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|. Executive Summary

1. This Road Map is a resource for guiding the workhaf Conference of European
Statisticians (CES) on statistics for Sustainabévdlopment Goals (SDGs). It outlines a
strategy for CES members to follow in implementthg CESDeclaration on the Role of
National Satistical Offices in Measuring and Monitoring the Sustainable Development
Goals adopted by the Conference in 2015. The Road Mgpdat the activities associated
with producing statistics for SDGs; more particlylar

» what needs to be done;

» who is to do what and when;

» who are the stakeholders, and

» the opportunities for cooperation.

2. The Road Map is intended as a living document. ilt me updated by the CES
Steering Group on Statistics for SDGs to take atoount the comments by CES and its
Bureau, and developments within different UN bodiesl groups, including the Inter-
agency and Expert Group on SDG Indicators (IAEG-SPGhe High-level Group for
Partnership, Coordination and Capacity Building ttee 2030 Agenda (HLG-PCCB), and
the Partnership in Statistics for Development & 26" Century (PARIS21).

3. In order to prepare the Road Map and monitor itslémentation, the CES Bureau

set up a Steering Group on Statistics for SDGsdtokker 2015. The Steering Group is co-
chaired by Switzerland and United States. Its memlaee Canada, Denmark, France,
Germany, ltaly, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico, Netherlands,wN&ealand, Poland, Republic of

Moldova, Russian Federation, Sweden, Turkey, UnKémhdom, Eurostat, OECD and

UNECE. UNECE acts as secretariat of the Steerimu@rThe Road Map also benefited
from contributions of case studies from UNICEF andrFPA.

4, The first draft of the Road Map was considerechat@ES plenary session in April
2016 (ECE/CES/2016/19). Since then, the text has lpdated to reflect the suggestions
by CES and its Bureau, outcomes of the meetingseoSteering Group in September 2016
in Neuchatel, Switzerland and in November 2016 ien&va, and other relevant
developments.

5. The Road Map includes six substantive sectionsudiog on establishing
mechanisms for national collaboration, assessiegréadiness of countries to report on
global SDG indicators, developing regional, natlcarad sub-national indicators, reporting
of SDG indicators, capacity building, and commutiiga statistics for SDGs. It includes
recommendations for national statistical officesS(M$) and concrete actions for the
Steering Group to support CES member countriempldmenting a measurement system
for SDGs. Annexes provide case studies relatingth® road map’s sections, the
international context for the development of SD®sl ¢he groups that are working on
related issues at the regional and global level.

A. Establishing national mechanisms for collaborabn (Section Il1)

6. The Road Map recommends that NSOs serve as natfonal points for the
measurement of SDGs. This requires coordinationnational communications and
planning and preparation of detailed national nveghs and/or plans of action to implement
international standards in the reporting of sta@étSDG indicators. Close collaboration of
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NSOs with policy makers is essential for countt@meet the reporting requirements under
the 2030 Agenda in accordance with national presit

7. The CES Steering group will support countries lay:fécilitating sharing of national
reporting road maps, and (b) facilitating regiorggresentation of NSOs at relevant SDG
policy meetings.

Assessing readiness to report on global SDG imdtors (Section V)

8. Section IV of the Road Map is devoted to the nemdhssess the readiness of
countries to report on the SDG indicators, whereONSwill play a central role. To be
effective in this role, NSOs will need to assessdkailability of data for global indicators
within their respective countries. For this purpabey need to: (a) identify data providers
and data sources for SDG indicators; (b) identdyadand methodological gaps; and (c)
consider data disaggregation requirements. TheriBte€&roup recommends that these
assessments be led by NSOs in close cooperatidn refiévant data producers and in
consultation with civil society and internationabanisations. An essential outcome of the
assessment is the identification and assignmentresponsibilities among national
institutions for each indicator. These activitib®sld occur in close dialogue with national
policy makers to ensure that national prioritied eesource needs are considered.

9. The CES Steering Group will support countries’ asegents of data availability by:
(a) developing a template for data assessmentatdtintry level based on the experience
of countries that have already carried out assessmand (b) providing a platform to share
and synthetize national experiences (e.g. at tHe& ZDES plenary session, at an Expert
Meeting and through a public wiki). In the longerm, the CES Steering Group proposes
to periodically summarize assessments within thd&eOHN region; to establish a work plan
for countries to contribute to the development etmodologies for Tier IIl indicatotsand

to propose new methodologies (e.g., using “big dasaa source). All of these actions are
to be linked with other relevant work plans at @S level.

Developing regional, national and sub-nationahdicators (Section V)

10. Agenda 2030 emphasises that the SDGs and targettdshbe implemented at the
national and sub-national levels. Their integratin national policy and strategies will be
crucial. The implementation of these national sgas needs to be supported by national
data. In addition, countries with significant reggd differences may require indicators at
sub-national level.

11. Section V of the Road Map provides guidance onbdisting SDGs at regional,
national and sub-national levels. Countries ardiffierent situations vis-a-vis measurement
of sustainable development. Some countries haveadyr sustainable development
indicator (SDI) sets and may wish to adjust theseeflect the SDGs. Some countries may
take the global SDG indicators as a starting paird adapt these to their national policy
priorities. Countries that collected data for thdldmnium Development Goals (MDGSs)
may build on that experience. The Road Map highdigie crucial need for dialogue
between NSOs and policymakers on national follonand review and the importance of
reaching common understanding on roles and redpbiiss.

12. Section V also highlights work done by the Taskdeoon Adjusting the CES
Recommendations on Measuring Sustainable Developarahthe possibilities for using

! See Annex | for a description of the three “tiep$'SDG indicators.
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the adjusted CES framework to guide the criteriaiftentification of national/regional
statistics and indicators.

13. The Steering Group proposes to (a) identify thedisountries planning to establish
national SDG indicators, and (b) exchange expeegnon the selection of national
indicators. Based on these experiences, guidingiptes for adjusting existing SDI sets to
SDGs could be developed.

Reporting on global SDG indicators (Section VI)

14. Section VI of the Road Map discusses possible tamgpmechanisms for SDG
indicators. It highlights the importance of haviNgOs act as coordinating organisations
for data on SDGs and suggests national reportirgfgpins (NRPs) as one possible
mechanism for disseminating SDG indicators.

15. Section VI considers possible models of data flatvhe national level and from the

national to the regional/global levels. The enditi@sponsible for the coordination of
official statistics in countries (that is, NSOsgawell positioned to plan and propose the
data flow model(s) for use in their respective daes. NSOs should maintain and develop
networks so there is a clear system for SDG indisafrom all providers and so that

investments in the system are of use to the coastiyy whole.

16. NSOs in several countries are currently developiiRPs for SDG indicators. The
Road Map recommends that the data available thrdéBPs should be comparable,
transparent, timely and publicly accessible. NPRaldt include: (i) data collection or
submission portals that allow different data previin countries to submit/post data; (ii)
indicator production databases and (iii) dissenmaportals where users can find tables,
documents and publications (this is also part afoanmunication strategy). The CES
Bureau has established a Task Force that is clyrdateloping guidelines for national
reporting mechanisms, including NRPs.

17. The Road Map outlines different scenarios for dtdavs between the national,
regional and global levels. The Steering Group maoends that NSOs evaluate which data
flow model(s) provide the most transparent andciffit transfer of the data from the
national to the global level, avoiding duplicaticend considering their national
circumstances.

