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What are non-official statistical sources?

• Statistics produced by non-official organisations, not covered by 

government or other formal standards (Code of Practice).

• An output that does not come from a UK governmental 

department or government-related body, local or devolved 

authority, or an official international reporting body (e.g. Eurostat, 

UNSD, OECD). 

• Examples: charities, businesses, academia.

• Benefits and risks
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Protocol for assessment of non-official sources

• Based on a model from Statistics Netherlands, and aligned with 

UKSA Code of Practice and Ethics Advisory Committee 

guidelines

• Covers assessment of statistical data sources

• SDG-specific, but could be adapted to non-SDG context for 

wider use

• Provides a numeric score for each source to aid decision for 

inclusion on the UK’s SDG data site
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https://code.statisticsauthority.gov.uk/the-code/


Protocol for assessment of non-official sources
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Original publication (July 2021): 
UK Sustainable Development Goals: 
use of non-official sources

https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/environmentalaccounts/methodologies/uksustainabledevelopmentgoalsuseofnonofficialsources


Assessment template – quality gateway
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Indicator 8.10.1

ATM Statistics 
and Trends 
(LINK data)



Assessment template – matrix scoring
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Indicator 8.10.1

ATM Statistics 
and Trends 
(LINK data)



Assessment template – matrix scoring
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Indicator 8.10.1

ATM Statistics 
and Trends 
(LINK data)



Recent updates

• Case study: OSCAR research gender analysis report

• Useful for indicator 5.5.1: Proportion of seats held by women in 

national parliaments and local governments

• Initially failed because no public record of time series (overwriting 

old data)

• Contacted supplier and arranged public record to timeseries –

PASS

• Highlighted the need to clarify “Timeliness and ongoing 

availability”
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https://www.oscar-research.co.uk/data-intelligence/genderanalysis.php


Recent updates
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Criterion

Criteria Assessment

3 - high 2 - medium 1 - low 0 - not acceptable

Source 

Score Explanation

Timeliness 

and 

ongoing 

availability

Source is sufficiently current to 

be informative, with a time 

series from at least 2015 and 

no time lag greater than 15 

months for annual data, or 6 

months for monthly data. A 

wider lag of 2 years is 

acceptable when the impact of 

any statistical change may 

take longer to be observed, 

e.g. for some environmental 

statistics. No gaps (missing 

data) in the time series. The 

source is reasonably expected 

to be regularly updated and 

available in the future. There 

must be a record of previous 

data points (i.e. the source 

provides a time series)

Source is sufficiently up to 

date to be informative, with a 

time lag no greater than 2 

years (3 years for statistical 

changes that may take longer 

to be observed, such as 

some environmental 

statistics). There are no gaps 

in the time series. There 

must be a record of previous 

data points (i.e. the source 

provides a time series). New 

timely sources without 

previous data points that are 

expected to be updated and 

available in the future would 

be included.

Source is older than 2 years (3 

years for statistical changes 

that may take longer to be 

observed, such as some 

environmental statistics), but is 

still meaningful in the social, 

environmental, or economic 

context of the indicator. The 

time series may have gaps, or 

only one data point is available

has been produced.

Source is too old to be 

meaningful, with the latest data 

point(s) before 2015, or has too 

great a time lag, and/or no 

reasonable expectation of future 

updates. The source does not 

provide access to existing historic 

data (time series)



Recent updates

• Based on feedback and practical 

use

• Clarification for “Timeliness and 

ongoing availability”

• Merging the “Data journey 

awareness” and “Quality 

assurance” criteria into a “Data 

quality” dimension
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Recent updates
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Data journey 

awareness

quality

There is a comprehensive, 

fully documented data 

journey from collection to 

publication phases. Data 

validation procedures are 

outlined. It is clear how the 

source wasdata were

collected and pre-processed 

(if relevant). Largely 

compliant with standards in 

the Code principle Q3 

(assured quality), specifically 

outlining aspects of accuracy 

and reliability

The data journey is outlined from 

collection to publication phases.

