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Introduction

This document contains a compilation of the work plans for global SDG indicators
categorised as Tier III. These work plans were collected via an online consultation that was
initiated at the request of the Inter-agency and Expert Group on Sustainable Development
Goal Indicators (IAEG-SDGs) with those international agencies, entities, funds and
programmes that are responsible for the methodological development and global compilation
of data for these indicators.

This compilation includes all work plans that were submitted during the online consultation.
However, the work plans for some Tier III indicators are missing as some remain without a
custodian agency while for others, a work plan has yet to be submitted by the custodian
agency. A complete list of the Tier III indicators for which no work plan was received can be
found in the Annex.

This compilation of work plans is a living document and represents an initial, concise version
of the work plans that will be reviewed by the IAEG-SDGs and eventually discussed during
the 4™ meeting of the IAEG-SDGs in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. As the IAEG-SDGs reviews
these work plans, they may request additional or clarifying information for some indicators.
When a work plan for a Tier III indicator is updated, this compilation will also be updated
and the compilation will serve as part of a background document to be submitted at the 48
session of the United Nations Statistical Commission in March 2017.

For any questions regarding these work plans please contact Benjamin Rae (raeb@un.org).
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Goal 1: End poverty in all its forms everywhere

Goal 1

Target number: 1.4

Indicator Number and Name: 1.4.2 Proportion of total adult population with secure tenure rights to
land, with legally recognized documentation and who perceive their rights to land as secure, by sex
and by type of tenure.

Agency: UN Habitat and World Bank
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Methodological Development indicator (including data collection tools) : UN Habitat (Eduardo
Moreno, Robert Ndugwa, Oumar Sylla); World Bank (Klaus Deininger, Gero Carletto, Thea
Hilhorst), Jennifer Witriol (Millennium Challenge Account land impact evaluation expert); regional
representatives national statistical agencies (Africa, Asia, LAC, ECA).

Options for synergies with indicator 5.1a (FAQO) and urban (tenure) informality (11 UN Habitat) —
will be taken into account.

Consultation: The stakeholders supporting the adoption of this indicator will be consulted on the
methodology and data collection. They will play a key role also in ensuring use of findings in country,
continental and global level policy dialogue. Additional organizations and networks engaged in
consultations are Global Donor working Group on Land (bilateral and multilateral donors like
USAID, BMZ, Netherlands, DfID, JICA, IFAD), Global Land Indicators Initiative — Global Land
Tool Network (GLII/GTLN — about 70 CSO, NGO, professional organization, research and training
organizations (IASS), bilateral and multilateral organizations working on land, ) , International Land
Coalition (ILC — network of CSO, NGO and international organizations working on land), UNEP, and
Gallup. In addition, several more specific data collection initiatives are set up by networks and
organization in their member countries, categories of people (like indigenous peoples, gender); tenure
types (commons/ group rights like land mark, Africa commons index) or issues (forests - RRI, slums,
perceptions). The findings will contribute to enriching policy analysis. Through the consultation
process, options for standardization in data collection approaches will be encouraged to facilitate
comparative analysis and will even contribute to progress son the indicator (tenure regularization in
slums; recording of indigenous people rights; gender rights). .

Stakeholders’ consultation takes place via virtual meetings, reference groups and expert group
meetings. "

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

National statistical systems are the main source of data for this indicator. Each national (or regional
body like UEOMA) will be consulted on including a limited set of standardized questions (legally
recognized documentation and perceived tenure security) in already established, nationally
representative multi topic household surveys. Representatives of national statistical systems will be
consulted on the methodology.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator
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"The methodology design work plan will be submitted end of July and lay out the steps for
developing, testing and peer reviewing, and capacity building required. Methodology development
will already include data collection (administrative data from registries and cadasters; available
survey data) to test options for computing and their robustness for different country settings.

Security of Tenure methodology is now developed for Household surveys, and has been piloted in
selected countries in the developing regions (LSMS — ISA / 8 countries).

Technical and practical feasibility of the methods proposed for data collection and analysis will
include an assessment of how the indicators work in practice (and can be combined with other
analytical work), deliver the necessary combinations of quantitative and qualitative information to
support understanding and allow the degrees of disaggregation required (methodological feasibility).
These results will determine the need for any additional piloting to ensure methodologies and
procedures for gathering samples or comprehensive data are sufficiently rigorous and detailed and that
statistical methods for data analysis and computation of indicator values over time are sound,
consistent and reliable so as to produce significant results in all regions prior to roll out globally."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

The methodology will be subject to rigorous peer review and published, before being submitted for
review to the IAEG —SDG for graduation to tier I; No international standards will need to be
developed for this indicator; international agreement on substance will be achieved through the
consultation mechanism already in place and that helped propose this indicator, that engage the main
stakeholders and networks working on land globally.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The methodological work for this indicator is scheduled for completion in 12 months (October 2017)
following approval of approach by IAG-SDG

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

The World Bank and UN Habitat have an archive of household surveys and census produced by
national statistical systems. These data sets are analysed for variables of relevance for this indicators
and will be used for developing and testing possible computing formula(s) and disaggregation for the
indicator and developing meta data (by country for land type). For all upcoming LSMS surveys, the
addition or expansion of land questions (in line with indicator 1.4.2) is already taking place as these
surveys only take place every 3-5 years. Examples include Ghana, Malawi. Uganda and Zimbabwe,
but also UEOMA standard survey). This indicator also uses administrative data produced by cadasters
and registries. Collection of data on the number of plots that are mapped and registered in official
government systems, total area covered and gender disaggregation has also started and a respondent
list for these agencies is being built. The results will also be used for country level meta data
(structure of the land information system).

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity, Satellite images, remote sensing
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If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

e Security of land tenure is a multi-dimensional entity. Due to the different denominators,
different tools for measurement and monitoring have to be used. Efficiency of data collection and
reducing the burden for national statistical systems and reporting agencies is a key criteria.

. Questions will be added to upcoming national surveys (or census) that are already planned
and funded, and integrated and adapted into the existing survey structure, in a way that elicits
consistent data across different countries.

. To assist countries, a set of guidelines will be developed and discussed with the national
statistical systems. Technical assistance will be made available (possibly through the Rome Data hub
(established by FAO, IFAD and World Bank) and Habitat to national statistical systems to support the
integration of these questions in existing surveys, enumerator training and facilitate analysis.

. Possibilities for expanding questions in standardized and nationally representative surveys
like the DHS will be explored and discussed, which will be important for countries where the survey
frequency is relatively low. Questions on land and housing ownership are already included in the
DHS since 2015 and options for more granularity will be discussed.

. Options for expanding land related questions in any upcoming census will also be explored.
. Administrative data will be derived from national land information systems (cadasters and
registries), but the completeness and quality will vary across countries, reason why meta data are
important. The quality of administrative is expected to improve in the period up to 2030, (which
would imply a larger percentage of the adult population having legally documented rights) and will
already be high in for example most OECD countries

. Responsibility for administrative data collection will be with national line ministries or land
registries, with methodological support provided through international organizations and regional
bodies (e.g. UN-WPLA) to facilitate experience sharing and consistency across countries.
Responsibility for household surveys will be with national statistical offices."

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Data collection for administrative data will be on an annual basis; Survey data will be available on an
annual basis in more developed countries, but frequency will be 3-5 years in several developing
countries. Phasing in land questions in all relevant surveys globally will take a few years and requires
interest of member states. This frequency will be assessed during methodology development in
relation an expected (measurable) change on an annual basis in most countries. Annual reporting is
the aim as this is important also for sustaining policy dialogue at the country level. As already
indicated, UN Habitat and World Bank will work closely with country and regional statistical
agencies and global partners; provide capacity development support for country data collection,
analysis and reporting. This work will be supported by the Global Donor Working Group on Land,
and other partners collaborating in the GLII platform like for capacity strengthening at regional and
country level for data providers and reporting mechanisms; and promoting understanding of this
indicator at all levels.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

"UN Habitat and World Bank will facilitate a multi-stakeholder Expert Group Meetings for review
and build consensus on methodology and tools for data collection. The publication of the

methodology will be subject to a standard peer review.

The aim is that all data used for computing this indicator will be submitted by the national system,
like line agencies (registries/ cadasters) and national statistical agencies. In those countries where land
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tenure security is of greater concern, national policy dialogues will be organized with support of the
networks supporting this indicator and its measurements. Local organizations can use these events to
submit additional data and information to enrich the analysis and assessment of progress. "



Goal 1: End poverty in all its forms everywhere

Target number: 1.5

Indicator Number and Name: "1.5.1 Number of deaths, missing persons and persons affected by
disaster per 100,000 people"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.

The methodology proposes the collection and use of simple and uniform physical indicators of
mortality (number of people) as the point of departure for computation.
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Time dimension should be defined when to record/report data.

Methodologies and standards as well as data for “number of deaths” are very solid and robust.

The number of “missing persons” is subject to legal procedures and time threshold, thus it is not
consistently collected among Member States.

The number of “persons affected” has same problems as those of “missing persons” but with more
complexity. The definition of “persons affected” has not been universal and

still under development. The OEIWG is currently discussing sub-categories of “persons affected”
taking into account rationality and feasibility. Nevertheless double-counting is unavoidable in many
countries and the value is a proxy, it would provide global trends and measure global progress."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

If the answer is 'No', when do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with
which partners will your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
Ideally hazard-by-hazard basis, at least annually
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please briefly describe:

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Not every country has a comparable national disaster loss database that is consistent with the
proposed guidelines (although current coverage exceeds 89 countries). Therefore, by 2020, it is
expected that all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to the
recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG."



Goal 1: End poverty in all its forms everywhere

Target number: 1.5

Indicator Number and Name: "1.5.2 Direct disaster economic loss in relation to global GDP"
Agency: UNISDR

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
The methodology proposes, whenever possible, the collection and use of simple and uniform physical

indicators of damage (counts of assets affected) as the starting point for calculations, instead of
requesting countries to directly evaluate the economic value of direct losses. A centralized and
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common approach to estimate direct economic losses will result in a homogeneous and consistent
indicator.

Time dimension should be defined when to record/report data.

The OEIWG is currently discussing sub-categories of “direct disaster economic loss” taking into
account rationality and feasibility among Member States. Although there are great variation in
physical and economical situations and data availability among Member States, the value would
provide global trends and measure global progress."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

If the answer is 'No', when do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with
which partners will your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
Ideally hazard-by-hazard basis, at least annually
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please briefly describe:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Not every country has a comparable national disaster loss database that is consistent with the
proposed guidelines (although current coverage exceeds 89 countries). Therefore, by 2020, it is
expected that all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to the
recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG."