Introduction

Mandate

18. The documentTransforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development? (for simplicity, this document is referred to hefarth as “Agenda 2030"),
which includes 17 Sustainable Development Goals@§Dand 169 targets, was agreed to
in September 2015 by heads of state and high-fepeésentatives.

19. Official statistics will play a key role in providg evidence for the follow-up and
review of SDGs and the related targets. In additimo of the targets focus specifically on
improving official statistics; namely:

2

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/decisi2 1252030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustaina
ble%20Development%20web.pdf.
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e Target 17.18:“By 2020, enhance capacity building support toedeping countries,
including for least developed countries and smsland developing States, to
increase significantly the availability of high-diig timely and reliable data
disaggregated by income, gender, age, race, dhnmigratory status, disability,
geographic location and other characteristics eelein national contexts”

e Target 17.19:“By 2030, build on existing initiatives to develapeasurements of
progress on sustainable development that complegress domestic product, and
support statistical capacity-building in developoauntries.”

20. The 2015 plenary session of the Conference of EaamoStatisticians (CES) decided
to “launch work on a Road Map for the developmeihbfficial statistics for monitoring
SDGs.”? The Road Map (this document) aims to guide the @68 on statistics for the
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

21. To prepare the Road Map and monitor its implemantathe CES Bureau set up a
Steering Group on Statistics for SDGs in Octobet520ncluding Switzerland (co-chair),
United States (co-chair), Canada, Denmark, Fra@egmany, Italy, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico,
the Netherlands, New Zealand, Poland, Republic ofdelva, Russian Federation, Sweden,
Turkey, United Kingdom, Eurostat and the Organisafior Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD). The United Nations Economic @ussion for Europe (UNECE)
acts as its Secretariat.

Objectives and approach

22. The Road Map aims to guide the CES work on stesidtir SDGs. It lays out the
activities associated with producing statisticsS@Gs:

» what needs to be done;

» who is to do what and when;

» who are the other stakeholders, and
« the opportunities for cooperation.

23. The Road Map supports the implementation of Ereelaration on the Role of
National Satistical Offices in Measuring and Monitoring the Sustainable Development
Goals4 that CES adopted in June 2015. The Declaration:

(@) calls upon national governments to suppoiibnat statistical offices in their
key role in measuring and monitoring SDGs, and gaes the importance of cooperation
at local, national, regional and global levels iomtoring SDGs, and

(b)  emphasizes the importance of efficient coatiom of SDG monitoring and
reporting at regional levels between relevant maéonal organisations and between
international organizations and national statistdfces.

24. The Road Map provides recommendations to natictagilstcal offices (NSOs) as

they prepare to report SDG statistics for globalidators. The mechanisms for ongoing
review of the SDGs at the policy level and the measient and reporting at the statistical
level are currently taking shape. The Road Map iges/structured information about the

8 ECE/CES/89, para 23
http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/stats/documents®/ces/2015/Rep_1512361E.pdf.
4 ECE/CES/89/Add.1 at http://www.unece.org/index.ptip38920" \I /.
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A.

ongoing developments and will help ensure thatwffistatisticians actively contribute to
these processes.

25. The Road Map contributes to ti&ape Town Global Action Plan on Sustainable
Development Data,” prepared by the HLG-PCCB and previewed at the fité World Data
Forum in January 2017, by providing concrete actidhat will support countries in
meeting the challenge of providing statistics f&XG. In addition, by identifying the type
of work and funding required, it will also providieformation for all NSOs, international
organizations and stakeholders (e.g., the PartipeishStatistics for Development in the
21 Century — PARIS21) concerned with statistical cétyabuilding.

26. The Road Map is meant to complement the ongoindgwbithe Inter-agency and
Expert Group on SDG Indicators (IAEG-SDGs) and litigh-level Group for Partnership,
Coordination and Capacity Building for the 2030 Ada (HLG-PCCB) by providing

suggestions related to the needs of CES membeasstather NSOs may also find this
Road Map helpful.

27. The Road Map is intended as a living document.illthve updated by the Steering
Group taking into consideration comments by CES bmnstates and developments within
different UN bodies and groups (e.g., the IAEG-SDBs HLG-PCCB and PARIS21).

28. Section Ill of the Road Map describes the importaat establishing collaboration

mechanisms at the national level, with NSOs playancentral role. Section IV describes
assessing the readiness of countries to reportlamlgindicators. Section V discusses
regional, national and sub-national indicators.ti®acVI describes reporting flows of SDG

indicators. Section VII addresses capacity buildifigally, Section VIII discusses strategy
for communicating statistics for SDGs.

29. The substantive sections conclude with (a) recondaigons for CES member state
NSOs; and (b) short, medium, and long-term actfonshe Steering Group to support the
follow up and review of the SDGs by CES memberarSterm actions are those intended
for completion by the CES 2017 plenary session€J2017). Medium-term actions are
those to be completed by the CES 2018 plenary®essong-term actions are anticipated
to be completed after the CES 2018 plenary session.

Establishing national mechanisms for collaboation

The role of National Statistical Offices

30. NSOs will play a central role in reporting on thB@&s. The annual progress report
on the SDGs prepared by the UN Secretary GenerBlIS®) in cooperation with the
international statistical system will be based dobgl indicators and data produced by
NSOs. According to Agenda 2030, follow-up and rewiprocesses at all levels will be
“rigorous and based on evidence, informed by codetl evaluations and data which is
high-quality, accessible, timely, reliable and dg@egated by income, sex, age, race,
ethnicity, migration status, disability and geodmaplocation and other characteristics
relevant in national context§.”

31. In general, the Steering Group recommends thabmaltireadiness assessments and
identification of data gaps be directed by NSO<lose coordination with relevant data

5 http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/global-consultathlg-1/GAP_HLG-20161021.pdf.
6 paragraph 74(g) in http://www.un.org/en/ga/seatel/_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1
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producers and international organisations. An d@sdeoutcome of these analyses is the
identification and assignment of responsibilitiesoag national institutions.

Essential dialogue with policymakers

32. National and sub-national monitoring of objectivaasd measures should be the
result of close collaboration between statisticiand policy-makers. In this sense, it is of
primary importance that statisticians be involveshf the beginning of work on a national

action plan. This collaboration ensures that thecdilves are measurable (which facilitates
the work of statisticians) and that the selectatdicators are accepted and relevant for
policy-makers. Furthermore, statisticians can emsliat the monitoring of the SDGs at the
national and sub-national levels is consistent pitldefined conceptual frameworks such
as the CES framework. A good example of efficiesitaboration between statisticians and
policy makers is presented in Case Study 6 by $wéand.

33. Close collaboration between statisticians and patiakers benefits from the clear
definition of the roles and responsibilities. Faample, the selection of national and sub-
national objectives and measures falls under tbporsibility of policy-makers with the
support of statisticians. On the other hand, thecten of indicators and the determination
of methodologies and data sources are the resplitysilp statisticians in consultation with
policy-makers.

34. Understanding these roles and responsibilitiesgaleith clear indicator selection
criteria ensures both strong collaboration betwatthe stakeholders and respect for the
requirements of official statistics.

Institutional arrangements for reporting on indicators

35. The CES Steering Group recommends that nationargawvents inform all involved
ministries and agencies of Agenda 2030 and the $Mii&ators and strengthen inter-
agency cooperation to meet the related challenges.

