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Macroeconomic forecasts are prepared by the Financial Policy Department of the Czech Ministry of Finance with quarterly periodicity. It contains a forecast for current and following years (i.e. till 2010) and for some indicators an outlook for further 2 years (i.e. till 2012). As a rule, they are published in the second half of the first month of each quarter and are also available on the MoF websites at:

www.mfcr.cz/macroforecast
Any comments or suggestions that would help us to improve the quality of our publication and bring it closer to the needs of its users are welcomed. Please direct your possible comments towards the following e-mail address:
macroforecast@mfcr.cz
Detailed information on fiscal developments can be found in Fiscal Outlook of the Czech Republic and are also available at:
www.mfcr.cz/fiscaloutlook
Note:
In some cases, published aggregate data do not match sums of individual items to the last decimal place due to rounding.

List of used abbreviations:
CA

current account of balance of payments

Const.p. 
constant prices

Curr.p.
current prices

EA12
euro area containing 12 countries

EMU
European Monetary Union

ESA 95
European methodology of national accounting
EU27
EU countries containing 27 countries

GDP
gross domestic product

GG

general government

GFS
Government Finance Statistics methodology of the International Monetary Fund

NFC
non-fuel commodities

NPI

non-profit institutions

Per.

period

Perc. point, p.p. 
percentage point

Prelim.
preliminarily

sa

seasonal adjustment

TI 

transformation institutions

y-on-y terms. 
year-on-year terms

Basic notions:
Prelim. (preliminary data)
data from quarterly national accounts, released by the CZSO, which have not been verified yet by annual national accounts

Estimate
prognosis of past numbers, which were not available on various grounds in time of elaborating the paper, e.g. previous quarter’s GDP

Forecast
prognosis of future numbers, using expert and mathematical methods

Outlook
prognosis of more distant future numbers, using extrapolation methods mainly

Symbols used in the tables:
-

dash in the place of number means absence of the phenomenon

.

dot in the place of number means unavailability or unreliability of the figure

x, (space)
cross or space in the place of number means the entry is not possible from logical reasons

Deadline for data sources: 25th June 2009
A Forecast assumptions

The forecast was prepared on the basis of data known as of 25 June 2009. No political decisions, newly released statistics, or world financial or commodity market developments could be taken into account after this date.

A.1 External environment

As a result of the financial market crisis that has spilled over into the real economy, the first drop in global economic output since the Second World War is expected during 2009. The American economy is absorbing the consequences of the dramatic events on financial markets, and the U.S. administration is actively trying to restructure banks and boost the real economy. There are indications of definite improvement, but this is expected to be very slow.  

The problems in advanced economies have extended also to developing economies. The volume of world trade as well as of industrial production has fallen sharply in many countries. Inflation has approached zero, and the price of oil has begun to increase once again. 

All countries that are important trade partners of the Czech Republic (excluding Poland) are now in recession. 

Our projection is based on an assumption that no more distinct negative events will occur on financial markets. Similarly as in the previous forecast, we expect the problems in the real economy to persist in global terms until 2010 with slight indications of improvement.
Graph A.1.1: Growth of GDP in EA12
QoQ growth in % (adjusted for seasonal and working day effects)
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Considering the extremely high volatility of oil prices in 2008, it is not easy to estimate the future price development. It is clear that the price is also significantly influenced by more than just the fundamental factors.

Dollar prices for Brent oil, which had fallen sharply in the second half of 2008, stabilised in the first quarter of 2009 and began to rise again in the second quarter. For the coming period, a scenario of recovery and with an increasing trend was chosen. So far, lower demand has been compensated by supply restrictions due either to cuts in OPEC’s production quotas or to economic reasons among producers with higher extraction costs. An influence from speculation also can be seen.

Graph A.1.2: Dollar Prices of Brent Crude Oil 

in USD per barrel
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For more details on the external environment, see chapter C.8.

A.2 Fiscal policy

In previous years, the general government balance was positively influenced in particular by the peak phase of the economic cycle. However, the ongoing economic recession is worsening results and revealing even more the structural deficiencies on the expenditure side of public budgets. 

According to preliminary CZSO data, the general government deficit reached 1.5% of GDP in 2008, which is 0.9 percentage points poorer than in 2007. This was mainly caused by the worsening economic development in the second half of 2008.
At present, the general government deficit is expected to reach 5.5% of GDP in 2009. This estimate is 1 percentage point worse than that in the recently published Fiscal Outlook, which was based on the April forecast. The reason is a deeper expected economic decline and the related disinflation, which will result in lower tax revenues. The presented scenario includes the measures of the National Anti-crisis Plan adopted so far. Their fiscal impact is presented in box A.1.

Box A.1: Overview of the government’s National Anti-crisis Plan measures and their impacts on public budgets in 2009 (annual basis)
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1.

Integration of resources from reserve funds

-1,5

1,5

2.

Increase in guarantees to SMEs

-0,5

-0,5

3.

Support of agriculture entrepreneurs

2,3

-2,3

4.

Increase in the Program of Countryside Development

0,3

-0,3

5.

Investments in R&D above the framework approved by the state 

budget

0,3

-0,3

6.

Increase in investments into traffic infrastructure

7,2

-7,2

7.

Increase in public sector wages 

0,4

2,7

-2,3

8.

Increase in expenditures on direct payments - co-financing

1,0

-1,0

9.

Decrease in the social security contribution paid by employees

-18,4

-18,4

10.

Decrease in the rate of the CIT

-6,0

-6,0

11.

Increase in the base capital of the Czech Export Bank

0,0

12.

Increase in the insurance coverage of the Export Guarantee and 

Insurance Corporation (EGAP)

0,0

13.

Change of the law on the insurance of a state-supported export

0,0

14.

Fiscal impuls of a support of R&D

1,9

-1,9

15.

Decrease in advance payments on income taxes

0,0

16.

Broadening of the VAT deduction on personal vehicles

-2,4

-2,4

17.

Abolition of advances for taxpayers with less than 5 employees

0,0

18.

Further increase in investments

4,0

-4,0

19.

Subsidy programme of an energy buildings' demandingness reduct.

0,0

20.

Boost of the subsidy programme "PANEL"

0,6

-0,6

21.

Expenditure increase in the provision of transport services

3,2

-3,2

-48,9

1.

Faster depreciation in the 1st and 2nd depreciation group

-9,4

-9,4

2.

Reductions for employers on SSC

-18,0

-18,0

3.

Higher tax credit for children

-1,0

-1,0

4.

Longer and extended unemployment benefits

1,0

-1,0

5.

Higher allowance for children 

0,8

-0,8

6.

Scrapping premium for old cars

2,5

-2,5

-32,7

Total I. + II.

-81,6

1.

Guarantee and a support of SME's credits

2,1

-2,1

2.

Decrease of VAT on selected services

-3,5

-3,5

Total III.

-5,6

Total II.

III. Proposed measures

R&E General Govern.

Total I.

II. Law on economic growth boosting and social stability

I. Realised and approved measures

Measures

ESA 95

 (in bill. CZK)


On 15 May 2009, the Chamber of Deputies of the Czech Parliament approved the Act on Support of Economic Growth and Social Stability, an amendment to the Act on Social Security Insurance and an amendment to the Income Tax Act and submitted these to the Senate, which discussed and adopted them at its eighth meeting on 17 June 2009. The measures introduced from the Act on Support of Economic Growth and Social Stability become effective as from 1 July 2009 (except measures concerning unemployment benefits, which are valid as from 1 November 2009). Most of the measures from this Act are valid through the end of 2010, excluding that for accelerated depreciation concerning assets acquired before 30 June 2010. The car-scrapping scheme, the provisions for which are so far only generally stated, presents a special case. The final decision will be made by the government formed on the basis of the early elections in autumn.
On 12 June 2009 in the first reading as part of the amendment of the Value Added Tax Act, the Chamber of Deputies approved the transfer of select services to a lower VAT rate. These are services with a high labour content, e.g. restaurant services, hairdressing, and bicycle, clothing and upholstery repairs. The bill was submitted to the parliamentary committees for discussion.

The impacts of the indicated measures are quantified using the ESA 95 methodology. For this reason, they may vary from the actual claims for public financing. For example, an increase in CEB’s equity will take the assumed CZK 2bn while under the ESA 95 methodology such financial operation has no impact on the final balance as one financial asset (cash, which decreases) is simply exchanged for another (the state’s ownership interest in CEB, which increases). Similarly, the involvement of resources from reserve funds to cover state budget expenses will represent income for the state budget, but it is not recognisable under the ESA 95 methodology. Not even a postponement of advance payments, representing a shortfall in tax revenues, constitutes a change in the amount of accrual taxes. In the case of the reduction in the VAT rate for the selected services, the yearly impact is given. Only half the amount is included in the amount of the reported deficit, however, as this change is assumed to be effective from mid-year. 

Unlike the government’s National Anti-crisis Plan, we do not indicate a positive impact from tying individual chapters’ operational costs as these funds will be used to cover increased claims resulting from mandatory social expenditures.

It is likely that due to agreements between the parliamentary parties and the logistics of the election cycle additional anti-crisis or pre-election measures will be adopted that will further deepen the mentioned deficit. Due to the current situation, the MoF is presently unable to estimate which of the various proposed measures eventually will be approved, when they will be implemented, and what their fiscal impacts will be. Whatever the extent of the adopted measures, their financing may not be simple in future years. Both the absorption capacity of the bond market and the country’s tax-collection potential will be affected by the ongoing crisis.

For more details on public budgets, see chapter C.7.

A.3 Monetary policy and exchange rates

CNB’s monetary policy is based on an inflation targeting regime. The inflation target is defined as the year-on-year increase in the CPI. Through the end of 2009, it is set at 3.0% with a tolerance band of ± 1 percentage point, while a new target is set at 2.0% from January 2010. The inflation target is set for the medium term with a monetary policy horizon of 12–18 months.

The absence of demand-related pressures with respect to the expected drop in real GDP in 2009 combined with the declining outlook for year-on-year inflation and the strengthening Czech koruna (CZK) create the possibility for further reduction in basic monetary policy-related interest rates. The movement of market interest rates, however, will continue to be influenced by the relatively high risk premium. The slow recovery of the economy that we expect in the second half of 2010 and the return of inflation to the 2% target at the end of the year will be accompanied by a gradual rise of market interest rates.

Graph A.3.1: PRIBOR 3M
in %
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For more details on interest rates, see chapter C.6.

On 21 July 2008, a historic record for the exchange rate was reported at CZK 22.97/EUR. A subsequent steep correction, caused by the outflow of financial investments from developing markets, resulted in the exchange rate’s weakening to a low of CZK 29.47/EUR on 17 February 2009. The average value in May 2009 was CZK 26.74/EUR, which was 3.8% weaker than the trend value. The relatively weak exchange rate could help exporters to better cope with the drop in external demand.
Graph A.3.2: Exchange Rate CZK/EUR
quarterly averages
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The adopted scenario assumes that in the third quarter of 2009 the exchange rate will hover around an average of CZK 26.50/EUR, tending toward moderate nominal and real appreciation. Nevertheless, it should remain weaker than the trend value.

A.4 Structural policies

National Anti-crisis Measures

The government is continuously executing a number of anti-crisis measures within its competence. Based on an agreement between political parties, both chambers of Parliament adopted the Act on Support of Economic Growth and Social Stability in June 2009. It contains anti-crisis measures requiring legislative changes. More details on the individual measures are presented in box A.1.

Business environment

The Act on Free Movement of Services was adopted by the Senate on 17 June 2009. This regulation implements into the Czech legal order the Directive on Services in the Internal Market, which considerably liberalises services provision in the EU. The Act is to become effective as at 28 December 2009, honouring the obligation of EU Member States to implement the Directive by the end of 2009.

The Report on Fulfilment of the Plan to Reduce Administrative Burdens on Businesses by 2010 and Its Acceleration was approved by the government on 20 April 2009. Other activities related to reducing administrative burdens will give priority focus to the ten most important standards, which, according to estimates, represent a burden on businesses of CZK 55 billion. 

An amendment to the Tax and Fee Administration Act adopted by the Chamber of Deputies on 10 June 2009 is one of the planned measures for reducing the administrative burdens on businesses. It exempts small and medium-size businesses from the obligation to keep a log book for recording expenditures related to trips made with a company car.

On 1 July 2009, the Act on Electronic Operations and Authorised Document Conversion (the eGovernment Act) became effective. The Act regulates the electronic operations of select public administration authorities and legal entities and introduces an information system of data boxes and the authorised conversion of documents. This change should gradually contribute to reducing hardcopy documents and increasing the speed and certainty of delivering official correspondence. 

Financial market

An amendment to the Act on Capital Market Undertakings which transposes several EU directives into the Czech legal order was approved by the Senate on 17 June 2009. The Act amends the rights and obligations of businesses and other entities whose securities are traded on capital markets. 

On 10 June 2009, the Chamber of Deputies approved an amendment to the Banks Act to allow the state in future to take over banks that would encounter serious difficulties. The Act simplifies the process of increasing a bank’s capital and enables CNB to react more flexibly to banks’ current problems.

Taxes
On 17 June 2009, as part of its regulation of the tax process, the Chamber of Deputies adopted a new Tax Code. It aims to reduce administrative costs and to simplify the administrative process, restricts certain powers of the Minister of Finance, and introduces a new approach for tax execution. The Act is to become effective as at 1 January 2011. 

Education, science and research

At present, Reform of the Research, Development and Innovation System is being implemented. Its goal is to simplify administration, to utilise public funds for R&D more effectively, and to increase contribution to research, development and innovation for the Czech economy. As part of this reform, the Czech Government adopted on 8 June 2009 the National Policy of Research, Development and Innovations of the Czech Republic for 2009 through 2015, defining the state’s attitude to an innovative environment and its future direction. 

Energy and climate change

The amendment to the Energy Act is to take effect on 4 July 2009. This amendment simplifies business activities in the energy industry by specifying more definitively the level of control over the energy market, by creating space for agreement between customer and supplier, and by regulating the sanctioning of illegal consumers.

