 65 and older
provided the resident requirements are met. The federal family
allowance programs, established at the end of World War 1II,
provides a monthly allowance for each child up to age 16. In 1964,
under the Youth Allowances Act, this allowance was extended to
include children aged 17 and 18 who continued to attend school.
This scheme is scheduled to be phased out in December 1992.

9



By definition, these items should have no element of quid pro
quo. However, when the concepts of Grants Economics are applied to
those items, some did not meet with the criteria established for
"grants". In such cases, these payments were either deferred
payments from funds contributed by the recipients, or indirect
purchases of goods and services through third parties for delivery

of public services to society.

Some payments to the personal sector, such as pension payments
for past service, Canada and Quebec pension payments, workers’
compensation payments, and unemployment insurance benefits, are
from contributory plans. The employers’ contributions to these
plans are quid pro gquo expenditures of the government as they are
merely "deferred payments" to employees for their services. As
such, they are already treated in the Government Accounts as well
as in the SNA as supplementary labour income payments in the year

during which the contributions were made.

Employees, on the other hand, are contributing with the
understanding that they will receive the funds when qualified. For
example, when employees retire, they expect pensions from the funds
to which they contributed, whether the government kept the
contributions "in trust" or whether it spent them. In effect,
then, the contributions in these cases are intended to be held in

"trust funds" until the contributors qualify for payment.

10



These "trust funds" will earn income based on the investments
that the government makes, and this income will become part of the
funds for disbursement, similar to the operations of a private
business enterprise. Therefore, these "trust Funds" should be
treated as unincorporated government business enterprises, but not
as part of general government. In other words, they should be a
part of bugsiness sector, but not government sector. These "trust
funds" are in fact rendering financial services and their "surplus"
funds belong to the management of the "trust funds" similar to any
business organization. Their primary purpose is not to incur
financial 1losses and they all strive to have surpluses for
resources to meet future liabilities just like any business
organizations. If they sustain losses, the government may transfer
funds to offset those losses and such transfers alone fall in the
definition of grants defined 1in the Grants Economics. The
government transfer payments out of these "trust funds" are merely
the return of funds received for disbursement at the appropriate
time. In this sense, the contributions are similar to bank
deposits while the payments are synonymous to withdrawals. When we
deposit money in a bank account and then withdraw it, the
withdrawal cannot be considered a transfer or grant. By labeling
government payments made out of the 'trust funds" as transfer

payments, these payments to the personal sector are over-estimated.

Therefore, both the contributions and investment income they

generated (currently included in government revenues) and the

L



repayments (currently included in transfer payments) should be
excluded from the government sector’s current operations accounts
and reclassified to the status of "trust fund" transactions. This
procedure would eliminate the payments for pensions, unemployment
insurance, Canada and Quebec pensions, and worker’s compensation
benefits!? from the present category of government transfer
payments to persons. The amounts in these cases are substantial,
about $32 billion or 43% of the published total transfer payments

of §76 billion in 1989 (Table 1).

In addition, payments to universities, postsecondary
educational institutions, and other non-profit organizations
including Indian Bands'? are included in transfer payments to the
Personal sector and they contain an element of quid pro quo. As
such transfer payments enable these institutions to finance their
operations to deliver specific services to the personal sector on
behalf of the government sector, they too should be excluded from
transfer payments and included in the government expenditure on
goods and services. The institutions receiving the payments are in

fact rendering a service to the personal sector on behalf of the

11 These programs include: Federal Pensions - World Wars I and
S war Veterans Allowances, Re-establishment credits,
Rehabilitation credits, Unemployment insurance benefits, Pensions
to government employees, and Canada Pension Plan benefits;
Provincial Workers’ Compensation Benefits, Provincial Pensions to
government employees, and Quebec Pension Plan benefits.

; 12por more information on the administration of Native peoples
in Canada, see (Canada Year Book, 1980-81, Statistics Canada,
Catalogue 11-402E, Ottawa, April 1981, pp. 80, 118, and 138.

12



government sector. For example, univergities and other educational
institutions are given funds to deliver education services;
payments to "native peoples organizations" and to local initiative
programs are given to deliver some other predetermined services to
the personal sector. Therefore, an exchange between the donor and
the recipient is implied in these payments. According to the
United Nations SNA, such payments by government to non-profit
institutions should be classified as "government expenditure on
goods and services" and therefore they should be removed from
transfer payments to the Personal sector and included in the

government expenditure on goods and services.l3

In general, government expenditures on goods and services are
intended to produce and deliver public services directly. However,
in certain instances, the government may choose to provide funds to
non-profit institutions to produce and deliver services that the
government sector does not. These cases involve "indirect quid pro
quo", because an exchange takes place, though the services are not
delivered directly by government. In these cases, the government,
instead of delivering specific services to the public directly, are
choosing to provide those sgervices indirectly through third
parties. The funds for the delivery of those services should not
be regarded as grants under Grants Economics concepts. Though the

services are not delivered directly by government, an exchange

13ynited Nations, A System of National Accounts, op. cit., p.
75 (Papa. 5.28Y, p. 105 (Pewal' 6:92),vaph p. 1109 (Paza. €. F00)%

13



takes place and the element of quid pro quo is present between the
donor and the recipient. Therefore, the government payments to
those institutions should not be included in "transfer payments",
but should be regarded as government expenditure on goods and

services.

All such transfer payments described above with an element of
exchange or "indirect gquid pro quo" have been identified. In 1989,
the sum is about $£13 billion or 17% of the published transfer
payments to persons. We have added them to the currently published
government expenditures on goods and services (Table 1) and removed
them from the published transfer payments category to derive

payments with only grant elements!'® (Tables 1, 1A, 2, 3, and 4).