36. National governments should consider designatingtemnal body to coordinate the
measurement system for SDGs to achieve consistintlye work of all stakeholders,
information exchange and the discussion and imphatien of internationally accepted
methodologies.

37.  Such a national coordinating body could:

* serve as a platform/forum for discussion of issoesdata collection and analysis
between government agencies and international @aigons on SDG indicators;

» keep stakeholders abreast of and share knowledgtatstical activities in the field
of data collection and analysis;

» organize and promote coordination and joint advgcactivities around data
collection with a specific focus on SDGs;

 ensure coordination of information exchange on Six&ators, and
» promote substantive discussion on statistical daphailding.

38. The CES Steering Group recommends that NSOs play rtte of national
coordinating body. An important task for this badguld be the creation of a detailed road
map or plan of action to implement the SDG indicato
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D.

Recommendations for National Statistical Office — Establishing
collaboration

€) NSOs should inform all relevant national mtirés and agencies of the SDG
indicators and contribute to strengthening intezraxy cooperation to efficiently meet the
challenges of SDGs;

(b) NSOs should consider ways to coordinate naticcommunication and
planning of measuring SDGs to achieve consistenapé work of national stakeholders,
information exchange and discussion and implemiemtaif international methodology;

(c) NSOs should serve as focal points at theonatilevel to provide this
coordination in the reporting of statistics for SRAISOs can also provide a supporting
role to other government bodies charged with SDl&panaking;

(d) NSOs, as the national coordinating body (orcollaboration with another
such body) should prepare detailed national roadsnma plans of action to implement
international standards in the reporting of stadtSDG indicators;

(e) NSOs could organise meetings with main datera to improve
understanding of their needs. These meetings dmeild useful forum to engage business,
civil society, and academia in the SDG process;

)] Countries should consider establishing tecahithematic working groups
(for example on human rights and gender equalidgia$ inclusion, economic growth and
environment protection or separately on each tatgetnalyse SDGs.

Actions for the CES Steering Group — Establisimg collaboration

Medium-term (complete by the CES 2018 plenaryession)

€)) Facilitate sharing of national road maps amihregcountries participating in
the CES work;

(b) Facilitate regional representation of natiostdtistical offices at relevant
SDG policy meetings, such as regional and globktiged fora on SDGs.

Assessing readiness to report on global SDGdicators

39. According to Agenda 2030, follow-up and review psses should be built on
existing platforms and processes, avoid duplicatiod respond to national circumstances,
capacity needs and prioritiésThese processes will evolve over time taking imtoount
emerging issues and methodological development raimimizing reporting burden on
national administrations. To implement these denssi some countries have already or are
in the process of assessing their readiness tadaaata on SDGs for global, regional, sub
regional and national reporting. Some have alsabédentifying data gaps where statistics
and indicators will require development to inforime SDGs.

40. As a country-led process, the decision regardingchvisource to use for SDG
statistics remains at the discretion of countridenetheless, some data may originate
outside of a country's national statistical systtmsome cases international organizations

" Paragraph 74(f) in http://mww.un.org/en/ga/seariel_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1. The latest
documents are available at the IAEG_SDG websitbtgi://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/
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may produce model-based estimates in the absenoeuafry data. These data need to be
reviewed and validated by countries before beinglenavailable for users. Any data
discrepancies between national and internationaices should be addressed or explained
and other concerns from countries be flagged aatfield.

Identifying data providers and data sources

41. NSOs can play an important role in coordinating irtheational readiness
assessments by facilitating communication with otieéevant data-producing institutions.
The coordination role of the NSOs is outlined ir BES Declaration on the Role of
National Satistical Offices in Measuring and Monitoring the Sustainable Development
Goals. The exact nature of this coordination role, gaittirly vis a vis reporting of non-
statistical SDG indicators, will vary according national circumstances; however, some
aspects of the coordination role can be generalized

42. For example, as a first task, non-statistical iattics (e.g., indicators on the quality
of law) should be distinguished from statisticatigators. NSOs should focus their
reporting activities on statistical indicators. Hower, in some countries NSOs may still
coordinate the reporting of all SDG indicators iiing the non-statistical indicators.

43. A successful readiness assessment also requir@sdgéinitions and metadata for
the global indicators. This is not always yet cléar the SDG tier Ill indicators and
therefore the assessment of the availability o$¢headicators may need to be reconsidered
when the final definition and methodology becomailable®

44. NSOs should identify potential data providers ftatistical indicators within their
national statistical system, data sources and a\a#ability. In some cases, NSOs may
choose to rely on non-official data sources.

45.  Additionally, NSOs may examine their existing refpay practices, taking into
account their coordination role. To avoid duplica¢porting, international organizations
might report statistics on behalf of a countryh&tNSO agrees. NSOs routinely provide
national and sub-national statistics to UN agencidsgese UN agencies then produce
comparable, global statistics in specific regioosoading to their mandates. As interest in
statistics has increased in magnitude and scopeydlume and complexity of these data
flows have increased. The Steering Group recommehas these data flows and the
responsibilities of the relevant bodies be cladifi@ readiness assessments and, where
appropriate, refined and coordinated. The questivarsent by UNSD to UN agencies and
other international organizations (whose repliesenampiled in May 2016) and member
states of the IAEG-SDGs could contribute to thisliprinary work.

46. International organisations can assist in readirssessments by reviewing their
own databases and identifying statistics they ggaearith inputs from NSOs. For instance,
Eurostat has created an inventory of indicatordhiwithe European Statistical System
(ESS)? © UNSD issued such an inventory in July 2016 forubset of indicators, as
supplied by agencies. OECD has undertaken a pids¢ssment measuring distances of
OECD countries to SDG targets. This was based selextion of indicators aligned to the

8 For Tier I and Il indicators, availability is liekl with capacity building; Tier Il indicators reigei
development of commonly agreed methodology. Furdlegsils in Annex I.

9ESS members are all European Union and EuropeanTiagle Association countries.

10 http://www1.unece.org/stat/platform/display/SFSDG
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extent possible with the UN global indicator franoeky and used country-supplied data in
OECD database€s.

47. The Steering Group has prepared a common temptatednducting readiness

assessments that may be useful to CES menb&he template could help NSOs identify
indicators already available, indicators that colbédproduced within the short term, and
indicators that will require longer term developmekdditionally, assessments could also
investigate the nature and extent of current datesffrom NSOs to UN agencies.

Identifying and addressing data and methodologgaps and conceptual
issues

48. The Steering Group can assist CES countries inssisge data and methodology
gaps and identifying conceptual issues. UNECE, ttege with other international
organizations in the region, can compile natioreddiness assessments conducted by
member NSOs to identify common areas where furthmnk is needed, as well as areas
where achievements of some members can be usettidrg.o

49. Good governance, technical guidance and qualityrebare necessary to ensure
comparability of data and help countries to develmpn statistics when necessary.
Meetings organised under CES should remain thegyimenues to share experiences and
explore potential solutions within the region. Floee EU and EFTA countries, coordination
through the European Statistical System (ESS) jmitant since the production of missing
indicators and filling of data gaps may require nkgislation and/or methodological
guidelines.

Addressing data disaggregation requirements

50. Agenda 2030 emphasises the need for disaggregatada ensure that “no one is
left behind.” Therefore, the assessment of datdadbibity should consider also availability
of the requested disaggregations.