Labour Market

Several persisting structural problems (motivation to work, discrimination against certain groups of workers, insufficient harmonisation of the education system with the changing demands of the labour market, and low regional and professional mobility) are being joined by problems of economic recession, the solution of which should be aided by select stabilisation measures.

The amendment to the Employment Act and the Act on Assistance in Material Poverty, which increased the interconnection of job seekers’ entitlements to material security with the system of assistance in cases of material poverty and introduced stricter rules of active employment policy, aims to strengthen economic activity. The support period for unemployment was shortened by one month, while unemployment benefits were increased – it is provided for the first two months at 65% of the average net monthly wage earned at the last job, at 50% for the next two months, and at 45% for the remaining part of the support period.

The anti-crisis package prolongs the support period once again by one month and increases unemployment benefits to 80% in the first two months and to 55% in the remaining period.

The method of paying material-poverty assistance benefits has changed: since the start of 2009, at least 35% and at most 65% have been provided in the form of vouchers for the purchase of goods.

In the health insurance system, the payment of benefits was abolished for the first three calendar days of illness and payment of the benefits by the employer was established for the fourth through fourteenth days of sickness. This measure should eliminate abuse of sick leave and reduce the rate of illness in the Czech Republic. The changes were accompanied by a cut in the social security insurance rate by 1.0 percentage point (in 2010 by an additional 0.9 percentage points for some employers). The insurance rate paid by employees also was cut by 1.5 percentage points (employees now pay only pension and health insurance), while the personal income tax rate and amount of tax allowances were preserved. The higher child benefits and increase in tax allowance/bonus per child from 2010 should ensure an increase in 2009 net income for persons having children. 

The first phase of the pension reform extended the gradual increase of the statutory retirement age up to 65 years for men and 62–65 years for women (depending on the number of children raised). Furthermore, it extended the mandatory period of insurance to 35 years and excluded periods of study from the alternative periods of insurance. It also re-evaluated the definition of full and partial disability, introducing three tiers with differing amounts of the paid benefit. It reinforced the motivation for older persons to remain in the labour market by means of more severe cuts in retirement pensions in case of early retirement and by increasing the percentage calculation of a retirement pension in case of employment while drawing a full or partial pension.

The introduction of discounts to the social insurance premium for each employer paying for an employee whose wage is lower than 1.15 times the average wage is one of the measures mitigating the impact of the economic crisis on demand. The rate of the discount then decreases linearly after a certain income level of the employee is reached. This legal provision has a retroactive clause (also retroactive for 2009) and will be effective until 2010.

B Economic cycle

B.1 Position within the economic cycle

Potential GDP, specified on the basis of a calculation by means of the Cobb-Douglas production function, indicates the level of GDP achieved with average use of production factors. A rise in potential GDP represents possibilities for long-term sustainable growth of the economy free of imbalances. It can be broken down into contributions of the labour force, capital stocks, and total factor productivity. The output gap identifies the cyclical position of the economy and expresses the relationship between actual GDP and potential GDP. The concepts of potential GDP and output gap are used to analyse economic development and to calculate the structural balance of public budgets.

Under current conditions, however, when a steep decline in economic output is taking place, it is very difficult to distinguish the influence of a deepening of the negative output gap from that of a slowdown of potential GDP growth. The results of these calculations thus display high volatility and should be treated very cautiously.

Graph B.1: Output Gap
Graph B.2: Potential Product Growth
in % of potential GDP
in %, contributions in percentage points
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Graph B.3: Utilisation of Capacities in Industry
Graph B.4: Total Factor Productivity
in %
YoY growth in %
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Table B.1: Output Gap and Potential Product
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1) Contribution of growth of working-age population (15-64 years)
It is obvious that the ongoing economic crisis has plunged the economy into a deep negative output gap. According to current calculations, it was approximately -4% in the first half of 2009, which indicates the lowest utilisation of economic potential in the post-transformation period. 

The increasing negative output gap is reflected in the economy by the drastic decrease in utilisation of production capacities in industry to the lowest level since the fourth quarter of 1994, the steep rise in the unemployment rate, the reduction in the number of vacancies, and the decrease of inflationary pressures.

The economic turmoil in the first half of 2009 resulted in a year-on-year drop in the observed total factor productivity, which was reflected in the slowdown in its trend growth to below 2% compared to 4% in 2005.

The slowdown in the growth of total trend productivity is directly reflected in the year-on-year growth of potential GDP, which at present probably only slightly exceeds 3%. Further development of potential GDP will depend especially on the duration of the unfavourable economic situation.

B.2 Leading composite indicator

The leading composite indicator is compiled from the results of business cycle surveys that fulfil the basic demands made on leading cyclical indicators – they are economically significant, demonstrate statistically observable leading relationships with regard to the economic cycle, and are regularly available on a timely basis.

Based on an analysis of the relationships between individual business cycle indicators and the cyclical component of real GDP, a change was made in the composition of the leading composite indicator in December 2008. Presently, the indicator is compiled from those business cycle indicators that showed a high level of correlation with an average lead time of six months.

Graph B.5: Leading Composite Indicator

average 2000=100 (lhs)

synchronized with cyclical component of GDP based on statistical methods (Hodrick-Prescott filter)

in % of GDP (rhs)
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The leading composite indicator signalled a year-on-year decline in GDP for the first quarter of 2009. This signal was confirmed by the development of a relative cyclical component that showed a deepening of its negative value.

For the second quarter of 2009, the indicator signals further decline of the relative cyclical component of GDP.

Approximately for the entire second half of 2009, the indicator suggests a significant slowing in the decline of Czech economic output.  

In evaluating this signal, however, it is necessary to take into account the development of the composite indicator’s structure. The rise in its value in the second half is due to the growth of select business cycle indicators in industry (especially the three-month outlook for export demand and the six-month outlook for the economic situation). This was obviously caused by ongoing or planned measures to boost the economy, the impact of which will be clearly limited in time. At present, a downward correction can be seen in those indicators concerned.

Along with the worsening of the three-month outlook for the economic situation in construction, the indicator shows in the raw data a sequential decline in value in the last measured month (June). In the smoothed data, and with regard to the leading time of the indicator, this fact is reflected by the considerable slowdown in the increase of its value in the last predicted month (December).

The higher volatility of the estimated relative cyclical component of GDP is caused by a change in the seasonal adjustment method applied by CZSO and by the last revision of the data in the quarterly national accounts.

B.3 Individual business cycle indicators

Business cycle indicators express respondents’ views on the current situation and short-term outlook and serve to identify in advance possible turning points in the economic cycle. The main advantage lies in the quick availability of results reflecting a wide range of effects that shape the expectations of economic entities.

The surveys share a common characteristic: respondents’ answers do not provide a direct quantification but use more general qualitative expressions (such as better, the same, worse, or growing, not changing, falling, etc.). Trends are reflected in the business cycle balance, which is the difference between the answers “improvement” and “worsening”, expressed in percentages of observations (see Methodology of the CZSO
).

The aggregate confidence indicator is presented as a weighted average of seasonally adjusted indicators of confidence in industry, construction, trade and select sector services as well as of consumer confidence. Weights are established as follows: the indicator of confidence in industry is assigned a weight of 40%, those for construction and trade 5% each, that for select sector services 30%, and for consumer confidence 20%.

Graph B.6: Confidence Indicators
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[image: image17.emf]Retail Trade Confidence Indicator
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[image: image19.emf]Consumer Confidence Indicator
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In industrial and construction businesses, the evaluations of both the current economic situation and demand worsened in the second quarter. Thus, we may assume that in the business sphere the deepening of economic problems continued. In the third quarter, respondents expect a recovery in industry as regards the pace of production activity and employment and a moderate acceleration in construction activity while employment remains unchanged. In three-month and six-month horizons, the expectations for the economic situation improved negligibly in industry and worsened slightly in construction. The improvement in industry is more significant on a shorter horizon and is obviously based on measures already adopted to boost the economy. 

Slowing in total economic activity in the Czech Republic in the second quarter was reflected also in respondents’ lowering their assessments of the current economic situation in trade and select sector services. When assessing expected development of the economic situation, respondents in services are modestly optimistic over a three-month horizon, while respondents in trade are modestly optimistic over a six-month horizon.

After three months of growth, consumer confidence fell slightly in the June survey. In the next 12 months, consumers expect slight worsening of the overall economic situation and slight improvement in their own financial situations. The proportion of respondents expecting an increase in unemployment has slightly fallen but still remains high. A slight shift was seen in relation to savings, as the proportion of consumers intending to save fell after increasing in April and May.

Graph B.7: Aggregate Confidence Indicator
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Based on the opinions of economic entities, it can be assumed that the slowdown of economic activity in the second quarter of 2009 was partly dampened (especially in industry). The survey indicates possible moderate successive improvement in the third and fourth quarters of 2009.

Box B.1: Has the Czech economy already reached the end of recession and the bottom of the economic cycle?

The present economic situation leads the expert and general public to ask whether the Czech economy already has left the worst behind after the dramatic decline in the first quarter of 2009 or whether we still can expect further difficult times ahead. Thus, we have endeavoured to make a methodical analysis of partial “hard” data with higher periodicity, to map their development, and to indicate possible signals of a turning point during the second quarter beyond what is already described in the data on GDP development.

a) Definitions

According to the common definition, an economy enters recession if quarter-on-quarter decline of GDP occurs in two successive quarters. Such a so-called technical definition, however, is not used in an analogous way for identifying the end of the declining stage of the economic cycle and the beginning of recovery. 

Identifying turning points in the economic cycle raises certain problems of its own, as economic data are published with a delay. Moreover, some of the data – and especially the most important, which is real GDP – is subject to retroactive revision that can be carried out even several years after the first announcement. In addition to these issues, there is also the possibility of incorrect identification of the turning point due to analysts’ being in a rush to find such a point. In theory, the bottom of the economic cycle is typically reached if quarter-on-quarter GDP growth returns to positive figures. In practice, however, the course of the economic cycle may not be as smooth as in theory. Let us imagine that the economic decline is replaced by a short phase of rising economic activity (lasting a few months) that is followed by additional recession
. Should this be interpreted as a “new” decline or only as a continuation of the first recession? 

To avoid the aforementioned problems, institutions dealing with the identification of individual stages of the economic cycle announce the reaching of a turning point with a certain delay. The National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER), for example, announces the reaching of a turning point in the economic cycle with an average delay of approximately one year.

Quarter-on-quarter growth of a relevant indicator is thus a necessary but not sufficient condition for signalling a turning point. For many time series that are considered, however, we do not have seasonally adjusted data available (e.g. because the time series is short) to enable comparison with a period shorter than one year.

The oft-cited slowdown of year-on-year declines can only be a very gross approximation because in short cycles a return to growth can be seen even during the deepening of year-on-year declines (if an indicator specified the year before grew faster quarter on quarter). On the other hand, the slowdown of year-on-year declines provides a false signal of a possible turning point if a year ago there was a decline of the given indicator that was deeper than at present.

b) Analysed indicators

Industrial Production Index (IPI), published by CZSO on a monthly basis, by its own definition should theoretically approach the gross value added (GVA) indicator in industry, which is an important source of GDP creation. In a YoY comparison, these move in the same direction, albeit with different intensity. Since the start of the year, YoY IPI declines have ranged slightly below 20%, while industrial GVA decreased by “only” 9.4% in the first quarter (see Graph B.1.1.). 

The quarter-on-quarter view is interesting. GVA in industry has been declining quarter on quarter for three successive quarters, while in the first quarter of 2009 the decline considerably deepened. In contrast, the change in monthly IPIs compared to the period three months earlier
 indicates that the deepest decline in industry already occurred during the fourth quarter of 2008. The promising development of recent months, which could lead to the conclusion that industry could be stabilised at the current low levels, is made rather relative by the very low correlation of the two indicators.

From a practical point of view regarding the many factors now influencing Czech industry (e.g. the gradual introduction of the car-scrapping scheme in EU countries), it is extraordinarily difficult to identify whether the situation in industry is already leading to stabilisation or will still worsen. Having reached a minimum in February 2009, however, the confidence indicator balance in industry is growing. Industrial enterprises even expect an increase in production in the next three months. The development of leading indicators thus may foretell the reaching of the bottom of declines in industrial production in the near future.

Graph B.1.1: Industry
Graph B.1.2: Industry

YoY changes in %,
QoQ changes in %, 
seasonally adjusted (incl. working day adjustment)
seasonally adjusted (incl. working day adjustment)

[image: image21.emf]-20

-15

-10

-5

0

5

10

15

20

1/05 7/05 1/06 7/06 1/07 7/07 1/08 7/08 1/09

Gross value added

Industrial production index


[image: image22.emf]-15

-10

-5

0

5

10

1/05 7/05 1/06 7/06 1/07 7/07 1/08 7/08 1/09

Gross value added

Industrial production index


Source: CZSO
Source: CZSO, own calculations

The year-on-year decline in April of seasonally not adjusted retail sales
 represented already the seventh successive drop of this indicator. On the other hand, final consumption expenditures grew by 3.0% year on year in the first quarter of 2009 (see Graph B.1.3). The different specifications of the two indicators are probably the cause of their different behaviours. Items that are not part of retail sales, such as services, housing or utilities, may drive household consumption growth. Retail sales, on the other hand, include, for example, purchases made by business people for intermediate consumption, which, under the conditions of an economic crisis may fall much faster than do purchases made by households. Retail sales thus do not provide us with a reliable clue for the development of household consumption in the second quarter of 2009.

In contrast to industry, the QoQ increases in construction production and GVA in construction provide rather consistent information. After a series of QoQ declines, construction production grew quite strongly in April as compared to January (see Graph B.1.4). This result, however, was influenced by the favourable weather (as compared to a usual season) as well as additional billings for certain large structures (especially transport infrastructure). Additionally, the confidence indicator for this sector is worsening without any indication of changing for the better. 