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Not every country has a comparable national disaster loss database that is consistent with the
proposed guidelines (although current coverage exceeds 89 countries). Therefore, by 2020, it is
expected that all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to the
recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG."
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Target number: 1.5

Indicator Number and Name: "1.5.3 Number of countries with national and local disaster risk
reduction strategies"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The quantitative indicators should measure quality, introducing increment measurements for
achievement judged by necessary criteria stipulated in the Sendai Framework.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional

Informal consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):

http://www .preventionweb.net/documents/oiewg/Technical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
€s%200n%?20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

If the answer is 'No', when do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with
which partners will your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Information on DRR strategies were collected from the biennial monitoring of progress in the Hyogo
Framework for Action through the multi-stakeholder review (ended in 2015). The primary purpose of
the tool is to assist countries to monitor and review their progress and challenges in the
implementation of disaster risk reduction. A new online Sendai Framework Monitor will begin in
2017 and the first cycle of the biennial monitoring will be in 2017-2018. The Sendai Framework
monitoring will be synchronized with SDG monitoring at the national level, to strengthen coherence
and facilitate coordinated submission to ECOSOC and the UN General Assembly.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please briefly describe:

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Reporting of the Hyogo Framework for Action (HFA) Monitor and the succeeding Sendai Monitor
under development is only global database collecting DRR policy information, despite non-mandatory
basis. 140+ countries undertook at least one cycle of self-assessment of progress in implementing the
HFA during the period 2005-2015. (60 countries at start in 2007)."
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Goal 2

Target number: 2.3

Indicator Number and Name: 2.3.1 Volume of production per labour unit by classes of
farming/pastoral/forestry enterprise size

Agency: FAO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

The FAO Statistics Division, the FAO Agricultural Development Economics Division, the Global
Strategy on Agricultural Statistics, the World Bank, IFAD

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Member countries will be consulted through the Inter-Agency and Expert Group (IAEG) on
Sustainable Development Goal Indicators. A methodological proposal will be submitted to the IAEG
before the end of 2016, to gather comments and reactions from member countries in the spring of
2017.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The FAO Statistics Division will promote an expert consultation, in collaboration with the FAO
Agricultural Development Economics Division, the Global Strategy to Improve Agricultural and
Rural Statistics, the World Bank Living Standard Measurement team and IFAD. The consultation will
host representatives of member countries, independent scholars and possibly representatives of the
private sector and the civil society. The consultation will primarily discuss and identify harmonized
definitions of smallholder food producers, productivity and income. It will also discuss the
computation of related indicators, such as access to land, financial services, education and social
protection.

Data collection will refer to the adoption of the approach proposed by the FAO AGRIS project. This
entails the establishment of an integrated set of enterprise-based data collection exercises in
agriculture. Core indicators — such as production — are collected on an annual basis, while other
indicators are collected less frequently through consistent sampling. For data at the household level,
emphasis will be place on the World Bank Living Standard Measurement System, particularly the
Integrated Surveys of Agriculture.

The expert consultation will take place in the fall of 2016.

As a second step, based on the results of the expert consultation, FAO will take the lead on drafting a
proposal in collaboration with key partners on identifying classes of farming, pastoral and forestry
enterprise sizes, and measuring their productivity and income. The proposal will be submitted to the
IAEG before the end of 2016, in view of a gathering comments and opinions from member countries
in the spring of 2017. One likely opportunity will be the annual meeting of the UN Statistical
Commission."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"International harmonized definitions are required for:

14



Goal 2: End hunger, achieve food security and improved
nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture

2. Smallholder food producers
3. Income
4. Productivity"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
Mid-2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

Micro data required for measuring productivity and income of food producers by enterprise size are
currently being collected in several countries through household budget surveys. These are being used
on an experimental basis by the FAO Statistics Division to compute indicators of rural livelihoods.
How do you plan to collect the data?

Obtain data directly from country database/website, The FAO AGRIS project

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

It depends on the countries. Microdata from households budged surveys will likely be available from
every year in the best case to approximately every 5 years in the worst cases. The FAO AGRIS
project may provide more frequent data.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Results and methodologies will be shared with member countries. Capacity building exercises are
planned to take place at regional and possibly at country level.
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Target number: 2.3

Indicator Number and Name: 2.3.2: Average income of small-scale food producers, by sex and
indigenous status

Agency: FAO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

The FAO Statistics Division, the FAO Agricultural Development Economics Division, the Global
Strategy on Agricultural Statistics, the World Bank, IFAD

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Member countries will be consulted through the Inter-Agency and Expert Group (IAEG) on
Sustainable Development Goal Indicators. A methodological proposal will be submitted to the IAEG
before the end of 2016, to gather comments and reactions from member countries in the spring of
2017.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The FAO Statistics Division will promote an expert consultation, in collaboration with the FAO
Agricultural Development Economics Division, the Global Strategy to Improve Agricultural and
Rural Statistics, the World Bank Living Standard Measurement team and IFAD. The consultation will
host representatives of member countries, independent scholars and possibly representatives of the
private sector and the civil society. The consultation will primarily discuss and identify harmonized
definitions of smallholder food producers, productivity and income. It will also discuss the
computation of related indicators, such as access to land, financial services, education and social
protection.

Data collection will refer to the adoption of the approach proposed by the FAO AGRIS project. This
entails the establishment of an integrated set of enterprise-based data collection exercises in
agriculture. Core indicators — such as production — are collected on an annual basis, while other
indicators are collected less frequently through consistent sampling. For data at the household level,
emphasis will be place on the World Bank Living Standard Measurement System, particularly the
Integrated Surveys of Agriculture.

The expert consultation will take place in the fall of 2016.

As a second step, based on the results of the expert consultation, FAO will take the lead on drafting a
proposal in collaboration with key partners on identifying classes of farming, pastoral and forestry
enterprise sizes, and measuring their productivity and income. The proposal will be submitted to the
IAEG before the end of 2016, in view of a gathering comments and opinions from member countries
in the spring of 2017. One likely opportunity will be the annual meeting of the UN Statistical
Commission."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"International harmonized definitions are required for:

2. Smallholder food producers
3. Income
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4. Productivity"
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
Mid-2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

Micro data required for measuring productivity and income of food producers by enterprise size are
currently being collected in several countries through household budget surveys. These are being used
on an experimental basis by the FAO Statistics Division to compute indicators of rural livelihoods.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, The FAO
AGRIS project

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

It depends on the countries. Microdata from households budged surveys will likely be available from
every year in the best case to approximately every 5 years in the worst cases. The FAO AGRIS
project may provide more frequent data.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Results and methodologies will be shared with member countries. Capacity building exercises are
planned to take place at regional and possibly at country level.
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Goal 2: End hunger, achieve food security and improved
nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture

Target number: 2.4

Indicator Number and Name: 2.4.1, percentage of agricultural land under sustainable and
productive agriculture

Agency: FAO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Currently FAO is developing the methodology with the involvement/input of experts — both
statistical and technical — from within the organization. This includes experts in agricultural
production, natural resources (biodiversity, land and water), socio-economics, and statistics.

A next step will be to involve international stakeholders — including other international organizations,
countries, civil society and the private sector — in further shaping the methodology. This discussion
will commence at an expert meeting in Rome, currently scheduled for October 2016.

Before submitting the revised methodology to the IAEG-SDG by the end of the year, it will be peer
reviewed by the Inter-Agency and Expert Group on Food Security, Agricultural and Rural Statistics
(IAEG-AGQG), which is made up of country representatives from National Statistical services (NSSs)
and international organizations, and has the mandate of guiding methodological developments and
standards in agricultural statistics."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

As stated above NSSs will be involved both in an expert meeting in October 2016 as well as in the
final peer review before submitting the revised methodology to the IAEG-SDG by year-end. The
methodology will also be piloted in selected countries. The NSSs will also be part of this process.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The main principle behind the development of the indicator is to make all efforts so that the indicator
reflects, as much as possible and without modifying it, the vision behind the formulation of indicator
2.4, which is of sustainable food production systems and resilient agriculture practices that increase
productivity and production, help maintain ecosystems, strengthen capacity for adaptation to climate
change and extreme weather, droughts, flooding, and other disasters, and that progressively improve
land and soil quality.

The methodology for the development of indicator 2.4.1 benefits from a vast amount of
methodological work on sustainable agriculture that has been conducted in the past. As a first stage,
FAO is mapping and analyzing past and existing initiatives in relation to the monitoring of sustainable
agriculture. In parallel, an architecture is being developed for the indicator that ensures that it captures
the different dimensions of target 2.4. Experts are requested to propose key metrics to be used in
measuring the different dimensions of the indicator. Data collection methods are being assessed in
parallel in order to propose the best balance between cost and quality of information. Metrics and data
collection methods are assessed in combination with the outcome of S.M.A.R.T. indicators.
Development of the indicator benefits from partnership with the Global Strategy to Improve
Agricultural and Rural Statistics. This ensures that the methodological development is tightly linked
to how the data will be collected at country level.

The architecture and metrics will be presented and discussed at an expert meeting, which will involve
international organizations and internationally recognized experts in the field of sustainable
agriculture. The revised methodology will be peer reviewed by the IAEG-AG and submitted to the
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IAEG-SDG. The methodology will be piloted in selected countries. Detailed guidelines will also be
developed to help support countries in their monitoring and reporting."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

This process will set an international standard/definition on how to measure sustainable agriculture
and the methodology to do so.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
the majority of the methodological work will be completed by the end of 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

Data for this indicator will come from data that are already being collected from the National
Statistical System. Two sources are being proposed in order to respond to what might be available in a
country and based on its statistical capacity. The first is through administrative data, which is already
collected through a National Statistical System. The second, which provides more granular
information, will be through farm surveys (such as Agricultural Integrated Surveys, AGRIS) or
similar instruments, and possibly supplemented through remote sensing.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint survey/compilation with national agency
and international entity, Satellite images, remote sensing

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

Cost-effectiveness, simplicity and not excessively burdening countries guides the methodological
work. Efforts will be made to combine different data sources in order to do so. In addition, efforts will
be made to combine data collection with other SDG indicators to the extent possible.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Frequency will depend on the source of data. For administrative information, data can be collected on
a regular basis. For farm surveys, data will be collected according to systems that exist at country
level.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Data will be validated at country level. As ‘custodian agency’ for this indicator, FAO will provide the
technical support, both for data collection and for validation.
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If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The methodology will consider the need to capture information around several dimensions related to
sustainable agriculture. The indicator will therefore be multi-dimensional, offering an objective and
transparent way to combine metrics from the different dimensions into a single indicator.