51. According to a UN work stream on data disaggregdfiothe disaggregations
necessary for each SDG indicator should be cldriffny CES work in this area will be
done in close collaboration with the IAEG-SDGs wstkeam on data disaggregation. The
tasks at regional level will be to:

« identify regionally relevant spatial units (geodnapareas) for disaggregation;

« identify disaggregated SDG statistics currentlyilatée at the regional level;

* investigate how the disaggregation of relevantdattirs can be best performed, and
* review and disseminate national experiences andopastices for disaggregation.

52. The confidentiality principle is very important. yrdisaggregation of indicators
should consider the risk of identifying the confitial information of an individual
respondent.

1 hitp:/ww1.unece.org/stat/platform/display/SFSDG

12 pvailable at: http://mww1.unece.org/stat/platfodisplay/SFSDG/Statistics+for+SDGs+Home
13 The first meeting took place during the IAEG-SDGAddis Ababa, Ethiopia in October 2016. In
June 2016, UNSD organized an expert group meetirgpta disaggregation.
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53. In addition, there are other considerations thaeha be taken into account when
disaggregating data, such as legal provisions (N®&g not be legally allowed to collect
data on certain topics); political issues (dataagiigegation may have risks for the
protection of the rights of sub-populations); armdadavailability, access, cost and quality
concerns (e.g., the survey sample may be too dmalllow disaggregation into specific

groups).

54. To be able to provide disaggregated data on vubhemgroups, NSOs may need to
cooperate with data providers outside the natiostatistical system. These can be
international organizations (e.g., see Case studpf 1UNICEF), private producers,
academia or civil society. Such cooperation reguagreeing on principles regarding when
and how such data can be used, taking into acabarfundamental Principles of Official
Statistics (FPOS) and statistical quality requiretee

55. Therefore, in collaborating with the IAEG-SDGs ddiaaggregation work stream,
the CES Steering Group could assign a subgroup to:

» examine SDGs, targets and corresponding indicatoensure that the concept of
“leaving no one behind” is sufficiently addresseithva the indicator framework by
proposing relevant disaggregations;

e propose strategies to obtain data on populatiogrsulps; assess the suitability of
data for disaggregation purposes, and

* review best practices and country experiences tecteel disaggregation issues,
particularly with regard to protecting respondeonfidentiality and other legal
requirements.

Recommendations for National Statistical Offices- Readiness
assessments

€) NSOs have an important coordinating role ionducting readiness
assessments and reporting on global SDG indicaatifmyugh the exact nature of this role
will vary with national circumstances;

(b)  Mapping of data providers to statistical (arwh-statistical) indicators will be
essential to assess data availability. NSOs shfmdds efforts on statistical indicators.
Other national data providers (in some cases, dritei the national statistical system)
should be identified,;

(c) Mapping of existing data flows from natiorddta providers to international
organizations should also be conducted, to theneftasible;

(d) NSOs should identify circumstances in whiah rely on international
organizations to provide national statistics for@&Iglobal indicators. This will reduce
duplication of effort;

(e) NSOs should clarify the disaggregations nemlifor each SDG indicator at
the country level.

Actions for the Steering Group — Readiness ass#sents

Short-term (complete by the CES 2017 plenary ssion)

(a) Develop a template to assess national statiaiid data flows between NSOs
and international organizations;

11
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(b)  Provide a platform to share initial nation@adiness assessment results (e.g.
at an expert meeting, or website);

(c)  Summarize national readiness assessmentsicieadoy CES members.

Medium-term (complete by the CES 2018 plenaryession)

(@) Based on the regional summary of CES membaiomal readiness
assessment, identify common successes and challenge

(b)  Provide a platform to share national expesnwith maintaining dialogue
with relevant national stakeholders (data prodyatata users, policy makers, civil society,
non-governmental organizations);

(c) Provide a platform to share national exper@snwith reporting disaggregated
national statistics for SDG global indicators;

(d) Identify common areas among CES member cmsntivhere national
statistics for Tier 1 and 2 indicators exist bubgh be strengthened;

(e) Expand the production of harmonised Tier d &ier 2 statistics among CES
member countries;

4] Propose strategies to address common dats fgaglier 1 and 2 indicators
among CES member countries, including gaps in disggted statistics;

(g) Propose plans to contribute to internatiom&tadata standards for Tier 3
indicators.

Long-term (completion anticipated after CES 208& plenary session)

€) Prepare periodic updates of the regional samnof national readiness
assessments conducted by CES member countries;

(b)  Propose plans for testing new methodologgagunew and/or unreviewed
data sources among CES members in coordinatiorcafaboration with IAEG-SDG and
HLG-PCCB.

Developing regional, national and sub-nationaihdicators

56. The section provides guidance on establishing asorement system for SDGs at
national and sub-national levels. The regional peesve and regional indicators are also
considered.

57. Agenda 2030 emphasises that follow-up and reviewsoimplementation “will be
voluntary and country-led, will take into accourffetent national realities, capacities and
levels of development and will respect policy spacel priorities.** Furthermore, the
global SDG indicators “will be complemented by icatiors at the regional and national
levels which will be developed by Member StatesThe UNSC 47th session further
underlined that “national ownership is key to aghig sustainable development and that
national reviews [...] will take into account diféat national realities*® UNSC also agreed

14 pparagraph 74(a) in http://www.un.org/en/ga/seaietv_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1

15 paragraph 75 in http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/vidnc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1

18 Decision 47/101 (j) from the £7UN Statistical Commission
(http://lunstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/47th-sessiaufithents/Report-on-the-47th-session-of-the-
statistical-commission-E.pdf).
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that the compilation of global indicators will baded to the greatest extent possible on
comparable and standardized national official stia8 provided by countries to the
international statistical systems and that whereotources and methodologies are used,
these will be reviewed and agreed by national stteéil authorities and presented in a
transparent mannéf.

Deciding upon national indicators

58. Transformation of SDGs and targets into actionh&t mational and sub-national
level and their integration in national strategé®l other policies will be crucial for the
successful implementation of SDGs. The decisiontiMdreto have national SDG indicators
lies with countries. It depends on national priegtin SDG implementation and the
existence of a national sustainable developmeatesty.

59. The global SDG indicator list is designed to meaguogress at the global level.
National indicators may be justified where there a@pecific national priorities not
addressed by the global indicators. The level atistical development in a given country
may make it possible to use more sophisticatedcadis than at the global level. Or,
global targets may not be ambitious enough (orambitious) to be relevant in specific
countries.

60. National indicators may also be justified wherebgloindicators would benefit from
further development. Some global indicators (Tiky tequire further conceptualization
before broad data collection and statistical repgris recommended. Additionally, some
global indicators address only part of the releviamget and additional indicators are
needed to fully cover the intended scope. In stliler cases, subjective indicators (lacking
from the global indicator set) could be consider€duntries may choose to supplement
global indicators with national indicators to adsr¢hese deficiencies.

61. National indicators may be justified to addressamatl communication needs, for

example establishing headline indicators for goBtiese indicators could be selected from
among the global SDG indicators or from among matigndicators. A possible advantage
of identifying headline indicators is easier comigation with policy makers and general

public. A possible disadvantage is that, headlimdicators prioritize certain targets and
therefore could send a message that some targetaae important than others, contrary
to the intent of the global framework.