Thus, by removing the items falling into the two categories
(payments out of "trust funds", and payments that have the element
of quid pro guo), we derive the items that are qualified in
transfer payments or grants category. These grants amounted to
about $30 billion or 40% of the published total transfer payments
to persons in 1989 (Tables 1 and 1A). They include: family and

youth allowances; old age security payments; scholarships and

l4These grant payments are: Federal Family and Youth
Allowances, 0ld Age Security Payments, Grants from the Canada
Council, Adult Occupational Training Payments, Assistance to
Immigrants, Prairie Farm Assistance Act (existed up to 1973 in
small amounts), Payments to Western Grain Producers (existed in
1962 only), and Grants 1in support of International Assistance
Programs; Provincial Government Direct Relief, 0ld Age and Blind
Pensions, Mother’s and Disabled Persons Allowances, Miscellaneous;
and Local Government Direct Relief.

14



fellowships; adult occupational training payments; assistance to
immigrants and farmers; international assistance; payments to
disabled persons, among others. These "grant" payments after
reclassification of the published data made up only about 4% of GDP
in 1961 and 5% in 1989, and are much smaller than the payments
before reclassification at about 7% in 1961 and 12% in 1989 (Table

4).

In summary, then, the presently published government transfer
payments to persons has three components:
(1) trust fund payments which rose to 43% in 1989 from about
33% of the total in 1961;
(ii) indirect quid pro quo payments which rose to 17% in 1989
from 11% of the total in 1961;
(iii) grants which declined substantially to 40% in 1989 from

55% of the total in 1961.

Thus, our review of transfer payments to persons in the
context of Grants Economics has revealed that the apparent growth
in the published figures was for the items not belonging to the
grants category (Tables 1 and 1A). The grants component actually

declined.

15



Based on this analysis, the existing transactions on the
transfer payments to persons can be re-classified into three types:
(1) Transfer payments that meet the definition of grants in
the Grants Economics literature (that is, no quid pro
qile)-.
(ii) Payments similar to "trust fund" withdrawals.

(iii) Payments with an element of indirect quid pro quo.

The transfer payments in National Accounts should include only the
first type which meets the definition of grants 1in Grants
Economics. The second type should be included in the Trust Funds
while the third type should be included in government expenditure
on goods and services as there is an element of quid pro quo.
3. i )2 n Non-residen

This is relatively a smaller component of government transfer
payments. In 1961, the published data of transfer payments to the
non-resident sector were about $0.08 billion ($77 million) and they

rose to about $2.3 billion by 1989.

A gimilar reclassification procedure has been followed for
these transfer payments also. Our analysis has revealed that these
transfers contain official contributions to international agencies
for aid programs and pensions to Canadians and others 1living
abroad. Here again, based on the previous discussion, the pensions

are for past services rendered to the government and they should be

16



classified as "trust fund" payments. As such, they have been
removed from the transfer payments category and the "grants"

component to non-residents derived.

The "trust fund" type payments were about 0.02 billion (821
million) in 1961 and they rose to $0.3 billion ($344 million) by
1989. After removing them, the grant element for 1961, was about
$0.06 billion ($56 million) due to a smaller amount of "trust fund"
type payment; but in 1989, the grant element was about $2.0 billion

(Tables 1 and 1A).

4. Transfer Payments to the Businegg Sector

Transfer payments to the business sector contain subsidies and

capital assistance.

By definition, subsidies are grants on "current account by the
government to (a) private enterprises and public corporations, or
(b) unincorporated public enterprises when clearly intended to
compensate for losses resulting from the price policies of

government"ls.

In other words, the payment of subsidies to industries is

tantamount to sharing the production costs of the industries

concerned. There 1is, however, no direct exchange of goods or
15ynited Nations, Natiopmal Accounts Statigtics: Main

Aggregates and Detailed Tables 1986, New York 1986, p. XVI.
17



services between business and government. The government
compensates the business sector for losses resulting from the

policies of government in the interest of consumers.

Capital assistance to business 1s intended to purchase new
machinery, equipment and new construction. The business sector
receives the funds and incurs a capital outlay for those purposes,
and goods or services are not exchanged between busineés and the
government. However, when the capital assistance is given by the
government, the net worth of the business establishment receiving
the capital assistance Iincreases while that of the government
decreases. The increase iIn the net worth of the business
establishment is synonymous to income and should be added on to the
profits with a corresponding upward adjustment to the government

subsidies.

It can be argued in this case that capital assistance is a
subsidy given for capital formation expenditures of the business
sector. Here agalin, the government 18 sharing the cost of
production by the business sector in order to enable the business
to reflect the reduction in the operating costs in the price of its
product. This is the generally accepted view on the treatment of
subsidies for economic analysis. In view of this, the subsidy for
capital formation would, by definition, be limited to the amount of
subsidy applicable to the depreciation of the capital assets

purchased with the grant, because it is only the depreciation that

18



gets into the price of the product for the given accounting period.
Of course, for practical reasons, this method involving the spread
of the entire amount of subsidy over the life of the asset would
not be easy. It would involve separate accounts by the government
statistical agencies for all such capital assistance transactions
by type of asset purchased by the business establishments receiving
such grants. Those separate accounts should take into account the
productive life of each asset involved and spread the cost over a
number of years. This is rather impractical and we do not
recommend it. We encountered this problem when Statistics Canada
developed "net price indices" based on "prices net of subsidies and
taxes" for each commodity of the Input-Output Accounts. In this
project, the commodity prices should include relevant subsidies but
should exclude indirect taxes to obtain a price index net of
indirect taxes. Allocating subsidies to relevant commodities was
relatively easy. However, developing a complete profile of each
and every machinery and equipment or building for apportioning
capital assistance over the life of the asset proved to be
extremely difficult. Furthermore, this exercise would also involve
developing a complete new annual or quarterly accounting of
subsidies which would result in different totals from those
published in the annual government accounts. In order to overcome
these practical difficulties, we are suggesting to treat the entire
capital assistance as a subsidy in the period it is given, in which

case, both the income accounting by the business establishment

19



concerned and the subsidy accounting by the government’s national

accountants would be in the same period.