All efforts should be done at an early stage to seek synergies between indicators so as to propose
harmonized approaches where possible and reduction in the cost of data collection."
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Target number: 2.5

Indicator Number and Name: 2.5.1

Agency: FAO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"The Plant component of the indicator 2.5.1 above corresponds to the indicator 20. Number of
accessions conserved ex situ under medium or long-term conditions adopted by the FAO Commission
on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture at its 14th Regular Session held in Rome in April
2013 (see Annex C of CGRFA-14 Report).

Data requirements are detailed in document CGRFA-15/15/Inf.9 Reporting Format for Monitoring the
Implementation of the Second Global Plan of Action for Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture (see indicator 20; question 6.2) and are based on the FAO/Bioversity Multi-Crop Passport
Descriptors (MCPD), a standard for PGRFA information exchange applied, inter alia, by 43 European
countries (http://eurisco.ipk-gatersleben.de/apex/EURISCO_WEB.download file?p id=1), as well as
by the USDA National Plant Germplasm System (NPGS) and the CGIAR genebanks
(https://www.genesys-pgr.org/explore).

As per April 2016, 71 countries have already either reported directly to FAO or published
downloadable datasets complying with the required standards for the elaboration of the plant
component of indicator 2.5.1.

Data reporting at country level is coordinated by the officially appointed National Focal Point for
Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (http://www.fao.org/wiews/en/).

As per the Animal Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture FAO would count the number of local
breeds stored within a genebank collection with an amount of genetic material stored which is
required to reconstitute the breed (based on the Guidelines on Cryconservation of animal genetic
resources, FAO, 2012, accessible at http://www.fao.org/docrep/016/i13017¢/i3017e00.htm). The
guidelines have been endorsed by the Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture at
its 13th regular session (http://www.fao.org/docrep/meeting/024/mc192e.pdf).

For the animal element the Domestic Animal Diversity Information System DAD-IS
(http://dad.fao.org/) could be amended to collect the required information on regular base. National
Coordinators for Management of Animal Genetic Resources, nominated by their respective
government, provide data to DAD-IS."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The methodology for both componenst is already elaborated and as described above applied. Internal
arrangements for the periodic reporting should be defined individually by countries between the

national genebank holding the information and the National Statistical Office.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator
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"The methodology for the development of the plant component of the indicator was elaborated taking
into consideration, in particular, the availability and accessibility of data required as well as the
importance of maintaining continuity in reporting through a country-led and participatory process. In
2012 FAO, including the Secretariats of the Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture and of the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, with
the collaboration of the Global Crop Diversity Trust, the CGIAR, as well as national experts, revised
existing indicators for plant genetic resources for food and agriculture and proposed a set of
indicators, among these indicator 20. Number of accessions conserved ex situ under medium or long-
term conditions, to the FAO Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture. The
Commission adopted the indicators and agreed on a Reporting Format that details data requirement
for the elaboration of the indicator (see 6.2.1 abve).

The methodology for the animal component is already elaborated as described above."

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

"As per April 2016, 71 countries have already either reported directly to FAO or published
downloadable datasets complying with the required standards for the elaboration of the plant
component of indicator 2.5.1.

Data for genebank/cryobank collections for animal breeds have been collected during the process of
data collection for The Second Report on the State of the World’s Animal Genetic Resources for Food
and Agriculture (see http://www.fao.org/ AG/AGAInfo/programmes/en/genetics/Second_state.html).
The information is provided in the counties’ official reports from the year 2013 (see
http://www.fao.org/ AG/AGA Info/programmes/en/genetics/national _report.html). Therefore the
baseline for the indicator is established and corresponds to the number of breeds for which sufficient
material is stored in cryobanks, based on the 78 country reports yielding an answer on the respective
question.

To collect data on a regular basis, the Domestic Animal Diversity Information System DAD-IS will
be adjusted accordingly."

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"PLANT: Countries can report directly to FAO through http://www.fao.org/pgrfa/. Alternatively they
can publish on the web downloadable dataset using standards that meet the indicator requirements
(e.g. EURISCO; USDA NPGS; CGIAR through Genesys).

ANIMAL: Countries can report directly to FAO through http://dad.fao.org/."

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

biannually
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Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Data validation is the responsibility of the national genebank.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"FAO suggests that this indicator be upgraded to Tier II (methodology established - data coverage less
than 50% of countries). The reason for the initial Tier III categorization was not the lack of
methodology but the uncertainty on how to report on an indicator composed of two distinct
components. It should be recalled that early in the process, FAO had proposed only the plant
component, but that after the 2nd IAEG-SDG, members had requested that the indicator cover both
plants and animals.

In line with what was agreed for various similar other indicators at the 3rd [AEG-SDG, i.e. that a
'dashboard' approach should be used for indicators consisting of more than one component, rather
than creating aggregate indices, it is proposed that 2.5.1 be similarly reported in its two components.
In this way, it can be upgraded to Tier II. "
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Goal 3

Target number: 3.8

Indicator Number and Name: 3.8.1 UHC coverage of essential health services
Agency: WHO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Starting in 2012, the World Health Organization and World Bank have led a consultative process to
arrive at the proposed indicator for 3.8.1, which is an index of coverage levels of 16 essential health
services. In particular, this process included five formal technical meetings with broad participation
from country governments, academics, civil society organizations and UN agencies. The following
website contains meeting reports from these five meetings, which document the evolution of the
measurement approach and definition of the indicator over the past 5 years:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/en/ . A variety of informal discussions have
also occurred between WHO/World Bank staff and various stakeholders.

More details on the five technical meetings, including the institutions and organizations that
participated in the discussions, are as follows:

1. Technical meeting on monitoring universal health coverage, 16-19 November 2015, Rockefeller
Centre, Bellagio. (Meeting report:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC Meeting Nov2015 Report.pdf?ua=1

)

Participants from: Imperial College London (United Kingdom), Duke NUS Graduate Medical School
(Singapore), Harvard Medical School (USA), Johns Hopkins University (USA), International Health
Policy Program (Thailand), Erasmus University (Netherlands), Institute for Health Policy (Sri Lanka),
JICA (Japan), World Health Organization, World Bank, Rockefeller Foundation, Save the Children

2. Technical meeting on monitoring universal health coverage, 11-13 March 2014, Rockefeller
Centre, Bellagio. (Meeting report:

http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC Meeting Bellagio Mar2014 Report.
pdf?ua=1&ua=1)

Participants from: Universidad de Desarrollo (Chile), Peking University (China), Ministry of Health
(Thailand), Ifakara Health Institute (Tanzania), Erasmus University (Netherlands), International
Centre for Diarrhoeal Disease Research (Bangladesh), Federal University of Bahia (Brazil), Human
Sciences Research Council (South Africa), Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (USA), Tunis
El Manar University (Tunisia), JICA (Japan), USAID (USA), Rockefeller Foundation, Macro ,
OECD, World Health Organization, World Bank

3. Monitoring progress towards universal health coverage: A consultation with civil society partners,
21 January 2014 . (Meeting report:

http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal _health coverage/meetings consultations/en/index1.html)

Participants from numerous civil society organizations.
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4. Technical meeting on measurement and monitoring of universal health coverage, 17-18 September
2013, Singapore. (Meeting report:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/meetings consultations/en/index2.html)

Participants from: Center for Child and Adolescent Health (Bangladesh), International Centre for
Diarrhoeal Disease Research (Bangladesh), Instituto de Saude Coletiva, Federal University of Bahia
(Brazil), Universidad del Desarrollo (Chile), Ministry of Social Development (Chile), Peking
University (China), State Health and Family Planning Commission (China), Ministry of Social Affairs
(Estonia), National Institute for Health Development (Estonia), Health Streams International (Ghana),
Ghana Health Service (Ghana), Institute of Public Health Bangalore (India), Tata Institute of Social
Sciences Mumbeai (India), Public Health Foundation of India (India), Institute for Family
Welfare/Ministry of Health (India), Ministry of Health (Peru), Ministry of Health (Singapore), Duke
NUS Graduate Medical School (Singapore), National University of Singapore (Singapore), University
of Cape Town (South Africa), Ifakara Health Institute (Tanzania), Ministry of Health (Thailand),
Tunis El Manar University (Tunisia), University of Carthage (Tunisia), Health Strategy and Policy
Institute (Viet Nam), USAID (USA), GIZ (Germany), Abt Associates, World Health Organization,
World Bank, and Rockefeller Foundation.

5. Technical meeting on measurement of trends and equity in coverage of health interventions in the
context of universal health coverage, Rockefeller Foundation Center, Bellagio, 17-21 September
2012. (Meeting report:

http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC Meeting Bellagio Sep2012 Report.
pdf?ua=1)

Participants from: Ghana Medical School (Ghana), University of Ghana (Ghana), University of
Oxford (United Kingdom), Federal University of Bahia (Brazil), University of Pelotas (Brazil), Johns
Hopkins University (USA), Health Systems Trust (South Africa), International Centre for Diarrhoeal
Disease Research (Bangladesh), BRAC University (Bangladesh), University Icesi (Colombia),
University of Cape Town (South Africa), USAID (USA), World Health Organization, ICF
International"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"As can be seen in the above lists, many government representatives have participated in the process
to date. WHO/World Bank will continue to seek their contributions as the indicator is finalized. One
critical mechanism for doing this is the WHO country consultation process, which WHO undertakes
based on WHO Executive Board resolution (EB107.R8) before publishing estimates at country level
on behalf of member states. For any given indicator, this process starts with WHO sending a formal
request to country missions to nominate a focal point for the consultation on the indicator. Once
member states nominate focal points, WHO then sends draft estimates and methodological
descriptions to them. The focal points then send WHO their comments, often including new data that
are used to update the country estimates. WHO plans to conduct a country consultation on the
proposed UHC service coverage index in the second half of 2016.