62. CES member countries vary in their national circiamses vis-a-vis sustainable
development indicators. Some countries have hadonat sustainable development
strategies and SDI sets for years. These countrégsconsider how to adjust the national
SDI sets to take into account SDGs. The thematiecttre of the CES framework for

measuring sustainable development may help. Apribaduction processes of national SDI
are already well established, it would be efficientnake maximum use of them.

63. Further, national SDI sets may go beyond SDGs dsadtle development is wider
than what SDGs cover). For example, human wellg@may be important in a national
context but is not reflected in the global goals.

64. Countries that do not have SDI sets can take thiea$jilSDG set as a starting point.
Additional or different national indicators can belected to reflect national priorities and

1 Decision 47/101 (I) from the rapport of 24BN Statistical Commission
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/47th-sessionftents/Report-on-the-47th-session-of-the-
statistical-commission-E.pdf.
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circumstances. A national indicator might be esshleld if the global indicator is not
relevant or not ambitious enough in the nationaktext, or is not yet available.

65. Some countries, or regions within a country, magidie to establish indicators and
collect information at the sub-national level, esplty countries with large regional
differences or countries governed through fedeyatesns. Cities may decide to establish
indicators at the local level, especially to monitBoal 11 “Make cities and human
settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sushdéna

66. The case studies no 2 (Poland), 3 (Russian Fedeyatd (Switzerland) and 5
(Turkey) present examples of how countries areigig@alith national SDG indicators.

CES framework for measuring sustainable devefoment as a guidance tool

67. The CES frameworK for measuring sustainable development can hegxjatoring
how to complement the set of global indicators witgional or national indicators. A Task
Force set up by the CES Bureau in 2015 adjustecCEf® framework to align it with the
SDGs and mapped the SDGs, targets and indicatdh tthemes in the CES framewdrk.
The mapping groups indicators according to thenmdged to the traditional statistical
areas, such as health, education, labour, waterggnetc., and to the themes often used in
the sustainable development indicator sets of cmsit The mapping systematically
identifies regional indicators and areas whererdigilarly produced data can be helpful in
providing statistics for SDGs.

68. Several countries already have national sustaimddelopment indicator sets with
clear links to the CES framework. The adjusted @&aework can be useful for analysing
how these indicator sets could be revised to censgDGs while maintaining continuity
with the system used to measure sustainable davelaipup to now.

69. Furthermore, the CES framework includes a list bfifidicators for measuring
sustainable development. One of the criteria feniidying indicators was data availability.
Thus, the CES framework could help identify regloomanational indicators where data
would be available for a large number of countries.

Criteria for national and sub-national indicators

70. When developing national indicators, careful coesition should be given to
complying with the criteria set for the global iodtors; namely that “This [indicator]
framework will be simple yet robust, address all&Dand targets, including for means of
implementation, and preserve the political balanoggration and ambition contained
therein.®® A balanced, integrated and holistic approach te $election of national

18 The CES framework for measuring sustainable dewedop is presented in the&CES
Recommendations for Measuring Sustainable Development prepared by a  joint
UNECE/Eurostat/OECD Task Force and endorsed by the @E®ber countries and international
organisations in June 2013. The CES recommendafiomgde a universal approach to measuring
sustainable development drawing on three conceptiménsions of wellbeing. It also takes into
account the temporal dimension, considering thedsied the present (‘here and now’) and future
generations (‘later’) and of people living in otlmuntries (‘elsewhere’). These dimensions areelihk
to policy themes that cover the environmental, @cand economic aspects of sustainable development.
The themes, dimensions and the structure that biveta together constitute what is referred to in th
document as the ‘CES framework.’
19See https://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/stats/doenits/ece/ces/2016/mtg/NewCES_18-
Interim_report_on_SDGs_Revised .bdf

2 paragraph 75 in http://iwww.un.org/en/ga/searcividoc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1
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indicators will be needed to guard against ‘chepigking’ across SDGs. Outcome
indicators are preferred, except where the taqgetifically addresses inputs.

71. In selecting national indicators, the right balanuest be found between the benefit
of additional information relevant for the nationabntext and the reporting burden.
National indicators should consider other sustdaaevelopment indicators currently in
use for a given region (such as Eurostat’s sudtérdevelopment indicator list). Relevant,
nonduplicative indicators for which statistics gm®duced by official statistical systems
following established standards and methodolodiesilsl be prioritized.

72. The global SDG indicator list predominantly compssbjective indicators. At the

national level, subjective indicators could be édeed. Subjective indicators of wellbeing,
for example, have shown to be valid constructs eaml be measured reliably. There is
growing interest in understanding sustainable dmrakbnt by using both objective and
subjective measures.

73.  The following criteria for selecting national indiors should be discussed:

* maintain a balance between social, economic andagmaental indicators to remain
faithful to the intent and ambition of Agenda 2030;

* prioritize outcome indicators except where SDGétsgpecifically addresses inputs
or outputs;

* prioritize indicators that are produced by the @é#i statistical system following
established standards and agreed methodologies;

« take into account existing sustainable developnieditator lists by the relevant
organizations in the region (such as Eurostat df8dS3at);

» select multipurpose indicators whenever possiblentmimize the number of
indicators,21 and

* minimize reporting burden, taking into account ttatnumber of the global
indicators may be produced by international orgatiins (especially qualitative
indicators) and thus do not put a burden on natistadistical systems.

Considerations on regional indicators in the URCE region

74. Agenda 2030 states “The goals and targets wilbbeviied up and reviewed using a
set of global indicators. These will be complemdnby indicators at the regional and
national levels which will be developed by Membeat8&s.

75. Inits 2016 session, the UNSC emphasized that glabal indicators proposed are
intended for global follow-up and review of the 208genda for Sustainable Development
and are not necessarily applicable to all nati@oaltexts. Indicators for regional, national
and suzg)—national levels of monitoring will be deymdd at the regional and national
levels.’

2! Though multipurpose indicators help minimize thember of indicators, they may be less useful
for informing policy decisions, since multiple dimgons of outcomes would be implicated by
design.

22 paragraph 75 in http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/vigoc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1.
ZE/CN.3/2016/34, decision 47/101 BJCN.3/2016/34, decision 47/101 (i)
(http://lunstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/47th-sessiauithents/Report-on-the-47th-session-of-the-
statistical-commission-E.pdf).
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76. Itis important to clarify what is meant by regibmadicators. These are not global
indicators adjusted for a given region for comparisand publication. Rather, regional
indicators are intended to uniquely reflect reglanformation priorities.

77. The selection of regional indicators depends onsg@ts at the policy level about
the scope and focus of regional review and follgw-ii may depend on political rather
than statistical considerations.

78. The UNECE region is heterogeneous. Different cqugtoups and international and
supranational organizations in the region may hhe& own priorities and indicator lists.
For example, EU announces in the Commission Coneatioh on “Next steps for a
sustainable European futuféa regular monitoring of SDGs in the EU contexnira017
onwards, and the development of a reference irmlideamework for this purpose. OECD
has carried out a pilot study on measuring distaonc®DG targets based on data available
in OECD databases. CIS-Stat has established SD@atods for CIS countries based on a
recent survey on relevance and availability of gldhDG indicators in these countries.