By treating the entire capital assistance as a subsidy, the
net effect on the GDP at market prices will be zero as the subsidy
entry is a negative item with a corresponding addition to operating
surplus; but the GDP at factor cost increases by the rise in the
net worth resulting from the capital assistance as shown in the

following model.

In this simple model, it is assumed that the Business sector
(automobile manufacturer) paid salaries and wages of $1,000 in an
accounting period and sold automobiles worth $1,500. Let us also
assume government gave to the Business sector capital assistance of
$200 and that the Business sector purchased automokbiles for that
amount. The manufacturer sold the remaining stock of automobiles
for $1,300 to the Personal sector and realized a gain of §$500
($1,500 Minus $1,000 salaries and wages; for simplicity, other
inputs are assumed to be zero, because if these inputs are taken
into account, they will reflect in the factors of production of the
concerned business establishments with a corresponding reduction in
the profits of the automobile manufacturer. These adjustments,
within the same Business Sector are ignored here for the purpose of
simplicity). The business establishment which purchased the
automobiles with the capital assistance of $200 had only capital

investment as its transaction and reported "zero" profits as there

20



were no sales. The articulation of these transactions in the GDP
accounts is shown in this simple model mainly to reflect the

suggested treatment for the capital assistance.

Model

Articulation of Capital Assistance

Income Based GDP Expenditure Based GDP
$ $
Salaries 1,000 Personal expenditure 1y, 3i0l0
Profits as calculated Capital formation 200
by the Business (automobiles sold to
Enterprise 500 business sector which
purchased them from
Add: the manufacturer using
Adjustment for government capital
Capital Assistance asgsistance)

which increases
net worth of

busginess _+200
GDP at factor cost 15,700
Subsidy -20
Total GDP i, 500 Total GDP 1,500

At the present time, capital assistance to business
establishments is not regarded as subsidies while other transfers
to the business sector are treated as subsidies in the National
Accounts. This paper suggests consistent treatment for all
transfer payments to the business establishments. Such a

consistent treatment would eliminate the differences resulting from

24



variations in grant giving policies in different countries. For
example, 1if country A gives more capital assistance and 1less
subsidies, and if country B gives less capital assistance and more
subsidies, both the countries would be compared with their combined

totals of capital assistance and subsidies.

5. I b Public Deb

Interest on the public debt is also treated as a transfer
payment in the Canadian SNA'®, because national income should not
vary simply because of changes in techniques of financing of
government expenditure either from taxation or borrowing . This is
consistent with Boulding’s views in his article on "Puzzles Over
Distribution"!?. Here, Boulding writes: "The passive owner of
debt... receives an income by virtue of pure ownership without
doing anything very much, and the interest then has something of

the characteristics of a grant”.

The current treatment of interest on the public debt as a
transfer or a grant deserves to be reevaluated because this flow

can be considered an exchange of services from borrowers to

16Gyide to the Income and Expenditure Accounts, Income and

Expenditure Accounts, Sources and Methods Series, Statistics
Canada, Ottawa, Catalogue 13-603E, November 1990, p. 33.

17Renneth E. Boulding, "Puzzles Over Distribution", Challenge,
November - December, 1985, p. 9.
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lenders?®. This controversial subject was discussed at length by

Goldberg, but no definite conclusion 1is available at this
stagel®. However, some encouraging developments in the recently
proposed revisions to the United Nations System of National
Accounts provide alternatives to the existing treatment. One
proposal assumes "that interest flows consist of two parts,
including a service charge and a net interest flow"20,  Although
there are grounds to treat the item as a combination of service
charge and transfer, statistical difficulties will persist for
measurement and analysis. Such problems would have to be studied
separately. For the moment, we have retained the present treatment

of the interest on the public debt as transfer payments.

IV  Summary
This paper filtered the items of government transfer payments
through the "grants" concept of Grants Economics and retained only

items containing grants as defined in Boulding’s concepts of Grants

18preetom S. Sunga, "The Treatment Of Interest And Net Rents
In The National Accounts Framework," International Association For
Research in Income and Wealth, The Review of Income and Wealth,
March 1967; and "An Alternative to the Current Treatment of
Interest as Transfer in the United Nations and the Canadian System
of National Accounts," The Review of Income and Wealth, December
1984.

19g.A. Goldberg, "The Treatment of Interest in the National
Accounts: A Review," International Association For Research in
Income and Wealth, Nineteenth General Conference, August 1985,
(Mimeographed paper) .

20gee paper by Vu Viet, on "The Revision of SNA, Imput-Output
Standards in the SNA Framework", International Association For
Research in Income and Wealth, Nineteenth General Conference,
August 1985, p. 44, (Mimeographed paper) .