Secondly, if it is of interest, WHO/World Bank would like to host a meeting to discuss the
measurement of SDG Target 3.8 with representatives of National Statistical Offices, including IAEG
members if they are interested, in September 2016."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"In response to governments’ calls for technical support on UHC monitoring, WHO and the World
Bank came together to produce a UHC monitoring framework, which is based on a series of country
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case studies and technical reviews as well as consultations and discussions with country
representatives, technical experts and global health and development partners. The framework focuses
on the two key components of UHC: coverage of the population with quality, essential health services
and coverage of the population with financial protection. In addition to the technical consultations
described above, several publications (http://www.who.int/healthinfo/publications_uhc/en/) have
supported the development of the indicator, and are described below. Going forward, WHO/World
Bank will continue to engage with stakeholders, as discussed in above responses.

1. Tracking universal health coverage: First global monitoring report. Joint WHO/World Bank report
published June 2015. This report presented the data available to monitor universal health coverage,
including coverage of selected tracer interventions. See here:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/report/2015/en/.

2. Monitoring progress towards universal health coverage at country and global levels: framework,
measures and targets. Joint WHO/World Bank paper, May 2014. This paper was written on the basis
of consultations and discussions with country representatives, technical experts and global health and
development partners, including an online consultation based on a draft paper. See here:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/report/2014/en/

3. PLOS Medicine series, including following article written by WHO and World Bank staff:
Monitoring progress towards universal health care coverage at country and global levels, by Ties
Boerma, Patrick Eozenou, David Evans, Tim Evans, Marie-Paule Kieny, Adam Wagstaff. Sept 2014.
See here for full collection on monitoring UHC that was organized by WHO/World Bank:
http://collections.plos.org/uhc2014."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

There are no new international standards required. A point of emphasis in the development of the
index has been that it should be calculated from common, existing indicators that countries already
monitor, so as to avoid an additional reporting burden from new indicators. In terms of how the index
is actually computed, methodologies used for the calculation of the Human Development Index are
employed.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

February 2017. WHO/World Bank will publish estimates of 3.8.1 before spring 2017, including
country-level values for the UHC service coverage index. These figures will be finalized following a
WHO country consultation in fall 2016, so that countries can review and comment on methodology
and results, and provide additional data, before publication.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

Most of the indicators are already available from countries. There are some gaps (for example,
cervical cancer screening rates and access to essential medicines), but for these there seems to be
general agreement that countries will begin collecting these indicators in the near future as they are

important for policy and planning. More details on metadata for the index for 3.8.1, as well as for the
individual tracer indicators used to compute it, are available in the following technical note that WHO
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published in May 2016:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC WHS2016 TechnicalNote May2016
.pdf.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

In general, values for tracer indicators are computed from national population-based survey data (e.g.,
coverage of family planning and improved water and sanitation), as well as administrative data that
countries report to WHO (e.g., immunization coverage, HIV and TB treatment coverage, and health
workforce density). Specific details on each of the 16 tracer indicators used for computing the index
for 3.8.1 are provided in the following technical note:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC WHS2016 TechnicalNote May2016
.pdf.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Every 1-5 years. The frequency of data collection varies across tracer indicators, but countries
typically collect new data every 1 to 5 years. For indicators coming from national administrative data
systems, such as for child immunization coverage, data are collected each year. However, for some
other indicators, such as four or more antenatal care visits during pregnancy, those are often collected
in national surveys (like DHS), which are conducted every 4-5 years. Although every 4-5 years is not
ideal, for tracking progress in changes in service coverage this is not an unreasonable time frame. The
UHC index itself will be updated every 2 years by WHO/World Bank, using the most recent data
available for each tracer indicator from each country.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes
If yes, please briefly describe:

WHO will conduct a formal country consultation before publishing country estimates of 3.8.1. Please
see response in 6.2.2 for details of this process.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

We note that it may be desirable for some of the tracer indicators included in the index to change in

future years, if circumstances in countries dictate and in particular as more data become available, and
following consultation with all stakeholders.
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Target number: 3.8

Indicator Number and Name: 3.8.2 Number of people covered by health insurance or a public
health system per 1,000 population

Agency: WHO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"Target 3.8, universal health coverage, has two dimensions: (1) ensuring that people are able to get
the health services that they need (service coverage); and (2) ensuring that people are protected
against the financial consequences of paying for health services (financial risk protection).
Correspondingly, indicator 3.8.1 is meant to reflect service coverage, and indicator 3.8.2 is meant to
reflect financial protection. However, the newly proposed indicator for 3.8.2 contained in Annex IV
of the 19 February 2016 Report of the IAEG is not a valid measure of financial protection.

Granting people the right to use government health services free of charge (or at low cost) or covering
them with health insurance are mechanisms that countries use to provide and extend financial
protection to their populations. However, both “insurance” and “public health system” are very broad
terms that mask a wide variety of specific mechanisms used to provide protection against the financial
consequences of paying for health care at the point of use. But, the mere existence of affiliation to a
health insurance scheme or entitlement to a public health system is not sufficient to ensure that
household are indeed financially protected against the cost of healthcare.

International experience shows that people may be legally entitled to a public health system but still
not able to obtain health services without making substantial payments. Similarly, there is large
variation in what constitutes “health insurance” from country to country, with very different
implications for the objective of financial protection in health. As a result, and as shown by the
experience of many countries, people’s protection against the financial consequences of using health
services can change substantially over time even with no change in the extent of affiliation to health
insurance schemes or their legal entitlement to a public health system.

For all these reasons, the indicator based on insurance affiliation or public health system coverage is
not a valid measure of financial protection.

WHO recognizes that the IAEG has not agreed to the initial proposal for indicator 3.8.2 contained in
Annex III of the 19 February 2016 IAEG report (‘“Fraction of the population experiencing
catastrophic/impoverishing out-of-pocket health expenditure”). In response to IAEG concerns, WHO
and the World Bank are submitting a refined proposal through this platform to the IAEG."
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Target number: 3.8

Indicator Number and Name: REFINEMENT OF WORDING from the list of proposed SDG
indicators included in the IAEG report submitted to the 47th session of the UN Statistical Commission
(as of February 2016): 3.8.2 Lack of financial protection coverage

Agency: WHO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"The indicator 3.8.2 on “lack of coverage by a form of financial protection” was first developed in
collaboration with academics by the World Bank and the World Health Organization. Relevant
information on the original methods can be found in chapter 18 of “Analysing health equity using
household survey data”. Washington, DC: World Bank Group; 2008,
http://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/health/publication/analyzing-health-equity-using-household-
survey-data and in “Distribution of health payments and catastrophic expenditures: methodology”,
World Health Organization Discussion paper, Number 2/2005

http://www.who.int/health financing/documents/cov-dp 05 2 health payments/en/

Since 2012, the World Health Organization and the World Bank have being engaging in a
consultative process to confront the proposed indicator 3.8.2 to the review of Members States,
development partners, civil society and other interested stakeholders. The following website contains
meeting reports from these five meetings, which document the evolution of the measurement
approach and definition of the indicator over the past 5 years:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/en/. A variety of informal discussions have
also occurred between WHO/World Bank staff and various stakeholders.

More details on the five technical meetings, including the institutions and organizations that
participated in the discussions on 3.8.2, are as follows:

1. Technical meeting on monitoring universal health coverage, 16-19 November 2015, Rockefeller
Centre, Bellagio. (Meeting report:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC Meeting Nov2015 Report.pdf?ua=1

)

Participants from: Imperial College London (United Kingdom), Duke NUS Graduate Medical School
(Singapore), Harvard Medical School (USA), Johns Hopkins University (USA), International Health
Policy Program (Thailand), Erasmus University (Netherlands), Institute for Health Policy (Sri Lanka),
JICA, World Health Organization, World Bank, Rockefeller Foundation, Save the Children

2. Technical meeting on monitoring universal health coverage, 11-13 March 2014, Rockefeller
Centre, Bellagio. (Meeting report:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC Meeting Bellagio Mar2014 Report.
pdf?ua=1&ua=1)

Participants from: Universidad de Desarrollo (Chile), Peking University (China), Ministry of Health
(Thailand), Ifakara Health Institute (Tanzania), Erasmus University (Netherlands), International
Centre for Diarrhoeal Disease Research (Bangladesh), Federal University of Bahia (Brazil), Human
Sciences Research Council (South Africa), Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (USA), Tunis
El Manar University (Tunisia), Rockefeller Foundation, Macro, JICA, USAID, OECD, World Health
Organization, World Bank
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3. Monitoring progress towards universal health coverage: A consultation with civil society partners,
21 January 2014 . (Meeting report:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/meetings consultations/en/index1.html)

Participants from numerous civil society organizations.

4. Technical meeting on measurement and monitoring of universal health coverage, 17-18 September
2013, Singapore. (Meeting report:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/meetings consultations/en/index2.html)

Participants from: Center for Child and Adolescent Health (Bangladesh), International Centre for
Diarrhoeal Disease Research (Bangladesh), Instituto de Saude Coletiva, Federal University of Bahia
(Brazil), Universidad del Desarrollo (Chile), Ministry of Social Development (Chile), Peking
University (China), State Health and Family Planning Commission (China), Ministry of Social Affairs
(Estonia), National Institute for Health Development (Estonia), Health Streams International (Ghana),
Ghana Health Service (Ghana), Institute of Public Health Bangalore (India), Tata Institute of Social
Sciences Mumbai (India), Public Health Foundation of India (India), Institute for Family
Welfare/Ministry of Health (India), Ministry of Health (Peru), Ministry of Health (Singapore), Duke
NUS Graduate Medical School (Singapore), National University of Singapore (Singapore), University
of Cape Town (South Africa), Ifakara Health Institute (Tanzania), Ministry of Health (Thailand),
Tunis El Manar University (Tunisia), University of Carthage (Tunisia), Health Strategy and Policy
Institute (Viet Nam), Abt Associates, World Health Organization, World Bank, Rockefeller
Foundation, USAID, and GIZ.

5. Technical meeting on measurement of trends and equity in coverage of health interventions in the
context of universal health coverage, Rockefeller Foundation Center, Bellagio, 17-21 September
2012. (Meeting report:

http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/UHC Meeting Bellagio Sep2012 Report.
pdf?ua=1)

Participants from: Ghana Medical School (Ghana), University of Ghana (Ghana), University of
Oxford (United Kingdom), Federal University of Bahia (Brazil), University of Pelotas (Brazil), Johns
Hopkins University (USA), Health Systems Trust (South Africa), International Centre for Diarrhoeal
Disease Research (Bangladesh), BRAC University (Bangladesh), University Icesi (Colombia),
University of Cape Town (South Africa), World Health Organization, USAID, ICF International

In addition to the technical consultations described above, several publications
(http://www.who.int/healthinfo/publications uhc/en/) have supported the development of the
indicator, and are described below.