Graph B.1.3: Retail Sales (CZ-NACE 45+47)
Graph B.1.4: Construction
and Households’ Final Consumption Expenditure
QoQ changes in %,
YoY changes in %, constant prices
seasonally adjusted (incl. working day adjustment)
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Source: CZSO
Source: CZSO, own computations

In addition to the standard indicators published by CZSO, there is also other interesting information that may indicate the course of the economic cycle.

For example, toll collection statistics for sections of motorways and high-speed roads subject to tolls may indicate the development in cargo transport in the territory of the Czech Republic. Year-on-year declines have slowed
 in recent months (see Graph B.1.5), but declines of more than 10% still occur. Unfortunately, this data cannot be adjusted seasonally, as the time series is too short. In interpreting the results, we must bear in mind that toll collection does not reflect economic activity just in the Czech Republic. Nevertheless, better toll collection could indicate the approaching bottoming out of economic activity.

Although surveys on the economic cycle conducted by the CZSO ascertain the expectations of economic entities for the future, these cover a short-term period (up to one year). We may estimate the status of medium- and long-term expectations, which represent an important factor influencing of investments and expenditures on long-term consumer goods, from, for example, the development in new vehicle registrations. Graph B.1.6 shows YoY changes in the number of new vehicle registrations for categories M1 and N1
 (calculated together because of the newly introduced possibility for businesses to apply a VAT deduction also for a vehicle without a partition, which causes an artificial increase in registrations of M1 vehicles and, on the other hand, a decline in the N1 category). The trend indicates a stabilisation of year-on-year declines at approximately 5%.

Graph B.1.5: Toll Collected
Graph B.1.6: New Vehicles Registrations (M1 and N1)
YoY changes in %
YoY changes in %, seasonally adjusted
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own calculations
The data available so far (including the development of expectations abroad, and especially in Germany) does not yet indicate definitively that the bottom of the economic cycle has been reached. On the other hand, the data may indicate that the Czech economy is nearing it. 

C Forecast of the development of macroeconomic indicators

Data from the previous forecast of April 2009 are in italics. Data in the tables covering the years 2011 and 2012 present an extrapolative scenario indicating the direction of possible development and as such is not commented on in the following text.

The development of key macroeconomic indicators of the Czech economy and their forecasts are summarised in the following table.

Table C.1: Main Macroeconomic Indicators
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2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2008

2009

2010

Prelim.

Previous forecast

Gross domestic product

increase in %, const.pr.

6,3

6,8

6,1

3,0

-4,3

0,3

3,2

-2,3

0,8

Consumption of households

increase in %, const.pr.

2,5

5,2

5,0

2,7

1,1

0,7

2,8

0,9

0,9

Consumption of government

increase in %, const.pr.

2,9

1,2

0,7

1,7

1,3

0,5

0,9

1,8

1,2

Gross fixed capital formation

increase in %, const.pr.

1,8

6,0

10,8

-0,1

-5,7

-1,5

3,1

-4,9

-0,2

Contribution of foreign trade to GDP growth

p.p., const.pr.

4,6

1,5

1,1

1,9

-1,8

0,2

2,1

-1,6

0,5

GDP deflator

increase in per cent

-0,3

1,1

3,4

1,6

2,8

1,0

1,7

1,9

0,7

Average inflation rate

per cent

1,9

2,5

2,8

6,3

1,1

1,1

6,3

1,1

0,9

Employment 

(LFS)

increase in per cent

1,2

1,3

1,9

1,6

-1,8

-2,1

1,6

-1,0

-1,6

Unemployment rate 

(LFS)

average in per cent

7,9

7,1

5,3

4,4

6,8

8,5

4,4

6,1

7,5

Wage bill 

(domestic concept)

increase in %, curr.pr.

6,9

7,9

9,4

10,8

1,0

1,0

8,4

2,7

2,3

Current account / GDP

per cent

-1,3

-2,6

-3,1

-3,1

-2,0

-0,9

-3,1

-2,9

-2,6

Assumptions:

Exchange rate CZK/EUR

29,8

28,3

27,8

24,9

26,8

25,5

24,9

26,9

25,0

Long-term interest rates

% p.a.

3,5

3,8

4,3

4,6

4,5

4,4

4,6

4,3

4,5

Crude oil Brent

USD/barrel

54

65

73

98

62

79

98

53

66

GDP in Eurozone (EA-12)

increase in %, const.pr.

1,8

3,0

2,6

0,8

-4,3

-0,2

0,8

-3,3

-0,5

Forecast


C.1 Economic output 

The Czech economy reached the peak of its cycle in the fourth quarter of 2007, proceeding then to a slowing phase. In the fourth quarter of 2008, a turning point occurred as the economic crisis from the external environment fully affected the domestic economy and the economy entered into recession. 

The slump in the economy further accelerated in the first quarter of 2009. According to current data, the YoY decline in real GDP totalled 3.3% (versus the 0.7% decline estimated in the April Forecast), which after adjustment for seasonal effects and working days amounted to 3.4%. Seasonally adjusted GDP also decreased QoQ by 3.4% (versus a decrease of 1.1%). At the same time, the CZSO revised the data for 2006 through 2008. 

The business cycle indicators for the domestic as well as foreign economy contain signs of a slowing of the decline. Similarly, the projections of the external environment have begun to reflect the reaching of the bottom of the cycle and the start of recovery. We expect that the economic decrease measured by the quarter-on-quarter rates will end already in the second half of 2009. The economy thus should stabilise at the current low level and recover moderately during 2010. 

In 2009, annual real GDP should decrease by 4.3% against the previous year (versus a decrease of 2.3%). The central projection of GDP growth for 2010 is 0.3% (versus 0.8%). There is a risk that GDP will decrease even more in both years.

The forecasts involve an extraordinary degree of uncertainty. We also can expect considerable revisions of past data, especially in individual items. A discussion on this issue is presented in Box C.1.

Box C.1: From an uncertain past to an uncertain future

Every macroeconomic prognosis must rely on a valid data basis that describes past economic developments. 

CZSO, as a creator of a comprehensive, balanced data set in the form of quarterly national accounts, has a difficult role in a period of economic instability. The collection and aggregation of source data and mutual balancing of sources and their use become no trifling matter. The facts newly obtained from data sources and which are available with a greater delay may not fit into the original mosaic. This leads to a considerably greater revision of the originally published data. Then, too, adjusting the time series for seasonal effects and the number of working days is a special issue.

Graph C.1.1 shows the process of a gradual revision of published data on real quarter-on-quarter GDP growth. In June 2008, for example, the first published figure for the first quarter of 2008 was 0.9%. After half a year, in December 2008, however, it was adjusted to 1.0%, then in March 2009 it was decreased to 0.6%, and the figure published for this quarter in the valid data basis for June shows a decrease by 0.1%.

The instability of data on past development makes using any quantitative methods within the process of creating macroeconomic prognoses considerably more difficult and brings with it the instability of their results.

Within the risk analysis based on the past results of the process of revising the data, we therefore tried to prepare a probability distribution for further future adjustments of data on past development. In doing so, we based our work on the entire history of published time series of seasonally adjusted GDP from the beginning of 2002 and the real distribution of the revisions made. The results are shown in the left part of Graph C.1.2.

As regards the first published figure, we can expect (assuming the same results from the revision process as in the past) a 75% probability that the figure will be revised, from a decrease of 0.5 percentage points to an increase of 0.6 percentage points. In light of this information, we can assert that there is a 75% probability that after the appropriate revision the currently published quarter-on-quarter GDP decrease for the first quarter of 2009 in the amount of 3.4% will be in the interval between -3.9% and -2.8%.

In interpreting this finding, it is important to take into account two facts. First, the 25% probability that the “final” number will be outside the stated interval is certainly not insignificant. Second, as results from the presumption of stability in the results of revisions, the probability of more extensive revisions rises significantly during periods of shifts in economic development.

Graph C.1.1: Gradual Revision of the Real QoQ
Graph C.1.2: Backcast and Forecast

GDP Growth

of the Real QoQ GDP Growth
in % (non-annualized)
in % (non-annualized)
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As regards future economic development, based on the available data we can conclude that the deepest QoQ slump seems already to have occurred in the first quarter of 2009. By the end of the year, the QoQ decreases should be more moderate, and, moreover, even a slight QoQ increase in economic output may occur. 

Nevertheless, we continue to regard the situation as extraordinarily uncertain and the risks of the published projection as skewed to the downside (see the right part of Graph C.1.2).

A decrease in real dynamics is also reflected in the development of nominal GDP, which is a decisive quantity for fiscal forecasts. In 2008, nominal GDP growth slowed to the revised value of 4.6% (versus 5.0%). In the first quarter of 2009, an increase of 0.4% was recorded (versus 1.3%) due to a fact that greater-than-expected improvement in the terms of trade was unable to cover the deep slump in the real economy. For 2009, we estimate GDP to decrease in current prices by 1.7% (versus a decrease of 0.4%). Should this forecast be fulfilled, it would mean the first nominal GDP decrease in the history of the market economy in the Czech Republic. Already in 2010, we expect a rise of 1.2% (versus a rise of 1.5%).

In the income structure of GDP, we expect a slump in the profitability of the business sector. Growth in the gross operating surplus fell from 9.3% in 2007 to mere a 0.6% (versus 1.0%) in 2008. Although the gross operating surplus increased by 2.4% (versus a 0.3% decrease) in the first quarter of 2009 compared with the same period of the previous year, we nevertheless expect a decrease of 2.8% (versus a decrease of 2.6%) in 2009. An increase in the gross operating surplus by 1.4% (versus 1.5%) is anticipated to occur no sooner than in 2010.

The slump in real gross domestic income (RGDI), which reflects the income situation of the Czech economy, is considerably less than that in real GDP. An improvement in the terms of trade led RGDI to decrease by “only” 2.2% (versus a 0.2% decrease) in the first quarter of 2009. In 2009, we anticipate a drop in RGDI of 2.9% (versus a 1.6% decline), while an increase of 0.4% (versus 0.7%) could occur in 2010.

Expenditures in GDP

A dominant component of the steep decline in economic output was a change in stocks on the expenditures side which contributed 3.3 pp to the YoY decrease of seasonally adjusted real GDP by 3.4%. Under tightened economic conditions and pressure to maintain their cash flow, businesses were clearly motivated to reduce their stocks. Nevertheless, we are unable to find a satisfactory explanation for such an enormous reduction in stocks.

Household consumption, on the other hand, has not yet been affected by the crisis development, despite losing its dynamics in 2008 after considerable growth in previous years. The year-on-year growth in real household expenditures on final consumption totalled 3.0% in the first quarter of 2009 (versus 2.2%). Further growth in consumption could be counteracted by households’ efforts to accumulate savings to cover risks resulting from the crisis development as well as the worsening situation for household income. Furthermore, increase in unemployment could gradually effect consumption. On the other hand, the government’s anti-crisis measures and the low level of inflation could help to boost the consumption. In 2009, household consumption should grow by 1.1% (versus 0.9%), thus becoming a stabilising segment of the economy. In 2010, we anticipate growth by 0.7% (versus 0.9%).
Government expenditures on final consumption grew by 5.3% (versus growth of 2.2%) in the first quarter of 2009. Extraordinary expenditures were recorded in this quarter in connection with the Czech presidency of the EU and continued in the second quarter of 2009. The thrifty behaviour of government institutions is expected to continue as regards both government sector employment and purchase of goods and services. In 2009, government consumption is expected to rise by 1.3% (versus 1.8%). In 2010, real government consumption should increase by 0.5% (versus 1.2%).

In the first quarter of 2009, the volume of gross fixed capital formation decreased by 3.4% year on year (versus a 5.2% decrease). Purchases of vehicles recorded the greatest decrease with a 16.3% drop, while investments in housing fell by 5.4%. Investments in other machines, on the other hand, rose by 1.2% year on year. In the current uncertain situation, it is necessary to take into account that many investment plans in the private sector will be reviewed or postponed. The willingness of foreign investors to make new investments or to reinvest the profits from their business operations in the Czech Republic will depend on their situations in their home countries. We anticipate that investments in housing construction also will continue to fall. On the other hand, the decrease could be mitigated by certain NAP measures (VAT refund for company cars, faster depreciation of new investments, acceleration in highway construction) as well as by infrastructure investments with contributions from EU funds. The volume of investments could drop by 5.7% (versus a 4.9% drop) in 2009. For 2010, we anticipate a further decline of 1.5% (versus a 0.2% decline).

In 2008, foreign trade in goods and services contributed 1.9 percentage points (versus 2.1 pp) to real GDP growth despite very unfavourable external conditions and the record-breaking strong exchange rate of the Czech koruna. In 2009, however, the impacts of the global recession will be fully reflected in this indicator – we expect a contribution of -1.8 pp (versus -1.6 pp). In 2010, the contribution should reach +0.2 pp (versus +0.5 pp).

C.2 Prices of goods and services

Consumer prices

In May, the YoY growth in prices slowed further to 1.3% (versus 1.6%). The considerable disinflationary trend is in accordance with both the January and April forecasts. The contribution of administrative measures totalled 2.3 percentage points (versus 2.4 pp). Low food and fuel prices also contributed significantly to disinflation. 

Food prices have been decreasing YoY already for six successive months, thus reflecting developments on global markets as well as developments in the prices paid to domestic agricultural producers. Currently, these hover just below the level from December 2007 when the Czech economy underwent a strong wave of price increases. We anticipate that food prices will continue to have an anti-inflationary effect in the remaining part of the year. 

Prices in the transportation sector are affected especially by the decreasing prices of cars in response to the difficult economic environment and by the level of fuel prices. These have been growing for four successive months, but, due to the high comparative basis of the previous year, when the prices of oil and fuels reached record highs, they remain a significant factor in reducing the YoY consumer price index. We expect that the basic effect will gradually fade away during the year and oil prices will once again begin to constitute a pro-inflationary factor beginning in the fourth quarter of 2009.