23



Economy . As both '"transfer payments" in National Accounts and
"grants" of Grants Economics should represent the same, the content
of government transfer payments in the System of National Accounts
should, by definition, conform to the "grants" concept and any
divergences should be reclassified to the categories to which they
belong. This has been done in this study, because an analysis of
the transfer payments revealed that not all items are grants as
defined in the Grants Economics. Payments for pensicns and other
contributory social sSecurity programs such as unemployment
insurance are neither transfer payments nor grants because they are
coming out of "trust funds" specified for those programs. They are
similar to bank withdrawals by the legitimate claimants to the
extent of their entitlement--be it pensions, workers’ compensation,
or unemployment insurance. These "trust fund" type transactions
have been removed from the transfer payments to the personal and
non-resident sectors of the economy. The definition of transfer
payments in the National Accounts should be changed suitably to

fall in line with grants concept of the Grants Economics.

ey TEIWE, Such as Cianstesr payments G pOE-rrmilL
institutions (e.g. universities) for rendering services to the
personal sector have characteristics of quid pro quo, and they
qualify to be included in the government sector’s outlays, rather
than in the personal sector. These, too, have been removed from

transfer payments.
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The database after these adjustments for reclassification
represents the new paradigm. Based on this database, the total
government spending was about $11 billion in 1961 and $253 billion
in 1989 (Table 2). Prior to the reclassification, it was $§12
billion in 1961 and $286 billion in 1989. The "trust fund" type
transactions which have been removed 1in the new paradigm account
for the difference (See Table 1). The proportion of transfer
payments to total government spending was about 36% in 1961 before
reclassification, and declined to 28% after reclassification. By
1989, this proportion which was 52% before reclassification

declined to 41% after reclassification (Table 3).

Also, in the new paradigm, the grants to the personal sector
increased only moderately from 4% of GDP in 1961 to 5% in 19839,
while government transfers to business sector almost doubled friom

1% of GDP in 1961 to 2% in 1989. Interest on the public debt also

LR

by
'
|
i
t

stmeot of candexl mesistancs as subsidise paopoced hers
is similar to the treatment of other transfers to the business
sector. It would eliminate the differences resulting from
variations adopted by different countries in grant giving policies

Iarc mraceioes
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We hope that this paper on the government transfer payments,
which integrated the concepts of National Accounts with those
developed by Boulding et al. in the field of Grants Economics,
will help researchers and analysts in the difficult task of

evaluating the data objectively for policy decisions.
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Table 1 Total Government Spending Before and After Adjustments Based on
Reclassification of Transfer Payments with adjustments.

Before Adjustments After Adjustments
d961 4982 1961 1989
8 Millions
1. Current
Expenditures 6,166 121,242 6,166 121,242
2. Adjustments: Add:
"indirect quid pro quo” +308 +13,054
3. Sub-total 6,166 121,242 6,474 134,296
4. Capital 1,674 15,283 1,674 i) 2
5. Inventories 8 -3 8 -3
6. Sub-total: Goods
& Services 7.848 136,522 8,156 149,576
7. Transfers
(a) to persons 2,724 75,901 2,724 75901
() trust fund
type payments -910 -32,448
(ii) "indirect quid
pro quo” -308 -13,054
(iii) Equals: Adjusted
total to persons 1,506 30,399
(b) to business
of which: 370 14,010 370 13; 8108
(i) subsidies 345 11,602 345 11,003
(ii) capital
assistance 2i5 2,408 25 2,408
(c) to non-
residents 77 2,340 727/ 2,340
(i) trust fund
type payments =2 -344
(ii) Equals: Adjusted total
to non-residents 56 1,996
8. Interest on public debt 1,184 57,718 1,184 SI7 788
9. Sub-total: Transfers
including interest
on the public debt 4,355 149,969 SESINIG! 103,524
10. Total spending 1252108 286,491 SIS 272 253,100

aan adjustment of $§ - 599 million was made to the published figures for
statistical and conceptual consistency.
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Table 1A Total Government Spending After Adjustments Based on
Reclassification of Transfer Payments.

After Adjustments

1961 L 1989 k1
$ Millions
1. Cunrent
Expenditures 6,166 895.2 121,242 90.3
2. Adjustments: Add:
nindirect quid ‘pre gue’ +308 4.8 +13,054 9.7
3. Sub-total 6,474 1. 0:8%.0 134,296 100.0
4. Capital 1,674 15,283
5. Inventories 8 -3
6. Sub-total: Goods
& Services 8,156 149,576
7. Transfers
(a) to persons 2,724 100.0 78, 901 100.0
(1) trust fund
type payments -910 33.4 -32,488 42.8
(ii) “"indirect quid
pro quo" -308 IN. 3 -13, 054 g7.2
(iii) Equals: Adjusted
total to persons 1 .,'5106 558 3 30,399 40.0
(b) to business
of which: 370 100.0 18,411°% 100.0
(1) subsidies 345 913k 2 1%,003 82.0
(ii) capital assistance 25 6.8 2,408 18.0
(c) to non-residents 7¥ 100.0 2,340 JL(0)0) - (0]
(1) ‘trust fund
type payments -21 1283 -344 14.7
(ii) Equals: Adjusted total
to non-residents 56 720 7 1,996 85.3
8. Interest on public debt 1,184 57,718
9. Sub-total: Transfers
including interest
on the public debt 3,126 103,524
10. Total spending 11,273 25, 1.010
11. Total GDP at
market prices 40,886 651,616

4An adjustment of § - 599 million was made to the published figures for
statistical and conceptual consistency.
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Table 2 Total Government Spending Before and After Adjustments