1. Tracking universal health coverage: First global monitoring report. Joint WHO/World Bank report
published June 2015. This report presented the data available to monitor universal health coverage,
including coverage of selected tracer interventions. See here:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/report/2015/en/

2. Dmytraczenko, Tania, and Almeida, Gisele, eds. 2015. Toward Universal Health Coverage and
Equity in Latin America and the Caribbean: Evidence from Selected Countries. Directions in
Development. Washington, DC: World Bank.
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/22026/9781464804540.pdf?sequence=
2
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3. Monitoring progress towards univeral health coverage at country and global levels: framework,
measures and targets. Joint WHO/World Bank paper, May 2014. This paper was written on the basis
of consultations and discussions with country representatives, technical experts and global health and
development partners, including an online consultation based on a draft paper. See here:
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal health coverage/report/2014/en/

4. PLOS Medicine article written by WHO and World Bank staff: Monitoring progress towards
universal health care coverage at country and global levels, by Ties Boerma, Patrick Eozenou, David
Evans, Tim Evans, Marie-Paule Kieny, Adam Wagstaff. Sept 2014. See here for full collection on
monitoring UHC that was organized by WHO/World Bank: http://collections.plos.org/uhc2014"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"As can be seen in the above lists, many government representatives have participated in the process
to date. WHO/World Bank will continue to seek their contributions as the indicator is finalized. One
critical mechanism for doing this is the WHO country consultation process, which WHO undertakes
based on WHO Executive Board resolution (EB107.R8) before publishing estimates at country level
on behalf of member states. For any given indicator, this process starts with WHO sending a formal
request to country missions to nominate a focal point for the consultation on the indicator. Once
member states nominate focal points, WHO then sends draft estimates and methodological
descriptions to them. The focal points then send WHO their comments, often including new data that
are used to update the country estimates. WHO plans to conduct a country consultation on country
level estimates of lack of financial protection coverage in the second half of 2016.

In addition to this consultation, the World Health Organization and the World Bank regularly
undertake training events on the measurement of lack of financial protection coverage which involves
participants from Ministry of Health as well as from National Statistical Offices.

WHO/World Bank would like to host a meeting to discuss the measurement of SDG Target 3.8 with
representatives of National Statistical Offices, including IAEG members if they are interested, in
September 2016.

This invitation follows a World Health Assembly resolution on “Health in the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development"" which passed in May 2016 and requests the WHO Director-General “to
work with the Inter-Agency and Expert Group on Sustainable Development Goal Indicators, as
appropriate, for the further development and finalization of the health-related Sustainable
Development Goal indicators” (http://apps.who.int/gb/ebwha/pdf filess WHA69/A69 R11-
en.pdf?ct=t(Health Data Collaborative Monthly Update6 9 2016)&mc cid=317558b457&mc eid
=6¢51c70e43)"

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"In response to governments’ calls for technical support on UHC monitoring, WHO and the World
Bank came together to produce a UHC monitoring framework, which is based on a series of country
case studies and technical reviews as well as consultations and discussions with country
representatives, technical experts and global health and development partners. The framework focuses
on the two key components of UHC: coverage of the population with quality, essential health services
and coverage of the population with financial protection.

This framework proposes to measure 3.8.2 as proposed in Annex III of the 19 February 2016 IAEG
report (“Fraction of the population experiencing catastrophic/impoverishing out-of-pocket health
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expenditure”). WHO and the World Bank recognizes that the IAEG has not agreed to the initial
proposal for indicator 3.8.2.

In response to IAEG concerns, WHO and the World Bank are submitting a refined proposal through
this platform. This alters the wording of indicator 3.8.2 from the list of proposed SDG indicators (as
of 17 December 2015), as follows: “Lack of financial protection coverage”

This is estimated as the proportion of the population with large household expenditures on health as a
share of total household expenditure or income (e.g. greater than 25%).

This indicator focuses on high levels of spending relative to household’s economic resources (e.g.
devoting more than a quarter of income to health services). The concern is indeed with the cost of
health services (including medicines and other health inputs) that has an impact on household’s living
standard. In response to high levels of health spending absorbing a large share of household’s budget
the consumption of other necessary goods and services might be forgone but no one should have to
choose between sending children to school or getting the care they need."”

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"No new international standard will be needed as the proposed definition relies on an already existing
international standard. As previously mentioned, the indicator of lack of financial protection
coverage (3.8.2) is computed as an upper partial moment of a health expenditure budget share
distribution. The two main aggregates of interest for estimation are household consumption
expenditure on health and total household consumption expenditure. The former follows the UN
Classification of Individual Consumption According to Purpose (COICOP), specifically code 6.
Information on household’s total consumption expenditure can be reconstructed in those survey by
summing expenses on all COICOP components.

COICOP is currently being revised by UNSC and WHO has approached the technical sub-working
group to ensure that the revision of code 6 will be relevant to the monitoring of indicator 3.8.2 as well
as relevant to inform national health accounts."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The World Health Organization and the World Bank are not developing methods to measure the lack
of financial protection coverage anymore as they already exist. Instead, The World Bank and WHO
will publish estimates of 3.8.2 before spring 2017, including country-level values for the lack of
financial protection coverage for 112 countries accounting for 90% of the World Population. These
figures will be finalized following a WHO country consultation in fall 2016, so that countries can
review and comment on methodology and results, and provide additional data, before publication.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

"Indicator 3.8.2. on “the lack of coverage by a form of financial protection” is estimated as the
proportion of the population with large household expenditures on health as a share of total household

expenditure or income (e.g. greater than 25%). National statistical offices conducting household
surveys on household budget; income and expenditure or integrated household survey do compile
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metadata on the construction of the two main aggregates of interest, i.e. household expenditure on
health and total household expenditure.

More details on metadata for the index for 3.8.2, are available from WHO website:
http://www.who.int/health_financing/topics/financial-protection/monitoring-sdg/en/"

How do you plan to collect the data?

Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint survey/compilation with national agency
and international entity

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

The frequency of data collection varies across countries following schedules of household surveys
(from annual to up to every five years)

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes
If yes, please briefly describe:

Yes. WHO will conduct a formal country consultation before publishing country estimates of 3.8.2.
Please see response in 6.2.2 for details of this process.
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Target number: 3.b

Indicator Number and Name: a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to
affordable vaccines on a sustainable basis. The indicator is the “Percentage of countries reaching and
sustaining 90% national coverage and 80% in every district with all vaccines in national
programmes.” The indicator is already agreed by all WHO member states through the Global Vaccine
Action Plan (GVAP), which was endorsed at the 2012 World Health Assembly. The data are already
collected annually by countries and shared with WHO-UNICEF. Until 2020, WHO will use the same
operational definition and targets as in the GVAP (i.e. limit to coverage with infant vaccines with the
90/80 coverage target). Prior to 2020, SAGE will review the operational definitions and discuss any
revisions, based on newer vaccines across the life course that are available and recommended for use
in national programmes by WHO. b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to
affordable medicines on a sustainable basis: The indicator is the “Proportion of countries with a
defined basket of medicines available in facilities”. The basket of medicines was updated in 2015, and
includes medicines for the main diseases and populations of interest in terms of universal health
coverage and access for all. Sources of data currently available are the Service Availability and
Readiness Assessment (SARA) surveys and other ad hoc surveys such as the Health Action
International (HAI) data reports, but over time WHO will propose to standardise these to reports that
can be generated from country information systems. This standardisation will involve other WHO
departments and possibly the Health Data collaborative.

Agency: WHO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis.

A working group composed of various stakeholders involved in the immunization area was convened
to discuss potential different indicators for the vaccine component of 3.b.1.

The group was composed by The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, The Center for Vaccine Ethics
and Policy, Division of Medical Ethics, NYU School of Medicine, USA; Gavi the Vaccine Alliance;
The US Centers of Disease control and Prevention; UNICEF and WHO.

After exploring possible options and taking into account several criteria (availability, additional
burden for the countries, quality, comparability, clarity...), the group selected an indicator which is
already used to review the progress towards the achievement of the Global Vaccine Action plan 2011-
2020, a global strategy endorsed by all members states of WHO in 2012.

This indicator was then submitted to the WHO Strategic Advisory Group of Experts for immunization
(SAGE) for comments and validation.

SAGE is the principal advisory group to WHO for vaccines and immunization. It is charged with
advising WHO on overall global policies and strategies, ranging from vaccines and technology,
research and development, to delivery of immunization and its linkages with other health
interventions.

WHO SAGE discussed the proposed indicator and officially endorsed the proposition.

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable
basis

This indicator is not a new approach and has been used in the past in collaboration with several
partners. WHO and Health Action International (HAI) Partners include governments, NGOs,
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Regional network of consumers and non-profit organizations, health professionals associations,
independent experts.

With regard to the service availability and readiness assessment (SARA), the methodology was
developed through a joint World Health Organization (WHO) — United States Agency for
International Development (USAID) collaboration to fill critical gaps in measuring and tracking
progress in health systems strengthening. SARA Methodology draws on best practices and lessons
learned from the many countries that have implemented health facility assessments as well as
guidelines and standards developed by WHO technical programmes and the work of the International
Health Facility Assessment Network (IHFAN)."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis.

The proposed indicator is based on data already collected by all countries using their National
Statistical Systems. The indicator is based on immunization coverage rates for various vaccines.
Those data are collected on a day-to-day basis for programmatic and policy objectives at sub national
levels and are collated at national level and reported to WHO and UNICEF through country and
regional offices in the WHO-UNICEF Joint Reporting Form.

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable
basis

Sources of data currently available are the Service Availability and Readiness Assessment (SARA)
surveys and other ad hoc surveys such as the Health Action International (HAI) data reports, but over
time WHO will propose to standardise these to reports that can be generated from country information
systems. This standardisation will involve other WHO departments and possibly the Health Data
collaborative."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis.

The working group composed by immunization stakeholders listed all potential indicators with merits
and limitations for each of them (availability, additional burden for the countries, quality,
comparability, clarity...). Based on those criteria, the group reached a consensus on the proposed
indicator. The proposed indicator was then shared with the SAGE for comments and validation.
SAGE endorsed the proposed indicator.