Administrative measures also will have a great impact on consumer prices in the remaining part of this year, which will help to reduce inflation. The effects from abolishing certain regulatory fees in the health care system and a reduction in the yearly expenditure limit for select social groups, for example, were apparent already in April (0.1 pp), while gas prices decreased by 3% on average (with an impact of 0.1 pp). From 1 July 2009, gas prices will decrease by a further 6.1% on average, having an impact of 0.2 pp. The impact of last year’s increase in excise taxes on tobacco will also subside. The transfer of select services with a high share of human labour input from the basic to the reduced VAT rate should have a similar impact. Nevertheless, the real impact on prices and the date of effectiveness of this change are clouded by uncertainty. For the purposes of this forecast, however, we anticipate an impact of 0.2 pp and an effectiveness date of 1 October 2009. 

The markedly weakening economic activity due to the slump in foreign demand, greatly negative output gap, worsening situation on the labour market, low rate of wage growth and uncertainty concerning future development also create room for stability in consumer prices.

The year-on-year weaker exchange rate of the Czech koruna relative to the two main foreign currencies will have an opposite effect, which nevertheless will affect prices only insignificantly. Although the loose monetary conditions may also have a pro-inflationary effect, their real impact will be dampened by the prudent behaviour of banks. 

In view of the stated facts and assumptions, we estimate that the average inflation in 2009 will reach 1.1% (no change) while prices will increase by 0.7% (versus 0.5%) during the year. Net inflation should remain negative for the entire year. 

In 2010, the average inflation rate should also hover around 1.1% (versus 0.9%). The persisting weak performance of the Czech economy and the worsened conditions on the labour market along with the moderate growth in wages will continue to hold back price growth on the demand side. This will be supported by the impact of the YoY strengthening of the CZK exchange rate. On the supply side, on the other hand, pro-inflationary effects will come from the expected growth in oil prices (along with the lower comparative basis for the first half of this year) and the gradual return of global and domestic food prices to a growth phase. The loosened monetary policy of 2009 also will have a pro-inflationary effect. 

The impact of administrative measures is a separate area. On the one hand, the spreading out of the increase in regulated rents during the period 2010–2012 and the expected decrease in electricity prices by 7% to 10% will reduce their contribution. On the other, certain measures adopted during 2009 will diminish and, furthermore, gas prices will probably grow in response to increasing oil prices.

Deflators

The YoY growth of the gross domestic expenditure deflator, which is a comprehensive indicator of price development in the economy, slowed to 2.4% (versus 1.4%) in the first quarter of 2009 due to lower inflation in household consumption. By contrast, the costs for investments into machinery and equipment recorded the fastest growth, at 6.2%, perhaps due to the weakening of the exchange rate.

For all of 2009, following the overall loosening of inflationary pressures, the rise in prices of gross domestic expenditures should further slow to 1.3% (versus 1.1%). In 2010, it should come to 0.9% (versus 1.0%).

Growth of the implicit GDP deflator was 3.9% (versus 2.0%) in the first quarter of 2009. Unlike the gross domestic expenditure deflator, the implicit GDP deflator is influenced by the 2.0% growth (versus a 1.1% growth) in the terms of trade. In 2009, the effect of a slowdown in wage dynamics will probably outweigh the impact of the improvement in the terms of trade. Therefore, only 2.8% (versus 1.9%) growth can be expected. In 2010, we anticipate a rise of 1.0% (versus 0.7%).

C.3 Labour market

The economic recession is having strong impacts on the labour market. While in previous periods the labour market indicators adjusted to the level of economic output with a delay of three to four quarters, this interval has now shortened to only three months.

Employment

(Labour Force Survey definitions – LFS)

In the first quarter of 2009, employment declined by 0.2% year on year (versus a 0.4% rise) due to the substantial decrease in the number of employees (by 0.9%). The number of people working in the primary sector continued to decline. The decrease in employment was more apparent in the secondary sector, and especially in the manufacturing industry (by more than 60,000 persons). Similarly as in the previous quarter, the YoY decrease in overall employment was partially compensated by an increase in the number of persons employed in the tertiary sector.

Due to the reduction in jobs in industry, the number of registered foreign workers has been decreasing since the start of 2009. As at the end of May, 252,000 were registered. This represents a decrease of 16,000 year on year. However, there may be a risk that they have shifted from an employment relationship into the category of freelancers.

Though the supply of labour (the labour force) grew year on year by 47,000 persons, the number of employed persons decreased by 12,000 and the number of unemployed persons increased by 58,000.

Neither are the prospects for future periods overly optimistic. The economic problems and associated concerns are likely to lead to further closing of non-profitable operations and subsequent layoffs. On the other hand, the planned reduction in the security contributions paid by an employer for the most threatened, low-income groups could contribute to preserving at least a portion of their jobs from the second half of 2009. 

In 2009, we anticipate a YoY decrease in employment by 1.8% (versus 1.0%). Further development in 2010 will depend upon whether at least moderate economic recovery will occur and whether the labour market will continue to respond quickly in the rising phase of the economic cycle. Our prudent approach compels us to count on a decrease of 2.1% (versus 1.6%).

Unemployment

(MLSA statistics and LFS)
The rise in unemployment accelerated markedly at the beginning of 2009. The QoQ increase in the number of unemployed by 95,000 persons (after seasonal adjustment) from January to April 2009 was by far the greatest in the entire modern history of the market economy in the Czech Republic. 

The increase in the number of new job applicants was accompanied by a decrease in the number of vacant job positions, which seems to have approached in May its probable limit reflecting structural unemployment.

The rise in unemployment hit the entire Czech Republic. The intensity of the impact depended on the importance of operations closed for any respective region and the possibilities of substituting the lost job opportunities. Regions or localities with considerable problems have especially included those where highly specialised operations are being closed down.

Nevertheless, minor positive signals can be seen. Firstly, the extreme rise in unemployment (after seasonal adjustment) somewhat slowed down in May. Secondly, for the first time since the start of 2007, the number of job applicants entering new jobs increased year on year in April and May.

In the next period, however, unemployment is likely to continue to increase due to the inflow of new job applicants. Besides the economic recession, this trend may be reflective of socially motivated extensions of the unemployment period and the increase in unemployment benefits.

The internationally comparable general unemployment rate under LFS should increase to 6.8% (versus 6.1%) in 2009 and to 8.5% (versus 7.5%) in 2010.

The average registered unemployment rate should increase to 8.2% (versus 7.6%) in 2009 and to 9.8% (versus 9.1%) in 2010. 

Wages

According to the preliminary data from CZSO, a turning point occurred during the first quarter of 2009 as the YoY growth of wages and salaries, according to the national accounts, slowed to 2.6% (versus 3.4%). This was reflective of the decrease in employment and productivity. The growth rate of the average wage showed a similar decrease according to the registered terms.

Salaries in the non-business sector increased rather significantly due to partial compensation of their real slump in 2008. This development again shows that saving funds for wages and salaries in the governmental sector is a relatively easy solution of the current economic problem. On the other hand, it results in two risks: in addition to a certain discouragement of state employees due to the involuntary “state loan”, in the future there will be a need to balance the overly significant differences. 
Based on the results for the first quarter of 2009, and according to the signals from the business sector, we can anticipate very slight growth in wages in the coming period, stemming from the expected economic results as well as from efforts to maintain job positions. The slump in real wages, however, should not be considerable with regard to the fact that the level of consumer prices should remain almost stable. In 2009 and 2010, we expect the wage and salary bill to grow by only 1.0% (versus 2.7% in 2009 and 2.3% in 2010). 

Households

(according to the household sector account from the quarterly national accounts)
Despite the reduction in social security contributions, we can expect a considerable slowdown of the high nominal dynamics of disposable income from 7.9% in 2008 to 3.5% in 2009
 due to the decline in employment and slowing of wage growth.

The uncertain situation and the risks resulting from the possibility of losing a job are likely to lead to a change in the behaviour of households towards increasing their savings by ca 1.5 percentage points in 2009 and 2.5 percentage points in 2010 in comparison with 2008.

Despite these limiting factors, very low inflation should help to maintain the positive growth in real household consumption in both 2009 and 2010.

C.4 External relations

(Balance of payments definitions)

In the first quarter of 2009, the external imbalance expressed by the ratio of the current account balance to GDP amounted to -3.2% on an annual basis (in accordance with the Forecast), which represents almost no change in comparison with the same period of the previous year (-3.1% of GDP).

The decrease of the growth rate of imports and exports from the start of 2008 was associated especially with the fast strengthening of the Czech koruna. From October 2008, a sharp turning point occurred in the foreign trade. The general worsening of the global economic situation and the transition from a slowdown to a recession in most partner countries caused an abrupt slump in demand, and export and import volumes began to decline steeply. In the fourth quarter of 2008, export markets declined year on year for the first time since the second quarter of 2002.
 This trend also continued in the first quarter of 2009 with a decrease of 9.5% (versus 6.2%). Additionally, export performance, which indicates the share of Czech goods in export markets, worsened dramatically by 13.8% (versus 15.5%). This resulted in an even stronger slump in real exports of goods by 22.0% (versus 20.7%). 

This led to a strong decline in nominal exports and imports by 18.6% and 19.9%, respectively. On the other hand, due to the faster rate of decline in imports than in exports, the trade balance surplus stopped decreasing. In the first quarter of 2009, the trade balance as a proportion of GDP totalled 2.8% (versus 2.4%) on an annual basis, which is only 0.5 pp less year on year.

With regard to the persisting extremely unfavourable prospects of the world economy, we estimate a decrease in export markets by ca 11.6% in 2009 (versus 7.7%) and by 1.5% in 2010 (versus 0.9%). Given the structure of our exports (a great share of motor vehicles), further worsening of export performance can be expected.

In the context of the global economic recession, the prices of raw materials, especially of oil, fell sharply, which is a positive factor for the trade balance. In 2009, we expect a decrease in the deficit of the fuel part of the balance (SITC 3) from 
-4.4% in 2008 to ca -3.0% of GDP (versus -2.7%).

The surplus in the non-fuel part of the balance is expected to decrease to 5.2% of GDP (versus 3.5%) in 2009. With the current drop in the deficit of the fuel part of the balance, the balance of trade (in balance of payments definitions) should amount to 3.0% of GDP
 (versus 1.7%). In 2010, the trade balance surplus is expected to total 3.1% of GDP (versus 1.7%) while a moderate recovery of foreign trade and higher prices of oil should be mutually compensated.
 The long-term growth in the balance of services surplus continued in 2008 but was accompanied by an apparent slowdown in the growth rate of exports and, from the second half of 2008, by a decline in expenditures. In the first quarter of 2009, revenues from services fell sharply by 8.2%, to which all components of the balance of services contributed. As expenditures decreased, the proportion of the balance of services surplus to GDP declined by 0.2 pp QoQ on an annual basis. In a period of economic recession, we can expect an additional similar decrease in the intensity of both active and passive tourism as well as in the volume of transportation services. In aggregate, we expect the surplus to grow very slowly or to stagnate in the coming period.

The balance of income deficit, which includes reinvested and repatriated profits of foreign investors, has deepened steadily since mid-2006, reaching its historical minimum of -8.6% of GDP in the second quarter of 2008. Given the expected lower profitability in the economy, including foreign enterprises, we anticipate that the growth in the outflow of yields abroad will dampen. Since mid-2008, the net outflow of income from direct foreign investments has been decreasing and, similarly, the outflow of compensations for work of foreigners employed in the Czech Republic should not rise.
In 2009, we expect that the ratio of the current account balance to GDP will be 
-2.0% (versus -2.9%). The forecast for 2010 is 
-0.9% of GDP (versus -2.6%). A seemingly paradoxical forecast of decreasing deficit is given by the fact that the effect of lower oil prices, a slowdown in real imports (lower growth of domestic demand and high import intensity of exports) and a lower outflow of income should prevail over the slump in exports.

C.5 Demographic trends

According to preliminary data as at the start of 2009, dynamic growth of 0.8% was maintained in the population of the Czech Republic.

The positive balance of migration remained at a high level of 72,000 persons and was the highest since World War II, with the exception of 2007. 

The natural increase in population continued rising, reaching 15,000 persons, which is the greatest number since the population explosion in 1980. Total fertility
 rose to 1.50 in 2008 compared with its minimum of 1.13 in 1999. Although it is still very far from the reference value of 2.04 that ensures long-term stability of the population, such development shows a certain promise for the future. Average life expectancy exceeded 80 years for women and reached 74 years for men in 2008.

In economic terms, the Czech population thus has a very favourable structure with a high share of working-age population.

According to the assumptions of the middle variant of the new demographic projection of CZSO, however, lower immigration can be expected from the start of 2009 as well as a consequent slight worsening of the demographic structure. This phenomenon should be supported by the decrease in the demand for workforce from abroad caused by the economic crisis. 

Nevertheless, based on our calculations, a moderate decline in the working-age population should be largely compensated by an enacted extension of the retirement age. Therefore, the economy should not suffer from insufficient sources of labour.

On the other hand, a new projection confirms the coming process of population ageing. In 2007, for the first time in Czech history, the number of people under 20 years of age was less than the number of people over 60 years of age. In the future, the number and the share of senior citizens in the population will continue to rise due to the demographic structure and further extension of the mean lifespan. The structural share of persons over 65 years of age in the total population, which amounted to nearly 15% at the start of 2009, should increase to more than 20% by the beginning of 2020.

C.6 Interest rates

During the second quarter of 2009, CNB reduced the limit interest rate for 2W repo operations by 0.25 pp to 1.50%. In the June situation report, CNB regards the risks as balanced. CNB has identified a significant anti-inflationary risk concerning a deeper decline in economic activity abroad. On the other hand, pro-inflationary effects can be seen especially in the expected core inflation and fuel prices. After a reduction in ECB’s key refinancing rate by 0.50 pp to 1.00%, the interest rate differential in relation to the euro area was extended to 0.50 pp in the second quarter of 2009. 

The US Fed preserved its primary interest rate for refinancing operations in the range of 0–0.25%. The US economy is currently driven by other monetary policy measures. Nevertheless, from about the start of 2010, along with the recovery of the US economy, we expect an increase in the reference interest rate.