Based on Reclassification of Transfer Payments: Summary

Before Adjustments After Adjustments
1961 1989 1961 1989
$ Millions
Summary
. lCnnrent 6,166 121,242 6,474 134,296
2. Capital 1,674 15,283 1,674 15,283
3. Inventories 8 -3 8 -3
4. Sub total: Goods
& Services 7,848 136,522 L 56 149,576
5. Transfers:
(a) to persons 2,724 75,901 1,506 30, 399
(b) to business
of which: 370 14,010 370 18, 4§12
(i) subsidies 345 11,602 345 11,003
(ii) capital
assigtance 25 2,408 25 2,408
(c) to non-
residents TT 2,340 56 1,996
(d) sub-total IT7m 92,251 ) ) 45,806
6. Interest on the
pubd ic debt 1,184 5V7 W741. 8 1,184 57,718
7. Sub-total:
Transfers
including
interest on
the pubic
debt 4,355 149,969 S L 103,524
8. Total Spending 12,868 286,491 11,272 253,100
9. Total GDP at
market prices 40,886 651,616 40,886 651,616

2an adjustment of $ - 599 million was made to the published figures for

statistical and conceptual consistency.
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Table 3 Total Government Spending Before and After Adjustments
Based on Reclassification of Transfer Payments: Summary

(Percentages)
Bef Adj ents After Adjustments
1961 1989 1961 1989
% Distribution

Summary
1. Current 508 5 42.3 57.4 S8 il
2. Capital 13.7 5.3 14.8 6.0
3. Inventories P L - Gul -

4. Sub-total: Goods

& Services 64.3 47.6 7/ E, 519 L1
5. Transfers:
(a) to persons 22103 21685 1354 L2 (0
(b) to business
of which: 3,8 4.9 3.3 5.3
(i) subsidies 2.9 4.1 3. 4.3
(ii) capital
assistance G52 0.8 92 718 (0)
(c) to non-
residents 0.6 0.8 0.5 0.8
(d) sub-total 26.0 32.2 27Nz 18.1
6. Interest on the
public debt 9.7 20.2 10.5 22.8
7. Sub-total:
Transfers including
interest on the
public debt 35" 7 52.4 27.7 40.9
8. Total spending 100.0 100.0 W 1¥0) 0 N0 100.0
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Table 4 Total Government Spending Before and After Adjustments
Based on Reclassification of Transfer Payments: Summary
(Percentage of GDP)

Before Adjustmentg After Adjustments
1361 1989 1881 1249

$ of GDP at Market Prices

Summary
1. Current 15.1 18.6 15.8 20.6
2. Capital 4.1 218 4.1 2.4
3. Inventories - - - -
4. Sub-total: Goods
& Services 19.2 20.9 19.9 23.0
5. Transfers:
(a) to persons 6.7 21.6 " { 4.7
(b) to business
of which: 0.9 ¥l 2 0.9 2 i
(i) subsidies 0.8 1.8 0.8 Ly 7
(ii) capital
assistance Old! 0.4 051 0.4
(c) to non-
residents L2 0.4 Qs 1 O 3
(d) sub-total 798 G121 5% a7 7 i1
6. Interest on the
public debt 2.9 8.9 2.9 8.8
7. Sub-total:
Transfers
including
interest on
the public debt HROEZ 3] Sy T4y 6) 589
8. Total spending 29.9 44.0 2 B89

L)l



74(0)"

TN

12.

REFERENCES

Boulding, Kenneth E., Martin Pfaff, and Janos Horvath, "Grants

Economics: A Simple Introductlon" American Economist, Spring
BI72,

Boulding, Kenneth E. "Puzzles Over Distribution", Challenge,
November - December, 1985.

Boulding, Kenneth E. "The Role of Government in a Free
Economy", Review of Social Economy, December 1982, Volume 3.

Goldberg, S.A. "The Treatment of Interest in the National
Accounts: A Review”, International Association For Research
in Income and Wealth, Nineteenth General Conference, August
1985. (Mimeographed paper)

Hicks, J.R., Albert Gailord Hart and James W. Ford, The Social

Framework of the American Economy, Oxford University Press,
NewsYoxrk, ' 1955 .

Horvath, Janos "On the Evaluation of Internaticnal Grants
Policy", Public Finance, 1971.

Horvath, Janos "Rural America and the Grants Economy",
American Journal of Agricultural Ecopnomics, December 1971.

Murty, P.S.K. and Yusuf Siddiqi, Government Expenditures on
Goods and Services and Transfer Paymentg in Canada, 1961-1985,
presented at the joint session of the American Economic
Association and the Association for the study of Grants
Economy held in Atlanta on December 30, 1983.

Murty, P.S.K. and Yusuf Siddiqi, "Government Subsidies to

Industry", Canadian Economic Qbserver, Catalogue 11-010,
Ottawa, May 1991.

Murty, P.S.K. and Yusuf Siddiqi, A New Paradigm to Analyze
Commodity Indirect Taxeg and Subsidies, 1986-1989, Statistics

Canada. Ottawa, April 5, 1991.

Murty, P.S.K., New Paradi v Je! £

Payments with Special Reference to Canada, presented at the
Second Annual Convention of International Congress of

Political Economists held in Boston, January 9-12, 1991.

Statistics Canada. Canada year Book, 1980-81, Catalogue 11-
402E, Ottawa, April 1981.

32



'|||-| ,

| = i
T _|, |. . I.‘i T L
.*E. ol LLIF ' ) ¥

I .,‘Afll- - I-_.ll "I.I'I "‘“
' ! h



References cont’d

7L zi

14.

155

ey

157

1585

SHGY

20)%

21.

Statistics Canada, Financial Statistics of Educticp, 1982-83,
Catalogue 81-208, Ottawa, January, 1987.

Statistics Canada, Guide to the Income and Expenditure
Accoun Income and nditure A un rces and Methods
Series, Catalogue 13-603E, Ottawa, November 1990.

