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Abstract In recent years the quality of China’ s statistics has arused mounting concem by both dom estic and Hreign scholars and a
large nunber of literanres are springing up focusing mainly on the defniton of data quality and assessment standards distortion
mechanisms quality control technobgies evaluation methods and m anagen ent theories of statstical data Some emp irical fndings and
proposals to mprove the data quality are also given On the bass of these literatures this paper holds that to solve the prob m of data
d Btortion essentilly wemustbeginw ih the refom of the current statistics m anagem ent system to get rid of the i terference fran bcal
government and ensure the independence of statistcs And we pont out that the increase n the degree of openness to statistical
process such as CPl weights housing sales price and pre ndex vesment in fixed assets etc, may help reduce unnecessary and
unjust doubts about he quality of statstics effectively
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