The Czech banking sector continues to show favourable parameters – liquidity surplus, sufficient primary resources to provide loans, a low share of loans in foreign currencies and of unpaid loans, high capital adequacy and profitability. On the interbank market, however, risk premiums are still maintained at relatively high levels, but, according to our expectations, they should begin to decrease starting the third quarter of 2009. Therefore, we estimate the average PRIBOR 3M rate to be 2.2% in 2009 (no change), due to the higher than previously predicted spreads between the interbank and monetary policy rates and the new expectation of a decrease in the key interest rate. In 2010, the basic interest rate will probably return to higher levels. Along with the expected faster narrowing of the risk spread, this will lead to an average PRIBOR 3M rate of 2.0% (versus 2.3%).

In May 2009, after increasing for the previous four months, average yields upon maturity of 10-year government bonds stopped growing. Sufficient demand for government bonds and decreasing interest rates could begin to drive yields downwards in 2009. Therefore, we predict the average yield of 10-year government bonds to be 4.5% (versus 4.3%) in 2009 and 4.4% (versus 4.5%) in 2010.

Average interest rates from deposits of households and non-profit institutions have been decreasing since the beginning of 2009, thus copying the development of interbank interest rates. Their average amount was 1.5% during the first quarter of 2009. We anticipate that they will continue to decrease slowly to 1.4% (versus 1.3%) in 2009 and approximately stabilise at 1.2% in 2010 (no change).
Average interest rates from credits to nonfinancial businesses totalled 5.0% in the first quarter of 2009. Due to a slight overestimation for this period and the possible decline in monetary policy rates in the third quarter of 2009, we decreased our estimate for 2009 to 4.6% (versus 4.9%). In 2010, the average rates could amount to 4.8% (versus 5.0%).   

Average interest rates from new credits to households decreased during the first quarter of 2009. However, this decline was caused by a change in the structure of credits (they would stagnate if the structure was the same). Contrary to the previous forecast, the flow of the provided housing credits increased and the structure returned to the same form as at the end of 2008. In the first quarter of 2009, the interest rates totalled 13.8%. In contrast, the average interest rates on new credits to non-financial business declined for the major part of the stated quarter, amounting to 4.5% on average (with no significant changes in structure). In April, however, there was a moderate tightening in both rates which is likely to persist.
C.7 General government

According to CZSO’s preliminary data, the general government balance totalled CZK -54 bill. in 2008, which represents -1.5% of GDP. Considering the current turbulent situation, it is very probable that this figure will be significantly revised in October. The presented preliminary data for 2008 thus carry the identical information as the data in the Fiscal Outlook from June 2009.

In 2009, the deficit is expected to worsen considerably, amounting to some CZK 198 billion, i.e. 5.5% of GDP. The Maastricht convergence criterion for the general government deficit of 3% will thus be exceeded after three years. However, increasing the general government deficit and exceeding the Maastricht limit are not likely to be in any way unusual for the EU27 countries. 

In comparison with the original estimate in the July Fiscal Outlook (CZK 167 billion), certain facts have been revised. The current estimate is based on a new macroeconomic framework that presumes a considerably greater economic slump than was considered in the scenario from April 2009. 

On the revenues side, tax revenues were revised and are now worse by almost CZK 25 billion in comparison with the original estimate. A shortfall can be seen in all important taxes except excises, which have continuously recorded a very low sensitivity to GDP.

Changes, though substantially less extensive, also were made on the expenditures side. They consisted especially in a revision of expenses on servicing the general government debt. Thus, the expenditures will be more than CZK 6 billion greater than previously expected. At the same time, the estimate includes an entire range of measures to fight the economic crisis, which contributes to a rather great extent to the current negative development of the deficit (see Box A.1 in Chapter A.2).

The current estimate still is burdened by a high level of uncertainty, especially due to difficulties in predicting the macroeconomic development. At the moment, however, risks are more or less balanced and a better-than-expected result of the general government balance is definitely not unrealistic, provided that the new forecast of the macroeconomic framework will be fulfilled.

At the end of 2008, the general government debt totalled ca CZK 1,106 billion, which represents 29.9% of GDP. Due to the unfavourable development of the general government deficit, it is expected to increase substantially to around CZK 1,253 billion by the end of 2009, which represents 34.5% of GDP.
C.8 World economy

Though the world economy is in recession, signs of moderate optimism appeared during the spring. Stock markets have improved; the Chinese economy is supposed to return to strong growth; the US economy, which is subject to intensive governmental stimulus packages, has reduced its rate of decrease. The EU economy, however, is showing less indications of the end of the recession.

The US economy recorded a QoQ decline of 1.6% and 1.4% in the fourth quarter of 2008 and the first quarter of 2009, respectively. The unemployment rate increased to 9.4% in May 2009—the highest in the past 26 years—although the rate of layoffs slowed down this time. Inflation fell from 0% in January to -1.3% in May.

The significant reduction in household consumption in the second half of 2008 contributed to the recession. From the first quarter of 2009, however, consumption began to rise again due to the government incentives, including tax cuts. Consumer confidence indicators subsequently improved. It is obvious, however, that consumption will be limited by high unemployment. 

There remains the question, “To what extent do the governmental plans for rescuing banks and improving their willingness to lend work?” This is one of the main reasons to remain cautious in preparing predictions. GDP growth will probably be poor due to, among other things, a reduction in investments, impacts of a decrease in real estate prices, and a greater tendency toward savings, which has already been seen in consumer behaviour.

We anticipate a change in real GDP in the USA of -2.8% in 2009 (no change) followed by a rise of 0.4% in 2010 (versus -0.2%). 

The euro area (EA12) has been in recession since the second quarter of 2008 (change in GDP of 
-1.8% in the fourth quarter of 2008 and -2.5% in the first quarter of 2009), and the rate of decrease has been accelerating to date. The recession has been strong in Germany (-2.2% and -3.8%). The most affected economies are small economies depending heavily on export, especially of industrial products, in which case the slumps in industrial production have reached double-digit values. In April, this figure was 21.6% year on year in the euro area and 23.2% just in Germany. The unemployment rate increased to 9.2% in April, which was reflected in the further decrease of consumption. Inflation in EA12 fell to as low as 0.0% in May. ECB reduced its reference interest rate to a record-breaking low of 1.0%. 

Nevertheless, the situation is not perceived as entirely bad, as consumer and business confidence indicators have already recorded minor increases. The situation in Germany is interesting because, after years of decline and stagnation, household consumption began to grow due to, among other things, an increase in income and a low inflation rate and the leading indicators have improved. The recovery in the EU seems to be behind that in the USA. This is of course partially caused by the high unemployment estimated to be as much as 12% in 2010. Nevertheless, an important presumption for recovery is that no greater crisis of European banks will occur.

We estimate that GDP in EA12 will change by -4.3% (versus -3.3%) in 2009 and then decrease by 0.2% in 2010 (versus a 0.5% decline).
The Central European economies for a long time have had greater dynamics than those in Western Europe, but the high share of industrial production and dependence on export into the EU also have led to a decline in economic output in this region.

In 2008, the Slovak economy grew rapidly by 6.4%. A high proportion of exports, especially cars, and a decline in foreign investments led this small economy to a deep drop in GDP (-11.4% year on year) in the first quarter of 2009. The problems were already indicated by the steep year-on-year decline in industrial production at the end of 2008 (by 25.6% in February 2009 and by 18.0% in March 2009). 

We anticipate a year-on-year change in GDP of -4.8% in 2009 (versus -2.0%), which should be followed by an increase of 1.5% in 2010 (versus 0.5%).

In 2008, the Polish economy grew by 4.8% and has yet to record a QoQ decline (it slowed to 0.0% and 0.4% in the past two quarters). The Polish economy thus is one of the few EU economies not in recession.

The growth is driven by household consumption. The size of the domestic market and the smaller share of exports stabilise the situation. It is possible that the external development will also lead to a decrease in GDP here, albeit a shallow one. 

For 2009, we anticipate a change in GDP by 
-0.5% (versus -1.8%) and for 2010 a growth of 0.7% (versus 0.0%).

In recent months, the price of oil has increased by more than USD 20 up to the current level of around USD 70 per barrel of Brent, reflecting the expectations of economic recovery. Although the global recession keeps demand low, oil prices has been considerably independent from fundamentals. Due to the declining dollar, commodities also have once again become subject to investments. 

In our forecast, we anticipate an average price level of USD 62 (versus USD 53) per barrel of Brent oil in 2009 and USD 79 (versus USD 66) in 2010. As in the previous forecast, we assume that the prices are likely to grow again in a medium-term horizon to values exceeding USD 80. Due to insufficient investments during the period of lower prices, among other things, the inability to significantly increase crude oil output will be seen more and more often on the production side.

C.9 International comparison
 

Comparisons of the economic output of individual countries are made in PPS
. PPS is an artificial currency unit expressing quantity of goods that can be bought on average for one euro in the EU27 territory after exchange rate conversion for countries that use a currency other than the euro.
 

On the basis of a conversion using the current purchasing power parity, the process of economic convergence toward the EA12 average shows a stable tendency in the Czech Republic as well as in other Central European countries, except Hungary, even under the conditions of an economic crisis.

In 2009, GDP per capita in the Czech Republic should total ca PPS 19,700, which corresponds to 75% of the economic output of EA12. 

An alternative conversion using the current exchange rate takes into account the market evaluation of the currency and ensuing differences in price levels. GDP per capita in the Czech Republic should then amount to some EUR 13,000 in 2009, which corresponds to 47% of EA12 levels. This means a decline in comparison with 2008 given by the correction of a disproportionate appreciation of the exchange rate.

The comparative price level of GDP should total ca 63% of the EA12 average in 2009. The impairment of the real exchange rate will be expressed as a year-on-year decline by 4 percentage points. Such development could help to increase price competitiveness and thus facilitate the overcoming of the difficult situation. A similar development can be expected in Poland where the price level decrease should be even more penetrative and exceed 10 percentage points.
The situation in countries with a fixed exchange rate (the Baltic states), as well as in Slovakia after adoption of the euro, is different. With the non-existence of the exchange rate channel and with an expected positive inflation differential against the EA12, they will have to face a further increase in the comparative price level and strengthening of the real exchange rate or take measures to significantly restrict wage development. In the case of Slovakia, it is even probable that for the first time since 1997 its comparative price level will considerably exceed that of the Czech Republic, and Slovakia thus will become a more “expensive” country.

D Monitoring of other institutions’ forecasts

The Czech Ministry of Finance monitors macroeconomic forecasts of other institutions that deal with forecasting future developments of the Czech economy. The forecasts of 14 institutions are continuously monitored from publicly available sources. Of these, 7 institutions are domestic (CNB, domestic banks and branches of foreign banks, investment companies) and the others are foreign (European Commission, OECD, IMF, The Economist’s panel of forecasters, foreign banks).

The forecasts are summarised in the following table.

Table D.1: Consensus Forecast
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Until mid-2008, consensus forecasts of GDP growth hovered at the level of 5%. The deepening of global economic problems at first was accompanied by forecasts of a slowing of growth. In 2009, however, estimates allowing for an economic slump have prevailed.

On average, the institutions assume that the Czech economy’s performance will fall by 3.0% in 2009. The economy is expected to return to growth in 2010. Although its forecast ranks among those less optimistic, the Ministry of Finance anticipates these trends as well.

Current forecasts of the inflation rate count on an average inflation of 1.5% in both this year and the next. In comparison with the consensus, the Ministry of Finance’s forecast contains a slightly lower inflation rate for both years. Nevertheless, the inflation forecasts also show a tendency to decrease over time.

At the turn of 2008/2009, the forecast of average wage growth in 2009 was reduced significantly. The consensus forecast counts on an increase of the average wage by 2.1% in 2009 and by 3.2% in 2010. In comparison with the Ministry of Finance’s forecast, this forecast is ca 1 percentage point less for this year and roughly the same for 2010.

The consensus forecasts on the ratio of the current account balance to GDP hover around 
-2.4% in 2009 and -2.2% in 2010. The Ministry of Finance’s forecast features a lower current account deficit in both years.
Graph D.1: Forecast of Real GDP Growth for 2009 
Graph D.2: Forecast of Aver. Inflation Rate for 2009
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1. Economic Output

Sources: CZSO, MoF estimates.

Table 1.1: Real GDP by type of expenditure – yearly

chained volumes, reference year 2000
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1) The consumption of non-profit institutions serving households (NPISH) is included in the private consumption.