Statistic Canada, National Income endi Account
Volum A Gui National Income ndi tur
Definitions-Con -Sourcesg-Methods, Catalogue 13-
549E, Ottawa, September 1975.
Statistics Canada, The Input-Qutput Structure of the Canadian
Economy, 1961-1987, Ottawa, Catalogue 15-510, December 1987.
Statistics Canada, National I me enditure Accounts,
Annual estimates, 1926-1986, Catalogue 13-531, Ottawa, June

1988; and Annual estimates 1978-1989, Catalogue 13-201,
Ottawa, December 1990.

Sunga, Preetom S. "The Treatment Of Interest And Net Rents In
The National Accounts Framework", International Association
For Research in Income and Wealth, The Review of Income and
Wealth, March 1967; and "An Alternative to the Current
Treatment of Interest as Transfer in the United Nations and
Canadian System of National Accounts", The Review of Income
and Wealth, December 1984.

United Nations, National Accounts Statistics: Main Aggregates
and Detailed Tables 1986, New York 1986.

United Nations, A System of National Accountsg, Studies in
Methods, Series F No. 2, Rev. 3, New York, 1968.

Vu Viet, "The Revision of SNA, Input-Output Standards in the
SNA Framework", International Association For Research in
Income and wWealth, Nineteenth General Conference, August 1985,
(Mimeographed paper)

33



i 4 |
.i1lr 1."

&
L I i
i




TECHNICAL SERIES/CAHIERS TECHNIQUES
INPUT-OUTPUT DIVISION/DIVISION DES ENTREES-SORTIES

STATISTICS CANADA/STATISTIQUE CANADA

(1)
Hoffman et al., "User's Guide to Statistics Canada Structural Economic Models”, Input-Output
Division, Statistics Canada, Revised september 1980.

(2)
Hoftman et al., "Guide d'utilisation des modéles économiques et structuraux de Statistique
Canada”, Divislon des entrées-sortles, Statistique Canada, Révision septembre 1980.

3)

purand R. and Rloux R., "Estimating Final Demand Expenditure at Factor Cost and Net of Tax Price
Indices in the Canadian Input-Output Tables”, Paper Presented at the International Round Table on
Taxes and the CPIl, Ottawa, Input-Output Division, Satistics Canada, March 3, 1987.

(4)
Siddiql Y., Murty P.S.K., Diena J., "Highlights of the Public Sector Market Study, 1983" Input-Output
Dlvision, Statistics Canada, September 1987.

(5)
Murty P.S.K., "Size and Structure of the Public Sector Market, 1983, Sources and Methods” Input-
Output Divison, Statistics Canada, September 1987.

(6)
Durand R., "The Adding-Up Problem in the Computation of Aggregate Price GDF", Input-Output
Divislon, Statistics Canada, October, 1987.

@
Durand R. and Markle T., "Measuring the Variability of Input-Output Structures: A Progress Report",
Input-Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, December 1987.

(8)
pDurand R. and Markle T., "On the Variability of Input-Output Structures: A Progress Report on the
Constant Price Industrial Input Structures”, Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, Aprii 1988.

9
Durand R. and Markle T., "Structural Change in the Canadian Economy: The Supply Side in Current
Prices”, Input-Output Division, Statistic Canada, July 1988.

(10)
Durand R., "Statistics Canada’s Price Model: A Detailed Description of the Structure and Simulation
Capacities”, Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, August 1988.

(11)
Durand R. and Markle T., "Structural Change In the Canadian Economy: The Supply Side in
Constant Prices”, Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, October 1988.



: j 2 ﬂmm X

!lJ I I""lli‘ it
- 1 b

I'

AP Y Ih
jlllllq_lﬂ bl | ij




(12)
Durand R. and Markle T., " A Diversity Analysis of Structural Change Based on the Canadian Input-
Output Tables” input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, January 1989.

(13)
Durand R. and Diaz A., "/nput-Output Modelling of Commodity Indirect Taxes for Macroeconomic
Analysis", input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, January 1989.

(14)
Murty P.S.K., Généreux P.A., Leblanc D., Greenberg M. "Provincial Sales Tax Commodity Allocation
Project, 1984 Sources and Methods" input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, January 1989.

(15)
Durand R., "The Balancing Process of the Regionai input-Output Tables”, Input-Output Division,
Statistics Canada, February 1989.

(16)

Siddiqi Y., Murty P.S.K., Diena J., "Highiights of the Provincial Sales Tax Commaodity Allocation
Project, 1984," Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, January 1989. Reprinted from Canadian
Economic Observer, May 1989.

(17)
Durand R., "Aggregation Formulas for Multifactor Productivity”, input-Output Division, Statistics
Canada, June 1989.

(18-E)
Mercler P., Durand R. and Diaz A., "Specification of parameters for the National Input-Output
Moder", Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, December 1991. (Under revision).

(18-F)
Mercier, P., Durand R. et Diaz A., "Spécification des paramétres du modéle d’entrées-sortles
national”, Division des entrées-sortles, Statistique Canada, Décembre 1991.

(19)
Siddiql Y., Murty P.S.K., "Commodity Indirect Taxes In the Canadian input-Output Accounts, 1984"
input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, July 6, 1989.

(20)
Markle T., "Progress Report # 5: On the Temporal Varlability of the Aggregate Input Structure”,
input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, September 1989.

(21)
Siddiqi Y., Murty P.S.K., "Highlights of Commodity Taxes for 1984", input-Output Divislon, Statistics
Canada, Canadian Economic Observer, September 1989.

(22)
Siddiqi Y., Murty P.S.K, "Commodity Indirect Taxes - An Inventory before the GST", Input-Output
Division, Statistics Canada, Canadian Economic Observer, October 1989.