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable
basis

This indicator is not a new a new approach and has been used in the past in collaboration with several
partners.

The SARA methodology builds upon previous and current approaches designed to assess service
delivery including the service availability mapping (SAM) tool developed by WHO, and the service
provision assessment (SPA) tool developed by ICF International under the USAID-funded
MEASURE DHS project (monitoring and evaluation to assess and use results, demographic and
health surveys) project, among others.

With regard to the WHO/HAI medicine price, availability and affordability survey methodology, it

can be downloaded from the WHO website at
http://www.who.int/medicines/publications/med_price availability/en/"
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Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

None
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis. The group of immunization stakeholder and the SAGE will review the methodology behind this
indicator, taking into account that this indicator is already used for the past 4 years to review the
progress towards the achievement of the Global Vaccine Action plan 2011-2020, a global strategy
endorsed by all members states of WHO in 2012. This review of the existing GVAP indicator will
take coverage data that are becoming available since the operational definitions for the existing
indicators were developed and consider whether any modifications to the operational definitions are
required. The expected date for validation is early September 2016. b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion
of the population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable basis In addition to the SARA
and WHO/HAI Methodologies, in the last few months, WHO developed a quick survey method for
facility level data, that has allowed us to at least get preliminary data on availability (and price) from
about 20 countries for the defined “medicines basket”. This will be discussed this further with the
countries at a meeting in Addis in June 2016.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis.

The proposed indicator is based on data already collected by all countries using their National
Statistical Systems. The indicator is based on immunization coverage rates for various vaccines.
Those data are collected on a day-to-day basis for programmatic and policy objectives at sub national
levels and are collated at national level.

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable
basis

Sources of data currently available are the Service Availability and Readiness Assessment (SARA)
surveys and other ad hoc surveys such as the Health Action International (HAI) data reports, but over
time WHO will propose to standardise these to reports that can be generated from country information
systems. This standardisation will involve other WHO departments and possibly the Health Data
collaborative."

How do you plan to collect the data?

Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint survey/compilation with national agency
and international entity

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis.
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The data are already collected by Countries for programmatic and policy objectives.

Avery year for almost the past 30 years, WHO and UNICEF are collecting those data through the
Joint Reporting Form. In addition, to those data, WHO and UNICEF collect vaccine coverage data
from country surveys (MICS, DHS..).

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable
basis"

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a sustainable
basis. Data are collected annually by WHO and UNICEF. b)  Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the
population with access to affordable medicines on a sustainable basis The new WHO quick survey
method developed for facility level data to measure the availability for the defined “medicines basket”
will still be discussed with countries at a meeting in Addis in June 2016. We could expect to have data
collected on a yearly basis."

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes
If yes, please briefly describe:

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a
sustainable basis.

Annually, WHO and UNICEF collect data on immunization from the countries through the Joint
Reporting Form process for almost the past 30 years. The process includes a formal validation process
by the countries when submitting the form.

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a
sustainable basis

The new Methodology proposed and the validation process will be discussed with countries end of
June. "

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"a) Indicator 3.b.1.a: Proportion of the population with access to affordable vaccines on a
sustainable basis.

The indicator 3.b.1 is composed of two completely different component: (1) availability of essential
medicines and commodities; and (2) availability of essential vaccines.

The selection, financing, distribution and provision of those two health products family are
completely different making it impossible to have only one indicator for the SDGs monitoring.

The data collection processes for those two type of products also use completely different processes.
Therefore, it is proposed to have two components for this indicator:

- one on essential medicines-commodities and

- one on vaccines.

b) Indicator 3.b.1.b: Proportion of the population with access to affordable medicines on a
sustainable basis
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We will likely rely to various methodologies to measure access to affordable medicines, using the
well-known SARA and WHO/HAI methodologies but also looking at developing new quick survey
method for facility level to measure availability to a defined basket of medicines, and in the meantime
trying to standardise reports that can be generated from country information systems."
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Goal 4

Target number: 4.2

Indicator Number and Name: 4.2.1 Proportion of children under 5 years of age who are
developmentally on track in health, learning and psychosocial well-being, by sex

Agency: UNESCO Institute for Statistics
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

Yes, there has been substantial work undertaken to develop and test regional and national measures of
early childhood development, as well as several years of experience using the MICS ECDI. The
regional scales have been developed in West Africa, Asia, Latin America, and now are under
development in Europe and North America through OECD. National early childhood assessments
also have been developed in many countries. An attempt to identify a common set of items that could
be integrated into all national and regional assessments and serve as the basis for comparison was
undertaken recently through a consultative process, the Measuring Early Learning Quality and
Outcomes (MELQO) project. The MICS ECDI, which has been used in many low- and middle-
income countries, is also available but may need revision before it demonstrates the technical strength
required for reliable global tracking, especially in high-income countries.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

National Statistical Systems have typically not been involved in these efforts to date.
Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

Assessments have often been developed by identifying central constructs of children’s early
development using developmental science, such as cognitive, language, motor and social/emotional
development. Items to measure these constructs have been generated and used over several decades
in research projects; these items are then piloted and adjusted before use on a large scale. However, it
is important note that the indicator states “percent of children who are developmentally on track,” but
standards for normative development have not been established in many countries. This means that
the interpretation of data from all proposed early childhood assessments is challenging, and requires
further research before reliable reporting of “developmentally on track™ can be achieved. In the
meantime, reliance on existing data from sources such as the MICS ECDI provides some indication of
children’s developmental status.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

UNESCO Institute for Statistics” Global Alliance to Monitor Learning has proposed development of
technical standards to guide the definition and interpretation of data to measure “developmentally on
track.” This effort may also generate approaches to integrating data from regional and national

assessments too.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
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Three to five years.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No
If yes, please describe:

But data are being collected for the various other measures described above which will inform the
further development of this indicator.

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

The Global Alliance to Monitor Learning formed in May 2016 will address this question.
How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international
entity

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Every two to four years, depending on how data are collected.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

Measurement of early childhood development is likely best understood as having made considerable
progress, but with more organized and intentional effort required to ensure the data are as reliable and
accurate as possible. This is especially the case for early childhood development, in light of cultural
and contextual influences on the timing of many developmental milestones in early childhood. The
wealth of existing assessments means that there is considerable expertise and experience to draw
upon, which bodes well for the efficient development of new approaches. Existing data from the
MICS ECDI can also be used as a placeholder until more comprehensive and culturally-responsive
methods are developed. At the same time, it is important to address questions of what
“developmentally on track” means in a range of settings, and to build on the more detailed data
available from regional and national assessments in creating a global measurement approach.
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Goal 4: Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education
and promote lifelong learning opportunities for all

Target number: 4.4

Indicator Number and Name: 4.4.1 Proportion of youth and adults with information and
communication technology (ICT) skills, by type of skill

Agency: UNESCO Institute for Statistics
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"The UIS established the Global Alliance to Monitor Learning (GAML) in May 2016 to support
efforts by countries around the world to measure learning outcomes
http://www.uis.unesco.org/Education/Pages/gaml-meeting-may-2016.aspx.

Through GAML and other efforts, the UIS is working with partners including the Australian Council
for Educational Research (ACER), the International Association for the Evaluation of Educational
Achievement (IEA), the International Telecommunications Union (ITU), OECD, the Partnership on
Measuring ICT for Development and UNESCO’s Regional Centre for Studies on the Development of
the Information Society in Brazil (CETIC) to draw up a work plan and TORs for the further
development of this indicator which will be shared when available. "

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

National statistical experts drawn from National Statistical Systems will be involved in the
methodological development through the Technical Cooperation Group on SDG-Education 2030
Indicators (TCG) also established in May 2016. TCG Members are from the same 28 countries which
are members of the IAEG-SDGs. In addition there are a number of Observer countries, international
and regional organizations and civil society representatives.

http://www .uis.unesco.org/Education/Pages/tcg-meeting-may-2016.aspx

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"1. Define the continuum of ICT skills and establish the minimum competencies.

2. Develop a Data Quality Assurance Framework (DQAF) and validation process.

a. Conduct mapping exercises to a common framework for existing national ICT skills
assessments.

b. Conduct data validation for existing national ICT skills assessments.

3. Develop a robust reporting metric.

4. Create standards and guidelines for data collection based on the defined continuum of ICT
skills and methodology, and develop a data platform.

5. Build capacity in countries to collect relevant data using the tools and guidelines that are
developed."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"1. A common framework of reference for content/skills.

2. An ICT skills scale and minimum competencies.

3. Standards and guidelines for data collection and reporting platform.
4. Capacity building plan."
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When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

"Eurostat and ITU

Percentage of individuals with ICT skills by type of skill available for 34 (Eurostat) and 8 (ITU)

countries. Self-assessment of ICT skill levels.

IEA’s International Computer and Information Literacy Survey (ICILS)
Used in 20 countries in 2013 for grade 8 students. Direct assessment with background questionnaire.

OECD’s Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA)
Usage of ICT-related to skills by 15 year-old students. Indirect assessment through background

questionnaire.

OECD’s Programme for the International Assessment of Adult Competencies (PIAAC)
Usage of ICT-related skills by adults. Indirect assessment through background questionnaire."”

How do you plan to collect the data?

Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Every three to five years.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

—

Identify the International Code of Practices.

Establish a Data Quality Assurance Framework (DQAF).

Based on the principles in DQAF develop a pragmatic validation process. This will include
the mapping of content/skills of assessment to the common ICT skills framework;

then the validation of countries’ data collection processes."

oW

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"1. Create a network of stakeholders.
2. Form steering, advisory groups, and a task force
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o op W

d.
e.

Identify issues that need further development for global monitoring:

Global content/skills framework and skills scale

Standard setting - establish minimum competencies on skills scale

Data Quality Assurance Framework

content mapping exercise guidelines, if country ICT skills assessments exist

data validation process, if country ICT skills assessments exist

Reporting metric and data platform

Country capacity building plan on data collection, data submission, data interpretation, results

usage and policy development

4.
5.

Partners to create tools, standards, guidelines and operational plan
Task forces to review developed tools, standards, guidelines and capacity building plan."
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Goal 5

Target number: 5.1

Indicator Number and Name: 5.1.1 Whether or not legal frameworks are in place to promote,
enforce and monitor equality and non-discrimination on the basis of sex

Agency: UN Women
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UN Women convened a workshop to discuss the methodological development of SDG indicator
5.1.1 “Whether or not legal frameworks are in place to promote, enforce and monitor equality and
non-discrimination on the basis of sex’. The workshop focused on the content of the indicator,
including its conceptual basis and areas of law to be considered, data sources, data collection and
global monitoring.