2) Deterministic impact of using prices and structure of the previous year for calculation of y-o-y growth

3) Calculated on the basis of prices and structure of the previous year with perfectly additive contributions

Table 1.2: Real GDP by type of expenditure – quarterly

chained volumes, reference year 2000
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138

137

158

135

140

136

158

prev.year=100

99,6

102,9

103,9

100,7

105,3

101,8

99,1

99,7

Gross capital formation

bill. CZK 2000

211

234

234

221

181

206

197

196

prev.year=100

99,7

96,6

94,8

100,5

86,1

88,3

83,9

88,8

- Gross fixed capital formation

bill. CZK 2000

195

219

222

220

188

205

206

208

prev.year=100

100,5

100,0

101,4

97,9

96,6

93,7

92,7

94,7

- Change in stocks and valuables 

bill. CZK 2000

16

14

13

1

-7

1

-9

-12

Exports of goods and services

bill. CZK 2000

826

855

804

748

654

682

683

690

prev.year=100

114,5

115,0

108,6

90,9

79,1

79,8

85,0

92,3

Imports of goods and services

bill. CZK 2000

791

815

772

763

634

666

664

712

prev.year=100

112,4

110,6

104,1

92,9

80,2

81,7

86,1

93,2

Methodological discrepancy

bill. CZK 2000

-2

-4

-5

8

1

0

0

15

Real gross domestic income

bill. CZK 2000

747

800

794

779

730

777

761

758

prev.year=100

102,4

103,2

102,1

98,4

97,8

97,2

95,9

97,3


1) From seasonally and working day adjusted data

Table 1.3: Nominal GDP by type of expenditure – yearly
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105,6
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108,3
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Government consumption

bill. CZK
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prev.year=100

101,4

105,8

102,0
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111,8

100,0

96,6

99,2

103,2

103,7

- Change in stocks and valuables 

bill. CZK

13

47

24
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64

45

-28

-30

-32

-31

External balance

bill. CZK

-59

2

95
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- Exports of goods and services

bill. CZK
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2910

prev.year=100
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Gross national income

bill. CZK

2466
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prev.year=100
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104,4

Primary income balance

bill. CZK

-111

-155

-134

-160

-247

-278

-245

-226

-278

-331


Table 1.4: Nominal GDP by type of expenditure - quarterly
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Graph 1.1: Gross Domestic Product

QoQ growth rate, in %
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Graph 1.2: Gross Domestic Product and Real Gross Domestic Income
YoY growth rate, in %
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Graph 1.3: Gross Domestic Product - contributions to YoY growth

in constant prices, decomposition of the YoY growth, in percentage points
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Graph 1.4: Private Consumption (incl. NPISH)

YoY growth rate, in %
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Graph 1.5: Gross Fixed Capital Formation

YoY growth rate, in %
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Graph 1.6: Ratio of Exports and Imports of Goods and Services to GDP (in current prices)

yearly  moving sums, in %
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Table 1.5: GDP – by type of income – yearly

[image: image43.wmf]2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

Prelim,

Forecast

Forecast

GDP

bill. CZK

2352

2464

2577

2815

2984

3222

3535

3696

3634

3678

prev.year=100

107,4

104,8

104,6

109,2

106,0

108,0

109,7

104,6

98,3

101,2

Balance of taxes and subsidies

bill. CZK

193

211

219

267

281

285

325

333

328

342

prev.year=100

103,0

109,8

103,4

122,2

105,1

101,6

113,8

102,4

98,7

104,2

- Taxes on production and imports

bill. CZK

258

268

287

331

353

363

407

418

418

428

prev.year=100

104,1

103,9

107,1

115,5

106,4

102,9

112,0

102,7

100,0

102,5

- Subsidies on production

bill. CZK

65

57

68

64

72

78

82

85

90

86

prev.year=100

107,3

86,5

120,6

94,1

112,2

107,8

105,4

104,1

105,3

96,0

Compensation of employees

bill. CZK

995

1064

1129

1202

1285

1386

1516

1658

1648

1655

prev.year=100

108,4

107,0

106,1

106,5

106,9

107,9

109,4

109,4

99,4

100,4

- Wages and salaries

bill. CZK

755

805

853

907

970

1047

1145

1269

1282

1295

prev.year=100

108,8

106,6

106,0

106,3

106,9

107,9

109,4

110,8

101,0

101,0

- Social security contributions

bill. CZK

240

260

276

295

315

339

371

390

366

360

prev.year=100

106,9

108,3

106,2

107,0

106,7

107,8

109,5

104,9

93,9

98,4

Gross operating surplus

bill. CZK

1165

1189

1229

1345

1418

1551

1694

1705

1658

1681

prev.year=100

107,4

102,0

103,4

109,4

105,4

109,3

109,3

100,6

97,2

101,4

- Consumption of capital

bill. CZK

477

492

509

538

554

576

606

634

661

687

prev.year=100

105,8

103,0

103,5

105,7

103,0

104,0

105,1

104,7

104,2

104,0
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98,4

93,1

99,7


Table 1.6: GDP - by type of income – quarterly
[image: image44.wmf]2008

2009

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Prelim.

Prelim.

Prelim.

Prelim.

Prelim.

Estimate

Forecast

Forecast

GDP

bill. CZK

874

943

942

937

878

926

912

918

prev.year=100

106,0

106,3

104,9

101,2

100,4

98,2

96,8

97,9

Balance of taxes and subsidies

bill. CZK

75

88

98

72

68

88

99

73

prev.year=100

98,7

112,4

108,0

89,7

91,2

100,0

100,8

101,9

Compensation of employees

bill. CZK

398

410

408

442

399

410

403

436

prev.year=100

112,1

110,0

108,7

107,0

100,2

99,9

98,8

98,6

- Wages and salaries

bill. CZK

302

313

312

342

310

317

313

342

prev.year=100

112,6

111,1

110,3

109,6

102,6

101,4

100,3

100,0

- Social security contributions

bill. CZK

96

98

95

100

89

93

90

94

prev.year=100

110,7

106,8

103,8

99,2

92,6

95,1

94,0

93,7

Gross operating surplus

bill. CZK

401

445

436

423

411

428

410

409

prev.year=100

101,9

102,0

101,0

97,8

102,4

96,3

94,0

96,6


2. Prices of Goods and Services

Sources: CZSO, MoF estimates.

Table 2.1: Prices of Goods and Services – yearly
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1) The contribution of increase in regulated prices and in indirect taxes to increase of December YoY consumer price inflation.

Table 2.2: Prices of Goods and Services - quarterly
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Graph 2.1: Consumer Prices

YoY growth rate, in %
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Graph 2.2: Consumer Prices

decomposition of the YoY increase in consumer prices, in percentage points
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Graph 2.3: HICP and Maastricht Criterion of Inflation

moving inflation rate from HICP, in %
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Graph 2.4: Indicators of Consumer Prices
YoY increases, in %
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Graph 2.5: GDP Deflator

YoY indices of final domestic use deflator and terms of trade, prev. year = 100
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Graph 2.6: Terms of Trade

prev year = 100 
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3. Labour Market

Sources: CZSO, Min. of Industry and Trade, Min. of Labour and Social Affairs, MoF estimates.

Table 3.1: Employment – yearly

[image: image53.wmf]2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

Forecast

Forecast

Outlook

Labour Force Survey

Employment

average in thous.persons

4765

4733

4707

4764

4828

4922

5002

4914

4810

4795

prev.year=100

(100,8)

99,3

99,4

101,2

101,3

101,9

101,6

98,2

97,9

99,7

- employees

average in thous.persons

4002

3922

3914

4001

4048

4125

4196

4089

3984

3963

prev.year=100

(99,7)

98,0

99,8

102,2

101,2

101,9

101,7

97,4

97,5

99,5

- enterpreneurs and

average in thous.persons

763

811

792

763

780

797

807

825

826

832

self-employed

prev.year=100

(106,8)

106,4

97,6

96,3

102,2

102,2

101,2

102,3

100,1

100,7

Unemployment

average in thous.persons

374

399

426

410

371

276

230

358

446

423

Unemployment rate

average in per cent

7,3

7,8

8,3

7,9

7,1

5,3

4,4

6,8

8,5

8,1

Labour force 

average in thous.persons

5139

5132

5133

5174

5199

5198

5232

5272

5256

5218

prev.year=100

99,9

99,9

100,0

100,8

100,5

100,0

100,7

100,8

99,7

99,3

Productive-age (15 - 64)

average in thous.persons

7183

7214

7247

7270

7307

7347

7410

7414

7392

7373

population

prev.year=100

100,3

100,4

100,4

100,3

100,5

100,5

100,9

100,1

99,7

99,7

Employment/Pop.15-64

average in per cent

66,3

65,6

64,9

65,5

66,1

67,0

67,5

66,3

65,1

65,0

Employment rate 15-64

1)

average in per cent

65,6

64,9

64,2

64,8

65,3

66,1

66,6

65,4

64,2

64,2

Labour force/Pop.15-64

average in per cent

71,5

71,1

70,8

71,2

71,2

70,8

70,6

71,1

71,1

70,8

Participation rate 15-64

2)

average in per cent

70,8

70,4

70,1

70,4

70,3

69,8

69,7

70,2

70,2

69,9

SNA

Employment

average in thous.persons

4991

4923

4940

4992

5088

5224

5305

5152

5036

5037

(domestic concept)

prev.year=100

100,6

98,7

100,3

101,0

101,9

102,7

101,5

97,1

97,7

100,0

Hours worked

bill.

9,70

9,58

9,65

9,81

9,96

10,16

10,30

9,88

9,62

9,61

prev.year=100

99,5

98,7

100,8

101,6

101,5

102,0

101,4

95,9

97,4

99,9

Hours worked / employment

hours

1944

1945

1954

1965

1957

1944

1941

1918

1911

1907

prev.year=100

98,9

100,1

100,4

100,6

99,6

99,4

99,9

98,8

99,6

99,8

Registered unemployment

Unemployment

average in thous.persons

477,5

521,6

537,4

514,3

474,8

392,8

324,6

475

578

544

Unemployment rate 

3)

average in per cent

9,16

9,90

10,24

9,79

.

.

.

.

.

.

average in per cent

.

.

9,2

8,97

8,13

6,62

5,44

8,2

9,8

9,3

Registered foreign workers

Total

average in thous.persons

167,6

163,2

169,4

195,2

233,2

276,2

343,5

.

.

.

prev.year=100

100,5

97,4

103,8

115,3

119,4

118,5

124,4

.

.

.

- employees

average in thous.persons

106,0

102,3

106,1

131,2

165,5

209,7

270,2

.

.

.

prev.year=100

100,9

96,5

103,7

123,7

126,1

126,7

128,8

.

.

.

- self-employed

average in thous.persons

61,6

60,9

63,3

64,0

67,7

66,5

73,3

.

.

.

prev.year=100

99,9

98,9

103,9

101,2

105,7

98,2

110,2

.

.

.


1) The indicator does not contain employment over 64 years.
2) The indicator does not contain labour force over 64 years.
3) Old methodology in the first row, new methodology in the second row.

Table 3.2: Employment - quarterly

[image: image54.wmf]2008
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Q2

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Estimate

Estimate

Forecast

Forecast

Labour Force Survey

Employment

average in thous.persons

4958

5003

5014

5034

4947

4926

4897

4885

prev.year=100

101,9

101,8

101,5

101,3

99,8

98,5

97,6

97,0

- employees

average in thous.persons

4161

4195

4206

4220

4124

4101

4071

4059

prev.year=100

102,0

101,9

101,7

101,2

99,1

97,8

96,8

96,2

- enterpreneurs and

average in thous.persons

797

808

808

813

823

825

826

826

self-employed

prev.year=100

101,3

101,6

100,3

101,8

103,2

102,1

102,2

101,6

Unemployment

average in thous.persons

245

220

224

231

303

341

382

408

Unemployment rate

average in per cent

4,7

4,2

4,3

4,4

5,8

6,5

7,2

7,7

Labour force

average in thous.persons

5203

5223

5238

5264

5250

5267

5278

5293

prev.year=100

100,5

100,7

100,6

100,8

100,9

100,8

100,8

100,5

Productive-age (15 - 64)

average in thous.persons

7397

7406

7413

7426

7421

7417

7412

7407

population

prev.year=100

100,9

100,8

100,9

100,8

100,3

100,2

100,0

99,7

Employment/Pop.15-64

average in per cent

67,0

67,6

67,6

67,8

66,7

66,4

66,1

65,9

increase over a year

0,6

0,6

0,4

0,3

-0,4

-1,1

-1,6

-1,8

Employment rate 15-64

average in per cent

66,1

66,6

66,7

66,8

65,6

65,5

65,2

65,1

increase over a year

0,6

0,6

0,4

0,3

-0,5

-1,1

-1,5

-1,7

Labour force/Pop.15-64

average in per cent

70,3

70,5

70,7

70,9

70,7

71,0

71,2

71,5

increase over a year

-0,3

-0,1

-0,2

0,0

0,4

0,5

0,6

0,6

Participation rate 15-64

average in per cent

69,4

69,6

69,7

69,9

69,6

70,1

70,3

70,6

increase over a year

-0,4

-0,1

-0,2

0,0

0,2

0,5

0,6

0,7

SNA

Employment

average in thous.persons

5300

5319

5308

5292

5265

5159

5098

5085

(domestic concept)

prev.year=100

102,7

102,0

101,2

100,3

99,3

97,0

96,0

96,1

Hours worked

bill.

2,62

2,67

2,47

2,55

2,52

2,56

2,36

2,44

prev.year=100

100,6

102,5

103,6

99,1

96,4

96,1

95,4

95,8

Hours worked / employment

hours

493

501

465

481

479

497

462

480

prev.year=100

98,0

100,4

102,4

98,7

97,0

99,0

99,3

99,7

Registered unemployment

Unemployment

average in thous.persons

355,1

311,9

309,5

321,8

409,2

457

497

536

Unemployment rate

average in per cent

5,95

5,19

5,24

5,39

7,00

7,9

8,6

9,1

Registered foreign workers

Total

average in thous.persons

315,7

337,1

355,1

365,9

348,4

.

.

.

prev.year=100

125,2

126,5

125,5

120,7

110,4

.

.

.

- employees

average in thous.persons

245,8

264,9

280,5

289,6

270,1

.

.

.

prev.year=100

131,7

131,7

129,8

123,2

109,9

.

.

.

- self-employed

average in thous.persons

69,9

72,2

74,5

76,4

78,3

.

.

.

prev.year=100

106,7

110,3

111,8

112,0

112,1

.

.

.


Graph 3.1: Ratio of Labour Force and Employment to Population (15-64)
in %
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Graph 3.2: Unemployment

quarterly average, in thousands of persons, in % (rhs)
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Graph 3.3: Economic Output and Unemployment

YoY increase of real GDP in % and change in unemployment in thous. persons
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Table 3.3: Labour Market - analytical indicators
[image: image58.wmf]2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

Forecast

Forecast

Compensation per employee

 - nominal

prev.year=100

108,1

107,3

108,2

106,7

104,6

106,6

107,3

107,5

102,0

103,1

 - real

prev.year=100

103,3

105,4

108,1

103,8

102,6

104,0

104,4

101,1

100,8

102,0

Average monthly wage 

1)

 - nominal

CZK

14 378

15 524

16 430

17 466

18 344

19 546

20 957

22 691

23 500

24 300

prev.year=100

108,8

108,0

105,8

106,3

105,0

106,6

107,2

108,3

103,4

103,3

 - real

CZK 2005

15 345

16 274

17 206

17 791

18 344

19 063

19 874

20 235

20 700

21 200

prev.year=100

103,9

106,1

105,7

103,4

103,1

103,9

104,3

101,8

102,3

102,3

Labour productivity

prev.year=100

102,1

101,1

104,3

105,1

105,0

105,4

104,1

101,3

97,4

102,4

Unit labour costs 

2)

prev.year=100

105,9

106,1

103,8

101,5

99,5

101,2

103,1

106,2

104,7

100,6

Compensations of employees / GDP

%

42,3

43,2

43,8

42,7

43,1

43,0

42,9

44,9

45,3

45,0


1) This indicator includes only business sphere enterprises with 20 employees or more and all non-business sphere organizations.