(23)
Murty P.S.K., Siddiqi Y., "Government Expenditures on Goods and Services and Transfer Payments
in Canada, 1961-1985" input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, December 1989.



(24)

Murty P.S.K., Siddiql Y., "Government Expenditures on Goods and Services anf Transfer Payments
in Canada 1961-1985 -- Reprint from Canadian Economic Observer May 1990 Input-Output Division,
Statistics Canada.

(25)
Siddiqi Y., Murty P.S.K., "Commodity Indirect Taxes in the Canadian Input-Output Accounts, 1984-
1986" Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, February 1980.

(26)
Durand R., "Growth Accounting and the Quality Adjustment of the Capital Stock”, input-Output
Divislon, Statistics Canada, February 1930.

(27)
Durand R., Salem M., "On a Dynamic Productivity Index Number Formula”, Input-Output Division,
Statistics Canada, revised version February 1990.

(28)
Diaz A., "The 1989 Increase in Labour Compensation per Person: Was it caused by wage
demands?", input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, June 1990.

(29)
Murty P.S.K., "Federal Goods and Services Tax and the Canadian System of National Accounts"
input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, October 1990.

(30)
“Effective tax rates and net price indexes", Feature Article, Canadian Economic Observer,
November, 1990.

(31)

Salem M., "Documentation of Capital Input and Capital Cost time serles for Multifactor Productivity
Measures”, input-Output Divislon, Statistics Canada, reviewed and updated by R. Fortin and Y.
Sabourin, December 1990.

(32)
Siddiqgl Y., Murty P.S.K., "Federal Sales Tax in the Canadian Input-Output Accounts” (Draft: For
internal discussion oniy), Input-Output Dlivision, Statistics Canada.

(33)
Murty P.S.K., "New Paradigm to Analyze Government Transfer Payments with special reference to
Canada”, Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, Draft, January 3 1991.

(34)
Durand R., "Productivity Analysis and the Measurement of Gross Output Net of inter-Industry
Sales", input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, January 1991.

(35)
Murty P.S.K. and Siddiqi Y., "A New Paradigm to Analyze Commodity indirect Taxes and Subsidies,
1986-1989", Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, Aprii 5, 1991.

(36)
Généreux P., " The Input-Output Structure of the Economies of the Yukon and Northwest Territories,
1984", input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, May 1991.



(37)
Généreux P., "La structure par entrées-sortles des économies du Yukon et des territoires du Nord-
Ouest, 1984", Division des entrées-sorties, Statistique Canada, Mai 1991.

(38)
Durand R., "An Alternative to Double Deflation for Measuring Real Industry Value-Added", input-
Output Division, Statistics Canada, June 1991.

(39)

Généreux P., "//O Tabies in constant prices: Revised defiation process and analysis of the
machinery and equipment sector”, Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada, September 1984.
Reprint July, 1991.

(40)
Murty P.S.K. and Siddiqi Y., “Government subsidles to industries”, Input-Output Division, Statistics
Canada, Reprint from Canadian Economic Observer, May 1991.

(41)
Dlaz A., "Alternative Concepts of Output and Productivity", Input-Output Division, Statistics Canada,
Catalogue 15-204, 1989 issue; July 1991.

(42)
Durand, R., "Aggregation, Integration and Productivity Analysis: An Overall Framework", Input-
Output Division, Statistics Canada, Catalogue 15-204, 1989 issue; July 1991.

(43)
Diaz A., "The Statistics Canada Concepts and Measures of Productivity”, input-Output Division,
Statistics Canada, December 6, 1990. (Reprinted October 1991)

(44)
Dionne M., “Mesure de la dépréclation du capltal”, Division des entrées-sorties, Statistique Canada,
Novembre 1991

(45)
Murty P.S.K. and Siddiqi Y., "Scope of Public Grants Economy In Canada”, Input-Output Division,
Statistics Canada, December 6, 1991. (Draft)

(46)
Murty P.S.K. et Siddiqi Y., "Portée de I'économlie des subventions publiques au Canada", Division
des entrées-sorties, ie 6 décembre 1991

(47)
Karnail S.Gill and Larose M., "Sources and Methods of Estimating Empioyment by Input-Output
Industries for the years 1961 to 1988", input-Output Division, November 1991

(48)
Murty P.S.K. and Siddiqi Y., "Transfer Payments in Nationai Accounts and Grants Economics",
input-Output Division, September 5, 1992

(49)

“Interprovincial and international Trade Flows of Goods 1984-1988/Flux du Commerca International
et Interprovincial des Biens 1984-1988", input-Output Division/Division des entrées-sorties,

June 1992, Juin 1992.



L4 >
-.I‘
"'||‘ T
+;n_l:“lhl' |I‘|I#l
| 'I-I-'" '." |I|"|| ' ,' . R d
5 ]

I
— .,' 'l’ :Jnr
i =

i nu?“r."“:**'-“'

'.'_ n .!II..I, |'f1,
'h' '_‘*-I'm 2l ﬂ_-fjfi' _“..—_

e =

1 TFJ._I o

1,+ . |




ORDER FORM
Input-Output Division

|

MAIL TO: FAX TO: (613) 951-1584 | METHOD OF PAYMENT
Publication Sales A Fax will be treated as
Statistics Canada an onginai order. Please [CJ] Purchasa Order Number (please enclose)
Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0T6 do not send confirmation. | ™ payment enciosed $
{Please print) (C] 8ih me later (max. $500)
Company Charge 10 my: (J MasterCard O visa
Department
Attenton Account Number [lLlllllllllllLl
Address Expey Date I
City Province Signature
Postal Code Tet. Client Reference Number
Annual Subscnption
Frequency/ or Boox Price
tal Tith Release Q Total
Ch?umot?el:e " Dae | Canada’| Uriimg | Other & s
States | Countnes
$ US$ uss