79. Should a political demand emerge for regional iattics for the UNECE region,
these should therefore use a bottom-up approaddlmasthe indicators set up by Eurostat,
OECD and CIS Statistics Committee and the decisiohgountries on their national
indicators. Regional indicators for UNECE would &aw be in line with the indicator sets
of the other international and supra-national ciggions in the region.

80. Interest in regional indicators may also origintam international agencies with
mandates from their member countries to work inipaar areas (See Case Study 7 from
UNFPA on regional indicators).

Dissemination and publication

81. National and sub-national indicators for monitormfgSDGs (as well as global and
regional indicators) should be published by NSOsaitransparent manner. The same
system used to report or publish the global SDGcatdrs should be the reference system
for the national and sub-national reporting on SDGs

82. For information purposes, it is desirable for NSOspost summary information
about SDGs on their websites in their national leg(s) and/or English.

Recommendations for NSOs — National and sub-rniahal indicators
€) NSOs should identify indicators to measure délchievement of SDGs and
targets in their countries, especially in priopilicy areas.

(b)  National and sub-national indicators for thenitoring of SDGs (as well as
global and regional indicators) should be publisimea transparent manner by NSOs.

2 http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devcof/filerfuanication-next-steps-sustainable-europe-
20161122 _en.pdf (COM(2016) 739 adopted on 22 Noeer2B16; section 3.3)

% gee, for example, the approach of the Federakfitat Office of Germany
(https://www.destatis.de/EN/FactsFigures/Indicd®bss/SDG.html).
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VI.

Actions for the Steering Group — National and sb-national indicators

Short-term (complete before 2017 CES plenary ssion)

€) Identify CES member countries that intend toape establishing national
SDG indicators;

(b)  Provide a platform (e.g. at and expert megtio exchange experiences on
the selection of national SDG indicators and/omstipent of existing SDI sets to align
with SDGs.

Medium-term (complete before 2018 CES plenargession)

€) Identify guiding principles for selecting imatal SDG indicators and/or
adjusting existing SDI sets to align with SDG iratars;

(b)  Present guiding principles on selection ofiaral SDG indicators and/or
adjusting existing SDI sets to SDGs.

Long-term actions (complete after 2018 CES plany session)

(@) In consultation with the UNECE High-level Gmon the Modernization of
Statistics, consider broadening data sources, ekxpgrsurveys and using administrative
data to facilitate reporting for national SDG iratiors.

Reporting of global SDG indicators

83.  The section considers how reporting is organisathtional and regional levels and
for the supra-national organisations in the UNE@gion. It also discusses links with
reporting at the global level. Systematic reporti@DG indicators is needed for effective
monitoring of Agenda 2030. To ensure consistenayaoid duplication, it is important to

have a coordinated approach between the differeweld, taking account of existing
reporting mechanisms.

84. The section focuses mainly on organization of répgifrom the country viewpoint,

considering the most efficient approach to minimiegporting burden and avoid
duplication. The goal is to develop general guidaand criteria for the reporting of SDG
indicators.

85. Different countries may choose different reportogions depending on statistical
capabilities and national context (see Case Stufliémited Kingdom and 8, Mexico). To
facilitate the process of reporting the global S@icators, general guidelines on the
reporting framework should be provided.

National reporting mechanisms

86. Several countries are developing national reporfatforms (NRPs) for SDG
indicators (see Case Studies 9 - United States, R6land and 11 - United Kingdom).
Additionally it is likely that data reporting platims will be developed by international
organisations such as UNSD and other UN organissitidherefore, coordination is
necessary.

87. An SDG indicator reporting platform can have threemponents: (i) a data
collection or submission portal that allows diffierelata providers to submit/post data; (ii)
a production data base and (iii) a disseminatiatapahere users can find tables, texts and

17
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publications. The implementation of a disseminatiportal may also be part of a
communication strategy (Section VIII).

88. The CES Steering Group proposes that SDG indigtabases and dissemination
platforms used by countries for reporting purpasegt the following specifications, which
align with FPO%® and Agenda 2030:

e Comparability: NRPs should present data that are produced dogorth
internationally agreed methods so that they candeel for compiling regional and
global indicators (based on FPOS 8, 9, 10).

e Transparency: NRPs should permit posting of relevant metadatd ather
background documentation regarding limitations laf tinderlying statistics. This
should include descriptions of any revisions ofdlata (why they were made and by
whom) (based on FPOS 3).

» Timeliness: NRPs should permit reporting of statistics as thegome available by
member countries (that is, on a continuous ba¥#)ere statistics reported by a
country have not yet been standardized for intesnat comparability, this should
be clearly indicated by the platform (based on FBDS

 Public accessibility NRPs should permit public access to the compibelicators
(based on FPOS 1, 7).

89. NRPs should facilitate the posting of data requii@dcalculation of global trends
and indicators, and, coordinated with NSOs, datadyced by other organizations on a
country’s behalf. NSOs may limit the provision afunitry data to the global and regional
indicators only. In addition, countries may useabbshed data delivery mechanisms such
as data collections arranged by Eurostat, OECD BIECE in accordance to these
organizations’ mandates and responsibilities tivdeldata either on country level or pre-
aggregated by UN-regions (based on FPOS 1, 2,6}, 5,

90. Approaches to NRPs could differ among countriesvextbeless, to assure their
usefulness for reporting purposes, the CES Steefimgup suggests the following
minimum requirements:

« data for compiling the indicators should be takeont official statistics whenever
possible

* time series from 2015 onwards, and
« inclusion of basic metadata (definitions of indaatand data sources).

91. To facilitate international comparability and eask access, NRPs should be
designed to promote interoperability of statistarsd metadata. This will significantly
facilitate the work of international agencies tdlext, aggregate and analyse the data for
SDGs reporting at global and regional levels. It wiso facilitate sharing of statistics,
metadata and data science contributions acrosgr@simore generally.

92. In the case of countries that do not already haRP&Nfor SDGs, the minimum
requirements could be accomplished by including SBdicators in existing databases or
by publishing a table with the SDG indicators (eiigExcel format).

93. Countries should aim to present all SDG indicatwailable at the national level in
their NRPs, regardless of data sources (officiatigtcs as well as data from other

28 http:/lunstats.un.org/unsd/dnss/gp/fundprinciplgsx.
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providers should be included). Metadata on datacesushould be presented together with
data.

94. If proxy indicators are used in a country (see Bait this section), they should be
labelled as such in NRPs to distinguish them frdficial global indicators.

95. Ensuring appropriate mechanisms for data validadiwh quality control is essential.
NSOs are responsible for data from official statssaind their quality. For data from other
sources, NSOs do not have the authority to appafityuassurance mechanisms directly
(such as during the collection of the data). Irséheases, it is essential that NSOs review
and document the data quality and the methodstoseduce the data.

Data flow models

96. Reporting the SDG indicators and the related d#&vav fmodels need to be
considered at different levels: global, regionalional, sub-national and thematic levels.

Data flows at the national level

97. At the national level, different scenarios for dfitavs are possible. These depend
on the structure and level of development of thatisttcal system in the country:

centralised, decentralised or a combination ofeh&he data flows for SDGs indicators
probably will be based on the already existing na@ctms.