2) Ratio of nominal compensation per employee to real productivity of labour from GDP

Graph 3.4: GDP – income structure
yearly moving sums of GDP, in %
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Graph 3.5: Average Nominal Wage

YoY growth rate, in %
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Graph 3.6: Ratio of Bank Loans to Households to GDP
yearly moving sums of GDP, in %
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Table 3.4: Income and Expenditures of Households – yearly

SNA methodology – national concept
[image: image62.wmf]2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

Forecast

Forecast

Current income

Compensation of employees

bill.CZK

982

1049

1120

1186

1273

1374

1497

1596

1599

1606

prev.year=100

107,9

106,8

106,8

105,9

107,3

107,9

108,9

106,6

100,2

100,4

Gross mixed income

bill.CZK

391

395

425

449

446

469

495

514

499

509

prev.year=100

104,4

101,2

107,5

105,7

99,4

105,2

105,5

103,9

97,0

102,0

Property income received

bill.CZK

103

98

97

109

120

137

157

165

168

173

prev.year=100

101,6

94,9

98,9

112,7

109,6

113,9

114,7

105,2

102,0

103,0

Social benefits not-in-kind

bill.CZK

290

313

324

369

386

419

466

489

518

540

prev.year=100

104,6

108,0

103,6

.

104,6

108,7

111,2

104,9

106,0

104,2

Other current transfers received

bill.CZK

79

85

91

93

103

113

120

134

141

147

prev.year=100

91,2

107,8

106,8

102,9

110,1

109,9

106,4

111,9

105,0

104,0

Current expenditure

Property income paid

bill.CZK

15

13

19

21

20

25

37

36

36

36

prev.year=100

94,6

82,0

149,0

112,4

94,7

123,3

149,6

96,5

100,0

101,0

Current taxes on income and property

bill.CZK

106

115

128

138

140

140

156

145

146

147

prev.year=100

105,9

108,0

111,9

107,6

101,7

99,8

111,4

93,0

100,4

101,0

Social contributions

bill.CZK

350

382

408

474

507

556

610

631

581

571

prev.year=100

106,8

109,2

106,7

.

107,1

109,7

109,6

103,5

92,0

98,4

Other current transfers paid

bill.CZK

79

82

93

100

109

115

127

138

148

157

prev.year=100

108,5

103,4

113,7

107,2

109,2

105,9

109,9

109,0

107,0

106,0

Gross disposable income

bill.CZK

1293

1348

1409

1474

1551

1675

1805

1948

2016

2064

prev.year=100

105,0

104,3

104,5

104,6

105,3

108,0

107,7

107,9

103,5

102,4

Final consumption

bill.CZK

1207

1248

1317

1399

1443

1543

1669

1812

1842

1872

prev.year=100

106,4

103,4

105,6

106,2

103,1

107,0

108,2

108,6

101,7

101,6

Change in share in pension funds

bill.CZK

9

11

13

17

19

23

26

25

25

26

Gross savings

bill.CZK

96

112

105

92

128

156

162

161

198

218

Capital transfers

(income (-) / expenditure (+))

bill.CZK

-17

-36

-21

-23

-25

-23

-23

-38

-24

-24

Gross capital formation

bill.CZK

121

129

122

132

136

153

187

177

166

165

prev.year=100

102,7

106,8

94,9

107,8

102,6

112,6

122,3

94,8

94,0

99,0

Change in financial assets and liab.

bill.CZK

-5

23

6

-18

20

25

-3

7

56

78

Real disposable income

prev.year=100

100,3

102,4

104,4

101,8

103,3

105,3

104,8

101,5

102,3

101,3

Gross savings rate

%

7,4

8,3

7,4

6,2

8,2

9,3

9,0

8,2

9,8

10,6


Government payments to social security systems for non-active population have been imputed to social benefits and social security contributions since 2004.
Graph 3.7: Gross Savings Rate of Households
in %  of disposable income
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4. External Relations
Sources: CNB, CZSO, Eurostat, MoF estimates

Table 4.1: Exchange Rates – yearly
[image: image64.wmf]2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

Forecast

Forecast

Outlook

Nominal exchange rates:

CZK / EUR

average

30,81

31,84

31,90

29,78

28,34

27,76

24,94

26,8

25,5

24,4

appreciation

prev.year=100

110,6

96,8

99,8

107,1

105,1

102,1

111,3

93,2

105,0

104,4

CZK / USD

average

32,74

28,23

25,70

23,95

22,61

20,31

17,03

20,0

19,5

19,4

appreciation

prev.year=100

116,2

116,0

109,8

107,3

105,9

111,3

119,2

85,0

102,7

100,8

NEER

average of 2005=100

93,5

93,5

94,1

100,0

105,1

107,9

120,4

115

120

125

appreciation

prev.year=100

111,8

99,9

100,7

106,2

105,1

102,6

111,6

95,6

104,6

103,9

Real exchange rate 

1)

to EA-12

average of 2005=100

97,5

93,2

95,5

100,0

104,2

107,5

118,8

112

118

123

appreciation

prev.year=100

110,9

95,6

102,4

104,7

104,2

103,2

110,5

94,3

105,0

104,9


1) Deflated by GDP deflators.

Table 4.2: Exchange Rates - quarterly

[image: image65.wmf]2008

2009

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Estimate

Forecast

Forecast

Nominal exchange rates:

CZK / EUR

25,56

24,83

24,09

25,34

27,60

26,8

26,5

26,2

appreciation

prev.year=100

109,7

113,9

115,9

105,9

92,6

92,7

90,9

96,7

CZK / USD

17,08

15,89

16,05

19,25

21,21

19,7

19,7

19,6

appreciation

prev.year=100

125,3

132,0

126,7

96,3

80,5

80,7

81,6

98,1

NEER

average of 2005=100

117,9

121,4

124,3

118,1

111,2

115

116

117

appreciation

prev.year=100

110,8

114,7

115,9

105,3

94,3

94,9

93,6

99,5

Real exchange rate

to EA12

average of 2005=100

116,6

118,9

122,0

117,5

110,5

112

112

113

appreciation

prev.year=100

110,0

112,8

114,2

105,1

94,7

94,3

92,2

96,3


Graph 4.1: Nominal Exchange Rates

quarterly average, average 2005 = 100 (rhs)
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Graph 4.2: Real Exchange Rate to EA12
quarterly average, deflated by GDP deflators, average 2005 = 100
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Graph 4.3: Real Exchange Rate to EA12
deflated by GDP deflators, YoY growth, in percentage points
[image: image68.wmf]-15

-12

-9

-6

-3

0

3

6

9

12

15

18

I/96

III

I/97

III

I/98

III

I/99

III

I/00

III

I/01

III

I/02

III

I/03

III

I/04

III

I/05

III

I/06

III

I/07

III

I/08

III

I/09

III

I/10

III

Contribution of nominal exchange rate

Contribution of GDP deflator differential

Long-term trend (95Q1-09Q1)

Appreciation of real exchange rate

Forecast


Table 4.3: Balance of Payments - yearly

[image: image69.wmf]2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

Forecast

Forecast

Exports of goods (fob)

bill.CZK

1270

1254

1371

1723

1869

2145

2479

2465

2083

2076

prev.year=100

113,2

98,8

109,3

125,7

108,5

114,8

115,6

99,4

84,5

99,7

Imports of goods (fob) 

1)

bill.CZK

1386

1326

1441

1736

1809

2079

2359

2362

1975

1961

prev.year=100

111,6

95,6

108,7

.

104,2

114,9

113,4

100,2

83,6

99,3

Balance of trade 

1)

bill.CZK

-117

-71

-70

-13

59

65

121

103

108

116

of which:

- mineral fuels 

(SITC 3)

2)

bill.CZK

-88

-64

-68

-72

-110

-139

-124

-165

-110

-138

- others 

2)

bill.CZK

-29

-7

-1

46

149

179

212

234

188

224

- imports fob - imports cif

bill.CZK

.

.

.

13

21

25

33

34

30

30

Exports of services

bill.CZK

270

231

219

247

282

314

347

377

361

372

prev.year=100

101,8

85,7

94,8

.

114,3

111,2

110,4

108,9

95,8

103,0

Imports of services

bill.CZK

212

209

206

231

245

268

290

295

296

303

prev.year=100

100,7

98,9

98,4

.

106,5

109,0

108,3

101,9

100,2

102,5

Balance of services

bill.CZK

58

22

13

17

37

46

57

82

65

69

Balance of income

bill.CZK

-84

-116

-120

-157

-143

-181

-270

-289

-260

-240

of which:

- compensation of employees

bill.CZK

-17

-18

-17

-16

-11

-13

-20

-35

-27

-27

- investment income

bill.CZK

-66

-97

-103

-141

-132

-168

-251

-254

-234

-214

Balance of transfers

bill.CZK

18

29

16

6

7

-13

-18

-10

15

24

Current account

bill.CZK

-124

-136

-161

-147

-40

-82

-111

-114

-72

-32

Capital account

bill.CZK

0

0

0

-14

5

8

20

31

46

48

Financial account

bill.CZK

173

348

157

177

155

92

126

151

.

.

- foreign direct investments

bill.CZK

208

271

54

102

280

90

179

150

.

.

- portfolio investments

bill.CZK

35

-47

-36

53

-81

-27

-57

-9

.

.

- other investments

bill.CZK

-70

124

139

23

-44

29

4

10

.

.

Change in reserves

bill.CZK

67

217

13

7

93

2

16

40

.

.

Gross external debt

bill.CZK

811

813

895

1012

1142

1194

1349

1556

1589

1590

Balance of trade / GDP 

1)

per cent

-5,0

-2,9

-2,7

-0,5

2,0

2,0

3,4

2,8

3,0

3,1

Current account / GDP

per cent

-5,3

-5,5

-6,2

-5,2

-1,3

-2,6

-3,1

-3,1

-2,0

-0,9

Financial account / GDP

per cent

7,3

14,1

6,1

6,3

5,2

2,9

3,6

4,1

.

.

Gross external debt / GDP 

3)

per cent

34,5

33,0

34,7

35,9

38,3

37,0

38,2

42,1

44

43


1) Imports cif till April 2004, fob since May 2004
2) Imports cif

3) In CZK

Table 4.4: Balance of Payments - quarterly

[image: image70.wmf]2008

2009

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Estimate

Forecast

Forecast

Exports of goods (fob)

bill.CZK

644

652

602

568

524

525

515

520

prev.year=100

107,1

106,0

99,5

86,3

81,4

80,5

85,6

91,5

Imports of goods (fob)

bill.CZK

601

613

574

574

481

486

482

526

prev.year=100

108,1

104,2

98,3

91,0

80,1

79,4

84,0

91,5

Balance of trade

bill.CZK

43

40

27

-7

43

38

33

-6

- mineral fuels 

(SITC 3) 

1)

bill.CZK

-39

-42

-40

-45

-29

-25

-24

-32

- others 

1)

bill.CZK

73

72

60

28

64

56

50

18

- difference between imports cif and fob

bill.CZK

9

10

8

9

7

7

7

9

Exports of services

bill.CZK

89

96

96

97

82

91

94

95

prev.year=100

119,9

108,7

102,6

106,4

91,8

95,0

98,0

98,0

Imports of services

bill.CZK

67

74

76

78

67

73

77

79

prev.year=100

107,4

104,6

98,7

98,2

99,3

99,5

101,0

101,0

Balance of services

bill.CZK

22

22

20

18

15

18

17

15

Balance of income

bill.CZK

-36

-120

-70

-63

-39

-107

-61

-53

- compensation of employees

bill.CZK

-6

-8

-10

-10

-10

-5

-6

-5

- investment income

bill.CZK

-30

-112

-60

-53

-29

-102

-55

-48

Balance of transfers

bill.CZK

1

2

-7

-6

6

3

3

3

Current account

bill.CZK

30

-56

-30

-58

25

-48

-8

-41

Capital account

bill.CZK

7

13

2

9

16

18

2

10

Financial account

bill.CZK

-12

67

47

53

-4

.

.

.

- foreign direct investments

bill.CZK

22

53

41

34

18

.

.

.

- portfolio investments

bill.CZK

-13

39

8

-44

3

.

.

.

- other investments

bill.CZK

-20

-25

-3

63

-24

.

.

.

Change in reserves

bill.CZK

19

18

1

2

36

.

.

.