The workshop took place on 14 and 15 June 2016 and was attended by approximately twenty (20)
experts from all parts of the world, with in-depth knowledge and experience in law, human rights
and/or statistics, including IAEG-SDGs members (Philippines, Colombia and Uganda), lawyers,
statisticians, members of UN Treaty bodies, non-governmental organizations and academics.
International organizations including ILO, IDLO, OECD, OHCHR, UNDP, UNFPA, UNHCR, UNSD
and the World Bank also attended. Staff of UN Women supported the meeting."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The initial global kick-off workshop to discuss the methodological development of indicator 5.1.1 was
attended by the representatives from the National Statistical Offices of Colombia, Philippines and
Uganda. Another workshop for Latin American and the Caribbean on SDGs indicators in general,
with most NSOs in the region, is planned for September 2016. In addition, following suggestions
made at the meeting by representatives of IAEG-SDGs members, UN Women is looking into the
feasibility of organizing other regional consultations. The extent of which will depend on demand and
availability of resources.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

UN Women has begun working on a methodology through a series of activities, including (i) a
concept paper on conceptual basis, areas of law and questions that could be covered and the
justification for each as well as possible data sources; (ii) a workshop on 14 and 15 June 2016 (see
above) ; (iii) testing of proposed questions in fall 2016; (iv) regional consultations on SDGs indicators
with NSOs and women’s machineries, the first of which is planned for September 2016 in
Aguascalientes, Mexico; (iv) presentation of the findings and proposed methodology to the IAEG-
SDGs in first quarter of 2017.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

Presentation of the proposed methodology for SDG indicator 5.1.1 will be made to the IAEG-SDGs in
the first quarter of 2017, followed by presentation to UNSC for endorsement.
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When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

In some case, the Ministry of Justice and/or the Ministry of Women's Affairs may collect data on laws
and monitor the implementation of these.

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

Data on laws is often not collected, processed or disseminated by bodies within the national statistical
system responsible for official statistics. Instead this type of information is maintained by for example
the Ministry of Justice or depending on the type of law in question, monitored by the Ministry of
Gender Equality (or its equivalent).

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity, As part of the indicator development
process we are considering various options for data collection mechanisms.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Expected to be every two years

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Options are being considered and will be discussed with countries during the consultation process.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide

them here:

"There are a number of global databases that collect national level information on laws that promote
gender equality. Two well-known examples are:

1) The World Bank’s Women Business and the Law database. The database looks at various areas,
including laws and regulations that prevent women from improving their own well-being and that of
their families. The data is collected at the national level and validated with primary sources. Data is
collected for 173 countries.
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2) OECD’s Social Institutions and Gender Index (SIGI). The database maintained by the SIGI project

uses qualitative and quantitative data to measure discrimination at national level in laws. Data is
collected for 160 countries.

Representatives from both of these entities attended UN Women’s workshop on 5.1.1and discussions
are underway on further collaboration to develop a joint proposal for global monitoring of indicator

5.1.1 using national and other sources and in consultation with national counterparts.

The CEDAW Committee and other international human rights mechanisms also address laws on
gender equality during their review of the reports of States parties and other work."
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Target number: 5.5

Indicator Number and Name: 5.5.1 Proportion of seats held by women in national parliaments and
local governments

Agency: UN Women
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Indicator 5.5.1 includes two components: (a) proportion of seats held by women in national
parliaments and (b) proportion of seats held by women in local governments. The latter component on
local government requires some methodological development.

UN Women is leading the process of developing a standardized measurement of women’s
representation in local government with involvement of multiple organization and researchers. A first
technical meeting on the topic, held in November 2014, brought together experts from international
organizations, including UNDP, IDEA, UN-Habitat, UNSD, research institutions, academics and
NGOs. UN Women is also consulting with partners within UN Regional Commissions and National
Statistical Offices and Women’s Ministries of selected countries on current methods of data collection
and data reporting to regional agencies involved. Further plans have been developed to extend the
range of experts consulted, including through the means of an Expert Group Meeting on methodology
of the indicator 5.5.1b, to be held in October 2016, as well as other inter-agency consultations."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Development of the indicator methodology involves National Statistical Systems in several ways. UN
Women has conducted a mapping exercise of countries’ current practices in collecting data on
women’s representation in local government and existing mechanisms of reporting such data to UN
Regional Commissions. Selected National Statistical Offices and Women’s Ministries have been
consulted on the design, and involved in the testing of data request forms developed by UN Women.
Selected National Statistical Offices and/or other governmental agencies are also invited to provide
feedback or other input to the background research and draft methodology of the indicator developed
by UN Women, and to participate in the Expert Group Meeting (EGM) to be organized in October
2016.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"Methodological development of this indicator has been supported by several activities:

(a) Background research on women’s representation in local government; (b) Review of national
Constitutions, Local Government Acts and Electoral Laws on local government organization by tiers
and the composition of its deliberative and executive bodies; (¢c) Mapping of sources and methods of
data collection; (d) Consultations with global, regional and national partners; (¢) Development of data
request forms for global reporting; and (f) Technical meetings, including an upcoming EGM meeting
on the methodology of the indicator in October 2016."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.
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Presentation of the proposed methodology for SDG indicator 5.1.1 will be made to the IAEG-SDGs in
2017, followed by presentation to UNSC for endorsement.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

UN Regional Commissions in Latin America and the Caribbean and in Europe, and the European
Commission are compiling data on women in local government at regional level following
methodologies that are slightly different in terms of the exact indicator(s) used, frequency and
mechanism of data reporting.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, as well as
through regional commissions (if possible)

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
To be discussed during the EGM organized by UN Women in October 2016.
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:
Global monitoring for this indicator will use national data, as submitted by countries. Data extracted

directly from country websites/databases will be confirmed through direct dialogue with countries, as
needed.
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Target number: 5.6

Indicator Number and Name: 5.6.1

Agency: UNFPA

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UNFPA, partners with UNWOMEN and convened several expert group meetings on definition of the
indicator and its components. The expert group includes the following institutions; UNSD, WHO,
OHCHR, School of Public Health- Columbia, Centre for Health and Human Rights- Harvard,
International Women’s Health Coalition, International Planned Parenthood Federation, Centre for
Reproductive Rights, Amnesty International, High level Task force on ICPD, Population Council,
ICF-DHS , MICS/UNICEF and Guttmacher. Regional consultations were also undertaken during fall
in 2015, which included National Statistics Offices.

An expert group meeting is anticipated in NYC in Sept-Oct 2016 to review pilot data from
the Belize MICS, data on correlations between the sub-variables across a wide number of
countries, and the baseline values for all countries with available data.

A subsequent meeting is anticipated later in 2016 with representatives from a range of
developed country and regional survey teams, including the European Commission, The
Survey Research Center from University of Michigan (for USA), and China, to advance data
availability at global scale.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

In 2015, National Statistics Offices were consulted through regional UNFPA- sponsored
meetings on the SDG indicator framework. We are repeating Regional Workshops on SDG
indicators of priority to UNFPA and related capacity development, from September to
November 2016; review of 5.6.1 and 5.6.2 indicator development will be included as an
agenda item within these meetings. The regional workshops participants include the SDG
focal points from National Statistics Offices, and related ministries. To date, we have
scheduled regional Workshops in the following 5 of 6 regions:

(September 2016) Latin America and the Caribbean, and East and Southern Africa;
(October 2016) Asia Pacific, and Arab States; (November 2016) Eastern Europe and Central
Asia.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

As the target speaks to universal reproductive rights, the indicator is premised on three elements of
women’s reproductive health rights (1) whether a woman can say no to sex, (2) whether using or not
using contraception is mainly the partner’s decision, and 3) whether a woman can make own decision
on reproductive health care. The process of developing the indicator has includedthe identification of
the sources of data (DHS, MICS, Gender and Generations surveys etc.), comparing specific questions
and respondent categories, and assuring that the chosen sub-questions measure independent
domains. The latter analysis is currently underway with an expanded number of countries.
Preparation has included pilot testing of the third sub-question through the Belize MICS, now
under review.
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The process of developing the indicator includes the following:

. Review of the indicator by the Working group to ensure technical proofing and relevance to
the ambitions and aspirations of the Goal and the Target.

. Mapping and analysis of available data on the three components of the indicator fromexisting
surveys. This exercise has been completed and findings were presented to the Expert group

. Technical review of baseline values by National Statistics Offices through regional
consultative workshops to be completed by November 2016.

. Technical review of baseline values by National Statistics Offices through regional
consultative workshops to be completed by November 2016.
. Meeting with developed country survey experts (including China, Europe, USA,

World Values Survey, NSFG, and Gender and Generations teams will take place late in 2016 to
promote inclusion of the 5.6.1 questions into other survey tools.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

There are no new international standards to be approved.
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

Data on the first two sub-questions are currently available within National Statistics Systems, through
nationally representative Demographic and Health Surveys.

A total of 42 countries have asked the sub-question 1: “can you say no to your husband/partner if you
do not want to have sexual intercourse?” with 51 separate surveys collected since 2005. A total of 82
DHS surveys conducted since 2005 in 57 countries asked the sub-question 2: “Would you say that
using contraception is mainly your decision, mainly your husband/partner’s decision or did you both
decide together?

Whilst the third component of the indicator focuses on decision-making regarding reproductive health
care, current DHS surveys in 59 countries include a question on decision-making for the woman’s
HEALTH care, and no DHS survey as yet asks a woman specifically about decision-making for
seeking reproductive health care.

The aspiration is to test a question(s) that will speak directly to measuring decision-making
about the use of reproductive health care. A pilot question has been included in the recent
Belize MICS, with results suggesting that greater specificity will be required before
proposing wide adoption. The fall Expert Group meeting will review the Belize pilot data,
and discuss final formulation.
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We are currently reviewing national representative surveys from a range of developed
countries to ascertain whether these questions are already collected within National Statistical
Systems.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website; Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

Data for all components of the indicator will come from the same survey, and the indicator will be
estimated based on the three components.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

3-5 Years.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

The data will come from national surveys undertaken by the National Statistics Offices and will thus
undergo national validation processes. Data quality in all of the surveys under consideration are
ensured through the data quality protocols developed by DHS, MICS, etc.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members

in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:
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Target number: 5.6

Indicator Number and Name: 5.6.2

Agency: UNFPA

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UNFPA is leading this work in partnership with UN Women and WHO. The work has been
informed by extensive involvement of relevant stakeholders, including from civil society and
academia. In January 2016, UNFPA and WHO hosted an Expert Group Meeting exclusively to inform
the further development of the methodology for 5.6.2. Based on the recommendations from the EGM,
critical elements of the methodology were defined and next steps made clear.