Data Flow Model 1: The NSO is a coordinator of all SDG indicators

98. A recommended model is that the NSO coordinateSRIG data provision in the
country (i.e., statistical and non-statistical gators are gathered by the NSO from all
country data providers and disseminated togethénk is linked with the existence of an
NRP; the agency maintaining the platform naturbigomes the coordinator of SDG data
provision. The NSO'’s coordinating role is linkedtlwvassessments of data availability in
the country (Section IV). If NSO leads such assesds) it will need to clarify the data
sources in the country and establish links withtal agencies providing data. Additionally,
NSOs can attend national policy discussions reggraéporting priorities and sensitivities.

99. According to this data flow model (see Figure 13®& publish all SDG national
statistics via NRP or in the form of a table. Argeacy interested can ‘pull’ the data from
NSOs. In this case, there are no ‘push’ data flirar national to regional or global level.
Such a solution will reduce reporting burden fa tountry.

Figure 1.
Data Flow Model 1

National Reporting Platform (or other form of data dissemination)

t

NSO Data from other
Data from official statistics national data providers

Data Flow Model 2: NSO and other agencies in the country both report SDG statistics

100. In practice, other agencies producing data in thenty often send them directly to
the international organizations responsible forcgpeindicators, possibly bypassing NSO.
For example, the Ministry of Health may send dateeally to the World Health
Organisation and the Ministry of Labour to the intgional Labour Organization (ILO).
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101. It is possible that NSO will take responsibilityr fonly those SDG indicators for
which NSO produces the underlying statistics aaddethe rest to other agencies. Another
possible model is that NSO will coordinate all istital indicators and that non-statistical
indicators will be provided by some other agency.(Ministry of Foreign Affairs, a
special agency/unit set up for this purpose) ocinbgrnational organizations (see Figure 2).

Figure 2.
Data Flow Model 2

(Or other form of data dissemination) ILO WHO orga(r)wtigaetrions

f f f

L st 2000 s e e Data from other national data providers

(NSO)

102. The quality assurance process is a fundamentattspdata flow models. Agencies
responsible for data flows at the national levelildohave different roles in quality
assurance: (i) acting as a “post-office” and simplgking data available on NRPs (or
sending it to international level); or (ii) undéditag various degrees of quality control, from
basic validation to full quality control. The CE$e&ring Group recommends that NSOs
clarify their role in this process.

103. Inthe case of the second data flow model, NSOd tebe informed about the other
data flows to ensure coherence between these ddtaféicial statistics. There may be
legitimate reasons why data differ but these diffiees should be known and explained.

104. The CES Steering Group recommends (based on thiaraton endorsed at CES
2015) NSO to be a strong coordinator on the natiewval for the global SDG data. Several
data flow models can achieve this, so the modesehshould be the one that best accounts
for national circumstances. For example, the impgletation of the first model supports
reporting transparency and enables internationahpaoability of data. Moreover, the
model emphasizes the central role of NSOs and iboitéis towards coherence of data. On
the other hand, such a solution requires significesources at NSOs. For some indicators,
NSOs may lack the required expertise and non-Btatisndicators may require national
policy input rather than provision of objectivetstcs.

Data flows from national to regional and/or glbal level

105. The data flows at regional and global level ark stider discussion. Agenda 2030
recommends basing the flow on existing reportingmaisms as much as possible since
there are already many reporting mechanisms inep(éar international statistical data
collection, different reporting obligations follomg UN Summits, international
conventions, etc.). These will continue to existl atarification of their linkages to SDG
reporting will take some time. It can be helpful ’SOs to try to get an overview of such
obligations at the national level.

106. Therefore, the Road Map cannot yet provide guidamcthe international reporting
mechanisms until this has not been clarified atgllobal level. Instead, the discussion will
consider the international reporting requiremerasnfthe viewpoint of ensuring efficiency,
minimizing excessive reporting burden and maintajréountry ownership of data.

107. Between national, regional and global levels, tlagadflows can be organised
according to different models. The fundamental ggle should be to avoid duplication or
creation of parallel reporting streams, if estdtdi flows already exist. The following data
flow models are possible:
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(@ Data could be sent from countries directlythe global level via UNSD.
However, this would require resources for UNSD tdlect the data that UNSD has
indicated it does not have;

(b)  Data could be sent from countries to UN orgatidons at the regional level
that then compile the data and forward it to thabgl level (UNSD). This would require
resources for data collection at the regional leSeich a model is used successfully, for
example, in the case of national accounts data issbon?";

(c) A central SDG database (maintained by UNSD, dmample) could be
compiled using data from international organizatiamsponsible for different subject
matter areas. This is, in fact, the case with tiveent SDG database maintained by UNSD
(the database was released in summer 2016 and atataadded as they become
available28).

108. In the case of MDGs, international organizationgemesponsible for all data. In
some cases, the organizations (or their countiigesff ran their own surveys in countries
that NSOs were not always aware of. In some casgi®nal agencies (such as ministries of
health or education) sent the data directly torir@Bonal organizations, without going
through NSO. This resulted in data in internatiatetabases differing from country data in
some cases by as much as 30-40%. Even if it wesieatdée to do so, this approach could
not be simply expanded to include SDGs, as thegrawvider range of subject areas and
all countries. It would require countries to sendtadto as many as 17 different
organizations (assuming a different organizatios wesponsible for each SDG), possibly
using different questionnaires and following diet reporting mechanisms.

109. Quality assurance at international level will requa process for harmonizing data
provided by different countries. Any adjustmentsdmao data to improve comparability
should be recorded in metadata. Metadata for nfdsieoSDG indicators submitted to date
by international organizations are available at website dedicated to SD8sut their
descriptions are incomplete and need improvement.

110. Countries, in agreement with their NS®snay choose to rely on reporting by other
entities. The IAEG-SDGs started a discussion oa flatvs at its 3rd and 4th meetings in
March and October 2016. At that time, it seemed tHéSD and other UN agencies would
favour a situation where UN agencies were key ttatssmitters. In this case, existing data
flows to these agencies should be used to avoitldaeporting. It would not be necessary
(but entirely at countries’ discretion) to re-poational data on a dedicated NRP.

111. The custodian agencies may use the online datab&sdlser organisations such as
UNECE, Eurostat and OECD to retrieve data thatadlyeexist there. On the other hand,
Eurostat and OECD do not plan to establish therasehs data hubs for the global SDG
indicators for the countries of the European SfatibSystem or other countries.

112. A different approach to data flows could apply teub-set of the indicators. Some
indicators could be submitted via established ditevs involving UN agencies (e.qg.,
UNDP, WHO, ILO, UNESCO, etc.).

2" Through a joint questionnaire, Eurostat collebtsdata from EU countries, OECD from OECD
countries, UNECE from the remaining countries ofrégion and UNSD from other countries.

28 http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/database/.

29 http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/metadata-tatiop/.

30 CES Declaration on the Role of NSOs in SDG Monitoring (ECE/CES/89/Add.1)
(http://lwww.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/stats/documeatse/ces/2015/CES_89 Add.1-E.pdf).
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113. From the country viewpoint, it is important thagienal and global data flows meet
the following criteria:

* reporting lines are clear and duplication is avdide

NSOs have an opportunity to validate the datadahafpublished about their country
by international organisations;

« quality control procedures are in place for puldiidata;
« data are produced and disseminated according BRKXS, and
» metadata are available to document the methodslassifications

114. The CES Steering Group recommends that NSOs claififich data flow model
would provide the most efficient transfer of thead&om the national to the global level
considering their national circumstances.