Gross external debt

bill.CZK

1375

1485

1548

1556

1510

1544

1554

1589


1) Imports cif
Graph 4.4: Current Account

moving sums of the latest 4 quarters  in per cent of GDP
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Graph 4.5: Balance of Trade (exports fob, imports cif)
moving sums of the latest 4 quarters  in per cent of GDP
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Graph 4.6: Balance of Services

moving sums of the latest 4 quarters  in per cent of GDP
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Graph 4.7: Balance of Income

moving sums of the latest 4 quarters  in per cent of GDP
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Table 4.5: Decomposition of Exports of Goods – yearly

[image: image75.wmf]2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

Forecast

Forecast

GDP 

1)

average of 2000=100

101,6

102,7

103,7

105,8

108,0

112,3

116,6

118,8

112

112

prev.year=100

101,6

101,0

101,0

102,0

102,1

103,9

103,9

101,8

94,3

99,9

Import intensity 

2)

average of 2000=100

101,3

101,3

105,8

112,3

118,5

127,9

130,6

130,8

123

121

prev.year=100

101,3

100,0

104,4

106,1

105,5

107,9

102,2

100,1

93,8

98,6

Export markets 

3)

average of 2000=100

103,0

104,0

109,8

118,8

128,0

143,6

152,4

155,4

137

135

prev.year=100

103,0

101,0

105,5

108,3

107,7

112,2

106,1

102,0

88,4

98,5

Export performance

average of 2000=100

110,8

116,1

120,3

136,7

141,6

147,2

160,6

166,5

155

158

prev.year=100

110,8

104,8

103,5

113,7

103,6

103,9

109,2

103,6

93,3

101,6

Real exports

average of 2000=100

114,1

120,8

132,0

162,4

181,3

211,3

244,8

258,6

213

214

prev.year=100

114,1

105,9

109,3

123,0

111,6

116,6

115,8

105,7

82,5

100,1

1 / NEER

average of 2000=100

96,0

85,9

85,9

85,3

80,3

76,4

74,5

66,7

70

67

prev.year=100

96,0

89,5

100,0

99,3

94,1

95,1

97,5

89,6

104,6

95,6

Prices on foreign markets

average of 2000=100

103,5

107,8

107,8

110,9

114,5

118,5

121,4

127,6

125

130

prev.year=100

103,5

104,2

100,0

102,8

103,2

103,5

102,4

105,1

97,9

104,1

Exports deflator

average of 2000=100

99,3

92,7

92,7

94,6

92,0

90,6

90,4

85,1

87

87

prev.year=100

99,3

93,3

100,0

102,1

97,2

98,5

99,9

94,2

102,4

99,5

Nominal exports

average of 2000=100

113,2

111,9

122,3

153,7

166,7

191,3

221,1

220,1

186

185

prev.year=100

113,2

98,8

109,3

125,7

108,5

114,8

115,6

99,6

84,5

99,7


1) Weighted average of GDP of the seven most important partners – Germany, Slovakia, Austria, the United Kingdom, Poland, France and Italy.
2) Index of ratio of real imports of goods to real GDP.

3) Weighted average of imports of goods of the main partners.

Table 4.6: Decomposition of Exports of Goods – quarterly

[image: image76.wmf]2008

2009

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Estimate

Forecast

Forecast

GDP

average of 2000=100

119,2

119,2

119,1

117,7

113,1

112

112

111

prev.year=100

103,5

102,8

101,8

99,3

94,9

94,1

93,7

94,5

Import intensity 

average of 2000=100

132,1

132,1

131,2

127,8

126,0

123

121

121

prev.year=100

101,6

101,5

100,2

97,2

95,4

92,9

92,3

94,5

Export markets

average of 2000=100

157,4

157,4

156,2

150,4

142,5

138

135

134

prev.year=100

105,2

104,4

102,0

96,5

90,5

87,3

86,5

89,3

Export performance

average of 2000=100

169,9

174,8

164,1

156,6

146,5

156

158

161

prev.year=100

107,5

110,1

106,3

91,6

86,2

89,5

96,5

102,5

Real exports

average of 2000=100

267,4

275,2

256,5

235,5

208,7

215

214

216

prev.year=100

113,1

114,9

108,4

88,3

78,0

78,2

83,5

91,6

1 / NEER

average of 2000=100

68,1

66,2

64,6

68,0

72,3

70

69

68

prev.year=100

90,3

87,2

86,3

95,0

106,0

105,3

106,8

100,5

Prices on foreign markets

average of 2000=100

126,3

128,0

129,8

126,4

124,0

125

125

126

prev.year=100

105,0

106,0

106,6

102,8

98,2

97,7

96,0

99,5

Exports deflator

average of 2000=100

86,1

84,7

83,9

86,0

89,6

87

86

86

prev.year=100

94,8

92,4

91,9

97,6

104,1

102,9

102,5

100,0

Nominal exports

average of 2000=100

230,1

233,0

215,1

202,4

186,9

187

184

185

prev.year=100

107,3

106,1

99,7

86,2

81,2

80,5

85,6

91,5


Graph 4.8: GDP and Imports of Goods in Main Partner Countries
YoY growth, in %
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Graph 4.9: Real Exports of Goods

decomposition of YoY growth, in %
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Graph 4.10: Deflator of Exports of Goods

decomposition of YoY growth, in %
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Table 4.7: Savings and Investments – yearly

[image: image80.wmf]2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

Prelim.

Forecast

Forecast

Gross capital formation

% of GDP

29,5

28,6

27,2

27,5

25,7

26,8

27,0

25,3

22,9

22,4

- fixed capital formation

% of GDP

28,0

27,5

26,7

25,8

24,9

24,7

25,2

24,1

23,7

23,2

- change in stocks

% of GDP

1,5

1,1

0,5

1,7

0,8

2,1

1,8

1,2

-0,8

-0,8

- government sector

% of GDP

3,6

3,9

4,4

4,7

4,9

5,0

4,6

4,8

5,3

5,5

- households

% of GDP

5,1

5,2

4,8

4,7

4,5

4,7

5,3

4,8

4,6
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Graph 4.11: Gross National Savings and Consumption

moving sums of the latest 4 quarters in per cent of GDP
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Graph 4.12: Financial Balances of Individual Sectors

savings minus investments as percent of GDP
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5. Demography

Sources: CZSO, MoF estimates, Czech Social Security Administration
Table 5.1: Demography

in thousands of persons, end-of-year
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Forecast
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Outlook

Outlook

Population (January 1)

10 203

10 211

10 221

10 251

10 287

10 381

10 468

10 503

10 538

10 572

prev.year=100

100,0

100,1

100,1

100,3

100,4

100,9

100,8

100,3

100,3

100,3

Age structure (January 1):

(0 - 19)

2 255

2 219

2 184

2 155

2 131

2 123

2 117

2 107

2 094

2 081

prev.year=100

98,2

98,4

98,5

98,7

98,9

99,7

99,7

99,5

99,4

99,4

(20 - 59)

6 016

6 022

6 020

6 042

6 033

6 061

6 087

6 076

6 064

6 049

prev.year=100

100,2

100,1

100,0

100,4

99,9

100,5

100,4

99,8

99,8

99,7

(60 and more)

1 932

1 971

2 017

2 054

2 123

2 197

2 264

2 320

2 381

2 443

prev.year=100

101,4

102,0

102,3

101,9

103,4

103,5

103,0

102,5

102,6

102,6

Old-age pensioners (Jan 1)

1 921

1 933

1 965

1 985

2 024

2 061

2 098

2 136

2 171

2 205

prev.year=100

99,3

100,6

101,7

101,0

102,0

101,8

101,8

101,8

101,7

101,6

Old-age dependency ratios 

(Jan 1 in

 %)

:

Demographic 

1)

32,1

32,7

33,5

34,0

35,2

36,3

37,2

38,2

39,3

40,4

Under current legislation 

2)

32,8

32,8

32,8

33,0

33,3

33,4

33,7

34,2

34,6

35,0

Effective 

3)

40,1

40,9

41,5

41,3

41,6

41,5

41,7

43,7

45,0

45,7

Fertility rate

1,179

1,226

1,282

1,328

1,438

1,497

1,50

1,50

1,51

1,52

Population increase

8

9

31

36

94

86

36

35

34

33

Natural increase

-18

-10

-6

1

10

15

11

10

9

8

Live births

94

98

102

106

115

120

118

117

116

114

Deaths

111

107

108

104

105

105

108

107

106

106

Net migration

26

19

36

35

84

72

25

25

25

25

Immigration

60

53

60

68

104

78

.

.

.

.

Emigration

34

35

24

33

21

6

.

.

.

.


1) Demographic dependency: ratio of people in senior ages (60 and more) to people in productive ages (20 - 59).

2) Dependency under current legislation: ratio of people above the official retirement age to the people over 19 below the official retirement age.

3) Effective dependency: ratio of old-age pensioners to working people.

Graph 5.1: Groups by Age

structure in per cent
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Graph 5.2: Life Expectancy

in years
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Graph 5.3: Dependency Ratios

definitions – see Table 5.1, in %
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Graph 5.4: Old–Age Pensioners

absolute increase over a year in thousands of persons
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6. Interest Rates

Sources: CNB, MoF estimates.
Table 6.1: Interest Rates - yearly

average interest rates in per cent p.a.
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Repo 2W CNB 

(end - year)

5,25
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2,00

2,50

3,50

2,25

.

Main refinancing rate ECB 

(end - year)

4,75

3,25

2,75

2,00

2,00

2,25

3,50

4,00

2,50

.

Federal funds rate 

(end - year)

6,50

1,75

1,25

1,00

2,25

4,25

5,25

4,25

0,25

.

PRIBOR 3M 

5,36

5,18

3,55

2,28

2,36

2,01

2,30

3,09

4,04

2,2

Government bond yield to maturity

10Y

.

6,35

4,94

4,12

4,75

3,51

3,78

4,28

4,55

4,5

Interest rates on loans to non-financial corporations

.

6,83

5,82

4,57

4,51

4,27

4,29

4,85

5,59

4,6

Interest rates on deposits from households

.

2,90

2,06

1,40

1,33

1,24

1,22

1,29

1,54

1,4

Real rates on loans to non-financial corporations 

1)

.

4,71

5,65

3,72

0,47

5,04

2,12

0,17

2,69

3,6

Net real rates on deposits

from households with agreed maturity 

2)

.

-1,60

1,19

0,18

-1,64

-1,13

-0,63

-4,10

-2,26

0,4


1) Deflated by domestic demand deflator.

2) Net of 15 % income tax, deflated by CPI.

Table 6.2: Interest Rates - quarterly

average interest rates in per cent p.a.
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Graph 6.1: Interest Rates

in % p.a.
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Graph 6.2: Interest Rates on New Loans to Households and Non-Financial Corporations

in % p.a.
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Graph 6.3: Real PRIBOR 1Y

deflated ex post and ex ante by final domestic use deflator, in % p.a.
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Graph 6.4: Average Real Rates on Credits and Deposits

rates on credits deflated by end-of-year final domestic use deflator, rates on time/savings deposit (net of 15% income tax) deflated by end-of-year CPI growth, in % p.a.
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Graph 6.5: Short - Term Interest Rate Spread

in percentage points
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Graph 6.6: Long - Term Interest Rate Spread

government bonds, in percentage points
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7.  General Government

Sources: MoF, CZSO
Table 7.1: Net lending/borrowing and debt
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1)
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0,0

0,0

0,0
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Note: Government debt consists of the following financial instruments: currency and deposits, securities other than shares excluding financial derivatives and loans. Government debt means total gross debt at nominal value outstanding at the end of the year and consolidated between and within the sectors of general government. The nominal value is considered to be an equivalent to the face value of liabilities. It is therefore equal to the amount that the government will have to refund to creditors at maturity.
1)  Hedging instruments used to avoid interest rate change risk.
2)  General government net lending/borrowing relevant for fulfilment of maastricht convergence criteria. Compared to net lending/borrowing from national accounts, this item is adjusted for interest rate derivatives.
Graph 7.1: Net lending/borrowing
in % of GDP
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Graph 7.2: Debt
in % of GDP
[image: image98.emf]12

14

16

18

20

22

24

26

28

30

32

34

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Forecast


8. World Economy

Sources: Eurostat; OECD - Main Economic Indicators, Quarterly National Accounts; The Economist; IMF – Financial Statistics; MoF estimates

Table 8.1: Real Gross Domestic Product – yearly

growth in %, sa data
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Table 8.2: Real Gross Domestic Product – quarterly

growth in %, sa data
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Graph 8.1: Real Gross Domestic Product

growth in %, sa data
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Graph 8.2: Real Gross Domestic Product – Central European new member state economies

growth in %, sa data
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Table 8.3: Prices of Commodities – yearly

spot prices
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*) NFC – Nonfuel commodities.

Table 8.4: Prices of Commodities – quarterly

spot prices
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Graph 8.3: Dollar Prices of Oil

in USD/barrel
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Graph 8.4: Koruna Indices of World Commodity Prices

index 2005 = 100
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9. International Comparisons

Sources: Eurostat, OECD, IMF, MoF estimates
Table 9.1: GDP p.c. - using current purchasing power parities
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Graph 9.1: GDP p.c. - using current purchasing power parities
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Table 9.2: GDP p.c. - using current exchange rates
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Graph 9.2: GDP p.c. - using current exchange rates
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Graph 9.3: Index of Comparative Price Level of GDP p.c.
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�	 � HYPERLINK "http://www.czso.cz/csu/redakce.nsf/i/konjunkturalni_pruzkum"��http://www.czso.cz/csu/redakce.nsf/i/konjunkturalni_pruzkum� 


�	It is thus a W-shape recession according to today’s almost fashionable comparison.


� The average of these changes for three months of the quarter for seasonally adjusted data should equal the quarter-on-quarter change of the quarterly data. 


� Retail (including retail sales of fuels) and sales and repairs of motor vehicles. Time series of this indicator are not published in a seasonally adjusted version.


�	 There are data available for a larger part of June.


�	 M1 - motor vehicles for transportation of a maximum 9 persons and with a maximum weight of 3.5 tons; N1 – motor vehicles intended primarily for transportation of goods with a maximum weight of 3.5 tons.


� According to the schedule of dates for publishing the outputs from the national accounts, the figures on the household sector account for the first quarter of 2009 including the revision of the figures for the preceding years were published on 3 July 2009, i.e. after the closing date for data sources for this Forecast. Therefore, the forecast for the household sector account is based on the data published on 3 April 2009.


�	A weighted average of growth in imports of goods from the seven most important trade partners (Germany, Slovakia, Poland, Austria, France, United Kingdom and Italy).


�	Costs on transport and insurance of imported goods amounting to some 0.8% of GDP, which cannot be assigned to individual items from available sources, represent another item.


�	Based on the medium variant of the demographic projection of CZSO 2009.


�	Number of live-born children per one woman, should her fertility remain the same for her entire reproduction period as in the given year.


�	Comparisons for the period until 2008 are based on Eurostat statistics. From 2009, our own calculations based on real exchange rates are used. 


�PPS stands for Purchasing Power Standard.


�For example, a purchasing power parity of CZK 17.40/PPS in 2008 expresses that the same set of representative goods could be purchased for the given sum in Czech korunas and for 1 euro within EU27 countries.
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