Compliant with principle Q3.2 

from the Code - transparency

about the quality assurance 

approach taken throughout the

preparation of the statistics. Any 

issues with quality of the data 

and statistics are transparently 

outlined

Parts of the data journey be may 

be described with limited detail, 

but the data journey path can be 

followed.Some basic checks 

have been conducted, such that 

accuracy and reliability of the 

data source can be established, 

but no formal quality assurance 

available.

No data journey available, or 

parts of the data journey are 

missing or too poorly 

described to assess the stages 

it has been through.No 

information on data quality or 

quality assurance of the 

statistics

Quality 

Assurance 

Fully documented and 

published QA process, fully 

meeting the quality standards 

in the Code principle Q3 

(assured quality).

Largely compliant with standards 

in the Code principle Q3, 

specifically with Q3.3 (covering 

accuracy and reliability). Some 

particular or minor details of the 

process may be missing from the 

documentation.

Some basic checks have been 

conducted, such that accuracy 

and reliability of the source can 

be established. Further work 

may be needed to explicitly meet 

standards in principle Q3 of the 

Code.

No QA process has been 

conducted, is not presented, or 

the process is too poor to 

present. No evidence of data 

accuracy and reliability.



Recent updates
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Data journey 

awareness

quality

There is a comprehensive, 

fully documented data 

journey from collection to 

publication phases. Data 

validation procedures are 

outlined. It is clear how the 

source wasdata were

collected and pre-processed 

(if relevant). Largely 

compliant with standards in 

the Code principle Q3 

(assured quality), specifically 

outlining aspects of accuracy 

and reliability

The data journey is outlined from 

collection to publication phases.

Compliant with principle Q3.2 

from the Code - transparency

about the quality assurance 

approach taken throughout the

preparation of the statistics. Any 

issues with quality of the data 

and statistics are transparently 

outlined

Parts of the data journey be may 

be described with limited detail, 

but the data journey path can be 

followed.Some basic checks 

have been conducted, such that 

accuracy and reliability of the 

data source can be established, 

but no formal quality assurance 

available.

No data journey available, or 

parts of the data journey are 

missing or too poorly 

described to assess the stages 

it has been through.No 

information on data quality or 

quality assurance of the 

statistics

Quality 

Assurance 

Fully documented and 

published QA process, fully 

meeting the quality standards 

in the Code principle Q3 

(assured quality).

Largely compliant with standards 

in the Code principle Q3, 

specifically with Q3.3 (covering 

accuracy and reliability). Some 

particular or minor details of the 

process may be missing from the 

documentation.

Some basic checks have been 

conducted, such that accuracy 

and reliability of the source can 

be established. Further work 

may be needed to explicitly meet 

standards in principle Q3 of the 

Code.

No QA process has been 

conducted, is not presented, or 

the process is too poor to 

present. No evidence of data 

accuracy and reliability.

Q3.2 Quality assurance arrangements should be 
proportionate to the nature of the quality issues 
and the importance of the statistics in serving the 
public good. Statistics producers should be 
transparent about the quality assurance approach 
taken throughout the preparation of the statistics. 
The risk and impact of quality issues on statistics and 
data should be minimised to an acceptable level for 
the intended uses. 

Q3.3 The quality of the statistics and data, including 
their accuracy and reliability, coherence and 
comparability, and timeliness and punctuality, should 
be monitored and reported regularly. Statistics 
should be validated through comparison with other 
relevant statistics and data sources. The extent and 
nature of any uncertainty in the estimates should be 
clearly explained.



Current non-official sources examples

• Indicator 8.10.1 – ATM numbers from LINK

• Indicator 6.6.1 – Ground water levels from British Geological 

survey and river flow data from Centre for Ecology and 

Hydrology (in progress)

• Indicator 3.1.1 – Maternal mortality from The National Perinatal 

Epidemiology Unit and MBRRACE charity

• Indicator 12.3.1 – Food waste per capita from WRAP charity

• Indicator 1.4.2 – Rights to land and tenure security from Prindex
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Thank you!