Collaboration with international organizations

115. According to Agenda 2030, regional organisationsuth contribute to regional
follow-up and review of the SDGs but also suppbet process of the global follow-up and
review’. To accomplish these tasks, horizontal cooperdiimeen actors at the regional
level as well as vertical cooperation between actdmational, regional and global levels is
required.

Ensuring comparability of statistics and metadta

116. Clear responsibilities should be defined to ensoraparability of data and to avoid
inconsistencies between data produced by NSOsddfbrent international, regional and
supranational organisations. Data flows to glolyghaisations should concern only global
indicators. Likewise, data flows for regional ingliors should be organised at the regional
level.

117. The fact that many of the data and metadata releieathe SDG indicators have

already been collected and stored in a databadeubystat for ESS countries should be
borne in mind for the sake of efficiency, consistemnd control of reporting burden on
NSOs. The same applies to data collected and stoi®@&CD databases.

Standardization of data transmission

118. The Statistical Data and Metadata Exchange (SDMAY tve a useful resource in
ensuring standardization of data and metadata tiegoto regional or global SDG
databases. SDMX is a set of technical standardscantent-oriented guidelines, together
with an IT architecture and tools, used for thecefft exchange and sharing of statistical
data and metadata. This has worked well acrosspteuttountry reporting platforms.

119. A working group on SDMX for the SDG indicators hbsen established under
IAEG-SDGs. It is tasked with developing an SDMXwta@n for SDGs. In autumn 2016 the
group was set up and a chair appointed. The fiesttimg took place in Aguascalientes,
Mexico in October, 2016.

120. To support reporting for MDGs, SDMX was expandednidude a Data Structure
Definition (DSD), facilitating data exchange betwe®NSD, UNESCO and the World
Bank. Another MDG-related initiative, CountryDatajas developed to support data

31 paragraphs 80 and 83 in http://www.un.org/en/ga¢sgview_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/1



ECE/CES/2017/2

exchange with NSO¥. Indicators and metadata from NSOs are deliveredths
CountryData platform, where they are then compat@dinternational statistics and
metadata to identify and address discrepancies.

Collaboration on regional statistical products

121. To put in place an effective SDG reporting systeithiw the UNECE region,
collaboration is needed in different areas to emsbat member state priorities are taken
into consideration and duplication of reportingogffis avoided.

122. UNECE currently maintains a small database progdimacroeconomic, gender,
transport, timber and MDG data. This database cdaddextended to include SDG
indicators.

123. OECD maintains a wealth of data relevant to SDGsit$nvarious statistical
databases. It has supplied data and metadatagf@sN’s global indicator framework, both
directly and in collaboration with other agenciels. recently published a pilot study,
“Measuring Distance to the SDGs Targétsising a total of 86 indicators included in its
databases to assess the distance OECD countrieschtravel to reach the targets. Further
work on SDGs may be considered in the context dafisitns on the OECD’s future
Programmes of Work and Budget.

124. From 2017 onwards, the European Commission (Eujosthh carry out a regular
monitoring of the Sustainable Development GoalamnEU context. This is a separate
exercise from the UN global and regional monitoriigrostat is developing a reference
indicator framework for the EU SDG monitoring, amaunced in section 3.3 of the EU
Commission Communication on “Next steps for a snatde European future’”

125. As much as possible, the EU SDG indicator framewuitkuse indicators based on
European statistics but will also include indicatilom other sources provided they satisfy
agreed minimum requirements (e.g., regularly pbbklis by its producer, having a
documented methodology, using methods that sasisfiystical quality requirements etc.).
The EU SDG indicator framework will create no aduial burden to the EU Member
States. It will focus on indicators that are aleadailable or on which work is already
ongoing for other purposes and that have a goodoehto become available in time to be
included in the EU SDG monitoring starting in 20Therefore, EU Member States do not
have to establish new data flows to Eurostat, aet up national reporting platforms for
the purpose of EU SDG monitoring.

126. To avoid inconsistencies in data analysis and agdi@en for the reports of the
international and supra-national organisationshie UNECE region, maintaining good
cooperation among Eurostat, OECD and UNECE is itapbr The regional offices of the
thematic UN agencies (UNESCO, ILO, WHO, etc.) sbdm¢ involved in data collection
(see Case Studies 12 by UNICEF and 13 by UNFPApdAmia and data analysts in
general may provide methodological support.

%2 https://data.un.org/countrydata.

33 http://ww.oecd.org/std/OECD-Measuring-DistancesGs- Targets-Pilot-Study. pdf.

34 http://lec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/filefoanication-next-steps-sustainable-europe-
20161122_en.pdf (COM(2016) 739 adopted on 22 Noeer2d16)
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Special reporting situations

Data providers from outside official statistics

127. In several cases, NSOs routinely complement statistalculated from official
surveys or registers with data collected by thiadtips, such as other levels of government,
businesses, research institutes, media outlets, \N@f. These approaches may also be
used when reporting national statistics for SDGdatbrs.

Reporting non-statistical indicators

128. Some SDGs are to be monitored by non-statisticdicators (e.g., YES/NO
indicators). The approach to reporting of such dattirs will differ among countries
depending on the chosen data flow model. When N@&f®dinates all SDG indicators in the
country, non-statistical indicators should be ideld and presented together with statistical
ones.

Using proxy indicators

129. In some cases, data providers for a particular ttpunay have statistics or other
forms of information that are similar to, but naietly the same as, a specific global SDG
indicator. These are called “proxy” indicators ammdintries may wish to report them when
reporting the global indicator is not possible. Brindicators should be clearly noted as
such when reported. If reporting of both the prand global indicator is possible, the
decision to do so will be affected by timing andnding considerations. Other
considerations will include the frequency of usaha “proxy” indicator in policy making
and breaks in time series, among others.

Recommendations for National Statistical Office — Reporting of global
SDG indicators

(@) Countries should determine reporting approacth data flow models at the
national level (centralised in one focal point ecentralised);

(b) NSOs should consider the development of NlBPSDG indicators;

(c) NSOs should meet the following minimum requients when reporting SDG
indicators:

» data for compiling the indicators should be takeonf official statistics whenever
possible;

* time series from 2015 onwards, and
« inclusion of basic metadata (e.g., definitionsraficators and data sources).

(d) NSOs should direct users to their websitesfitd national statistics and
national metadata prepared for global SDG indicatbtfSOs also should direct users to
UNSD’s website to find country-specific statistesd metadata that have been adjusted for
international comparison;

(e) NSOs should maintain networks so that theeldgwment of the system for
SDG indicators from all country providers can belenstood and so that investments can
be of use to the country as a whole;

(f) Special attention should be paid to ensurbecence of data reported at all
levels and to provide the required metadata.
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Actions for the Steering Group — Reporting of gpbal indicators

Short-term (complete by 2017 CES meeting)

(a) Establish a task force on NRPs;

(b) Through the task force on NRPs, provide coestwith best practices on
NRPs; enable exchange of experience regarding N&tisdefine guidelines for countries
to facilitate decisions about reporting approacth 4ue development of NRPs.
Medium-term (complete by 2018 CES meeting)

Establish a process to decide whether and howstabksh regional reporting
platforms.

Long-term (complete after 2018 CES meeting)

Coordinate the CES reporting framework in ordeensure consistency of data and
metadata at regional level.
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