15-201 System of Natonal Accounts: The Input-Output Structure of the Annual 60.00 ( 72.00 84.00

Canadian Economy, 1987 0291
15-204E System of Natonal Accounts: Aggregate Productivity Measures, Annual 40.00 | 48.00 $8.00

1989 07/91
15-510 System of Nabonal Accounts:  The input-Output Structure of the © | Occasional 66.00 | 79.00 79.00

Canadian Economy, 1961-1981 01/88
15-511 System of National Accounts: The input-Output Structure of the Occasional 66.00 | 79.00 79.00

Canadian Economy in Constant Dollars, 1961-1981 01/88

Version francaisa de ce bon de commande disponible sur demande

fof Suse Sasoe Canadd



Ll . ol o B

R N B b o | i Al




Annual Subscnption
Frequency/ or Book Price
lease Q Total
C;la:g;e . Reoaw Canaga | United| Other 4 s
] States| Countn
$ US$ US$
CORPORATE PUBLICATIONS

11-001E The Daily Daily 120.00 | 144.00 | 168.00
11-002€ Infomat Weaky 125.00 | 150.00 | 175.00
11-008E Canadian Social Trends Quarterty 34.00 40.00 48.00
11-010 Canadian Economic Observer Monthly 220.00 | 260.00 | 310.00
11-204€ Stansocs Canada Catalogue 1990 Annual 13.95 18.7C 19.50

SUBTOTAL
Canadian customers add 7% Goods and Serices Tax

GST (7%)
Pleaser\otamaxdiscomtsareaopliedtohpnceofmepuuicaﬂonandnottommtalmnwhid\
might inciude special shipping and handling charges and the GST. GRAND TOTAL
ChequemmoneymsMubbenwdepayabbmmeRsoemetaCanada/Puum Canadian ctients pay in Canadian funds.
ClionmfmmmeUnmaStamamomercounmesoaymwmmm US funds drawn on a US bank.
Order compieted by: Date:
Subscriptions will begin with the next issue.

PF

For taster service | 1-800-267-6677 ) VISA sndipasterCard | - 347

Accounts

05/90




il LRl e e e L =

'.h-

il ,
: -—|_..-||i- -|-

] mg

'_I'




BON DE COMMANDE
Division des entrees-sorties

POSTEZ A : TELECOPIEZ A : (613) 951-1584 | MODALITES DE PAIEMENT
Vente des publications Le bon télécopie tient lieu de aro d' '
Statistique Canada commande onginale. Veuillez [0 Numeéro d'orare d'achat (inclure s.v..) -
Ottawa (Ontario) K1A 0T6 ne pas envoyer de confirmation. [ Paement inclus S
(En caractéres d'impnmene 3.v.p.) [0 Envoyez-mo la tacture pius tard (max. 500 $)
Entrepnse Portez 2 mon compte : [| MasterCard 0O wvsa
Service
A I'attention de Ne de compte LLLlllkllllllllll
rh Dams deqwason [~ 7]
Ville Province Signature
Code postal Tél. Numéro de référence du chent
Abonnement annuel
Fréquence ou pnx de la publicabon
Numeéro au Titre de parubon/ 2 Qte Totat
catalogue Date de Canada | Etats: Autres $
parution Unis pays
$ $ US $ US

15-201 Systeme de comptabilité nabonale: La structure par entrée-sortes Annuel 60.00 72.00 84.00

de I'écononme canadienne, 1987 02/91
15-204F Systéme de comptabilité natonale: Mesures globales de Annuel 40.00 | 48.00| 56.00

productivité, 1989 0791
15-510 La structure par entrées-sorbes de I'éconorme canadienne, Hors Séne 68.00 79.00 79.00

1961-1981 01/88
15-511

La structure par entréss-sortes de I'économe canadenne en pnx Hors Séne 66.00 79.00 79.00

constants, 1961-1981

01/88

This order coupon s avaiabie in Enghish upon request
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Abonnemerit annuel
Fréquence ou pnx de la publ.
Numero au Titre de parution/ : Qé Total
catalogue Date de Canaga | Etats- | Autres $
parution Unis pays
$ $ US $ US
PUBLICATIONS DU BUREAU
11-001F Le Quotidien Quotidien 120,00 | 144,00 | 168.00
11-002F Infomat Hebdo. 125,00 | 150.00 | 175.00
11-008F Tendances sociales canadiennes I Trimestriel 34.00 40,00 48,00
11-010 L'Observateur 6conomigua canadion Mansum 220.00 | 260,00 ! 310,00
11-204F Catalogue de Statistque Canada 1990 Annuel 13.95 18,7 19,50
TOTAL
Les clients canadiens ajoutent |a taxe de 7 % sur les produits et services.
1 i TPS (7 %)
Veuillez noter que les réductons s'appliquent au prx des publications et non au total général; ce demer .
pouvant inclure des frais de port 8t de Manutention particuliers et 1a TPS, TOTAL GENERAL
Le chéeque ou mandat-poste doit étre fait a I'ordre du Receveur général du Canada - Publications. Les clients canadiens paent en dollars
canadiens; les clients a |'étranger pament i@ montant total en dollars US tirés sur une banque amencaine.
Commande remphe par : Dats :
Tout abonnement debute avec @ prochain NUMeno a paraitre.
Pour un service plus T Comptes VISA et PF
rapide, compoug‘ . 1-800-267-6677 i 0347

MasterCard

30/0S




STATISTICS CANADA LIBRARY
BIBLIOTHEQUE STATISTIQUE CANADA
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