During 2015, several meetings were held with relevant stakeholders to inform the development of
both indicators under 5.6. UNFPA, which included other UN agencies, NGOs, and academia, UNSD,
WHO, OHCHR, School of Public Health- Columbia University, Centre for Health and Human
Rights- Harvard University, International Women’s Health Coalition, International Planned
Parenthood Federation, Centre for Reproductive Rights, Amnesty International, Population Council,
ICF-DHS , MICS/UNICEF and Guttmacher Institute. Regional consultations on the indicator
framework were also undertaken during the fall in 2015 and feedback was incorporated.

In partnership with WHO and UN Women, Professor Theresa McGovern from Columbia University
has been taken on as short-term consultant due to her extensive expertise in law and health, She is
developing the proposed methodology and international standards, including through a review of
existing data and standards.

a. Highlight the process to develop methodology/standards

- April-August: The consultant will work to deliver the following on 1 September: A detailed
paper, including proposal for survey questions, review of existing sources and proposal on process
and baseline as well as illustrative country cases for initial testing.

- September, 2016: Based on the paper, an Expert Group Meeting will be arranged to validate
the findings

- September-December, 2016:

Testing of the methodology and design of survey and database"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"NSOs were present at several consultations on target 5.6. indicators during 2015. Methodology for
5.6.2 were also presented at UNFPA’s regional meetings with NSOs in the fall of 2015.

It is the intention to include relevant national actors at the forthcoming EGM in the fall of 2016 for
validation, in particular National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs)."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"Indicator 5.6.2 measures ‘“‘Number of countries with laws and regulations that guarantee women aged
15-49 access to sexual and reproductive health care, information and education” in accordance with
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the Programme of Action of the ICPD and the Beijing Platform for Action and their review
conferences as set out in target 5.6.

The ongoing process is focused on the conceptualization of the language in both target 5.6 and
indicator and challenges of operationalization in comparative criteria for measurement. The
suggested methodology for data collection consists of initial self-reporting by governments through a
detailed survey to be developed based on the agreed indicator with detailed questions that safeguard
the comparability of state responses. This procedure was successfully applied for the ICPD+20 review
survey with support to governments from UNFPA’s country offices where needed. Similarly, the
detailed survey will reflect measurement criteria, which are age-appropriate, gender-focused, and
human rights-based. Information provided by States could be validated and analyzed further by
including information by other stakeholders, including UN Country Teams and UN agencies such as
WHO, UNFPA and UN Women who also compile country specific information on legal and
regulatory developments on issues pertaining to their respective mandates. The details to safeguard
reliable data are underway in the proposal for the final methodology."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

There are no new international standards to be approved.
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

See timeline above

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

5 Years

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

This is being developed.
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Target number: 5.a

Indicator Number and Name: 5.a.1

Agency: FAO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"The Evidence and Data for Gender Equality (EDGE) project, a joint initiative of UNSD and UN
Women, in collaboration with the Asian Development Bank, the FAO and the World Bank.

Description of the consultative process: The EDGE project has established a participatory mechanism,
guided by a Steering Committee (SC), composed of members of the Inter-Agency and Expert Group
on Gender Statistics, regional commissions, regional development banks and key agencies that
coordinate statistical work.

Updates on the project implementation have been brought to the attention of the UN Statistical
Commission (UNSC) and the Commission on the Status of Women (CSW), regularly.”

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"National Statistical Offices have been consulted during conceptualization and implementation of the
EDGE project through 3 expert meetings and 1 mid-term review meeting.

In particular, senior experts in charge of household sample survey programmes from the NSOs of nine
countries (China, Georgia, Ghana, Maldives, Mongolia, the Philippines, Rwanda, Uganda and
Vanuatu) and senior experts in charge of gender statistics programmes from seven NSOs (Georgia,
Ghana, Maldives, Mongolia, Philippines, Uganda and Vanuatu) attended the 2013 United Nations
Technical Meeting on Measuring Asset Ownership from a Gender Perspective in Bangkok, where
they provided feedback on:

1) The applicability and feasibility of the draft methodology proposed under the EDGE project to
measure asset ownership, including agricultural land, at the individual level and;

2) Their capacity to apply the proposed international methods.

In addition, the NSOs of 7 countries (Georgia, Maldives, Mexico, Mongolia, Philippines, South
Africa, and Uganda) are piloting data collection under the EDGE initiative to test the proposed
methodology for measuring asset ownership from a gender perspective. Notably, Uganda was the host
country of a methodological survey experiment implemented in collaboration with the World Bank
Living Standards Measurement Study program to assess who in the household should be interviewed
to measure individual ownership and control of assets, including agricultural land.

Lessons learned from the country pilots will directly inform the finalization of the methodology for
indicator 5al. Further, all NSOs will have an opportunity to comment on the guidelines (consultation
planned for the period December 2016-February 2017) before they are finalised and submitted to the
UN Statistical Commission in March 2017."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The process can be summarized as follows:
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. Development of draft methodological guidelines that reviewed extant information on sex-

disaggregated asset data collection, proposed a methodology and draft survey module for collecting
the data through household surveys and highlighted key gender indicators on asset ownership (2013);

. Review of the draft guidelines, including the identification of problematic methodological
areas, by partners and countries (2013);

. Identification of pilot countries (see list above) to test draft methodology and proposed data
collection protocols (2014 and 2015);

. Implementation of methodological survey experiment for testing respondent selection
protocols (2014);

. Roll out of pilots, including both stand-alone surveys and modules appended to existing

nationally-representative household surveys to test: questionnaire design, respondent selection
approaches, field survey protocols and indicator constructs (2015 and 2016);

. Analysis of pilot data (2016);

. Revision of methodological guidelines (2016);

. Dissemination of guidelines for feedback by partners and countries (2016);
. Submission of guidelines to UNSC (2017)"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"Guidelines will be submitted to the UNSC for approval.

An additional broad consultation will take place from December 2016 to February 2017 to receive
feedback and comments on the draft Guidelines from NSOs. Comments received will be reflected
either directly in the Guidelines shared with UNSC (if time permits), or will be compiled in a
document attached to the Guidelines and incorporated after the Statistical Commission takes place in
March 2017."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

Preliminary recommendation by end of 2016.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

How do you plan to collect the data?

Obtain data directly from country database/website

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Based on longitudinal analyses conducted on available datasets, no more frequently than 4 or 5 years.
However, countries should decide whether a more frequent data collection is needed due to country
specific peculiarities and legal reforms.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members

in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:
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"Whereas no process of validation is foreseen yet, the suggestion is that:

1) At national level, the statistical authorities provide the metadata to evaluate the extent to which data
have been collected following the international standard.

2) At international level, consistency with the international standard shall be assessed based on the
information provided by countries."
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and girls

Target number: 5.c

Indicator Number and Name: 5.c.1 Percentage of countries with systems to track and make public
allocations for gender equality and women’s empowerment

Agency: UN Women
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UN Women in collaboration with UNDP and OECD is leading the process of developing the
indicator.

This SDG indicator builds on Indicator 8 “Number of countries that have a system for tracking
allocations for gender equality and women’s empowerment” of the Global Partnership for Effective
Development Cooperation that has been piloted and tested in 35 countries. The second round of
monitoring is expected to also provide data to the Indicator 8 (in July/August 2016) that can be used
to further inform a refined indicator methodology.

A technical meeting will be held in early 2017 to discuss the methodology for this indicator and
develop an appropriate survey instrument to collect data on this indicator. National and international
experts, including experts from select countries with experiencing reporting on Indicator 8 will be
invited to participate in this meeting."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Development of the indicator methodology will involve the National Statistical Systems in several
ways. UN Women and its partners will invite selected National Statistical Offices, Women’s
Ministries and the Ministry of Finance to provide comments and feedback on various inputs,
including the design of the data request forms. Selected National Statistical Offices and/or other
governmental agencies will be invited to participate in the Expert Group Meeting planned in 2017.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"Methodological development of this indicator will be supported by several activities:

(a) UN Women will commission a discussion paper by a leading expert in the area of gender
budgeting; (b) UN Women and its partners OECD and UNDP will solicit inputs from countries with
experience in reporting on Indicator 8 of the Global Partnership for Effective Development Co-
operation; (c) a series of regional consultations with national partners, including relevant Ministries,
UN agencies, and independent experts will be conducted; (e) Development of data request forms for
global reporting; and (f) Technical meetings, including an upcoming EGM meeting on the
methodology of the indicator in first half of 2017."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

Presentation of the proposed new international standard will be made to the IAEG-SDGs in the first
quarter of 2018, followed by presentation to UNSC for endorsement.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

2017

57



Goal 5: Achieve gender equality and empower all women
and girls

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

This SDG indicator builds on Indicator 8§ “Number of countries that have a system for tracking
allocations for gender equality and women’s empowerment” of the Global Partnership for Effective
Development Cooperation that has been piloted and tested in 35 countries.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

To be discussed during the EGM organized by UN Women in 2017.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No

If yes, please briefly describe:

Global monitoring for this indicator will use national data, as submitted by countries.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"Adequate and effective financing is essential to achieve SDG 5 and the gender related targets across
all of the SDG framework. By tracking and making public gender equality allocations, governments
promote great accountability and transparency. The indicator encourages governments to put in place
a system to track and make public resource allocations which can then inform policy review, better
policy formulation and effective implementation for the achievement of SDG 5.

Gender Responsive Budgeting (GRB) is an approach that enables governments to comply with this
indicator by integrating gender into government planning and budgeting processes. This entails
examining not only allocations and expenditures but also budgeting systems and the roles of various

actors throughout the process. GRB aims to enhance the quality and efficiency of public finance
management by introducing aspects of equality and equity in public spending."
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Goal 6

Target number: 6.3

Indicator Number and Name: 6.3.1 Proportion of wastewater safely treated
Agency: UNSD

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UNSD - Environment Statistics Section
OECD
Eurostat

UNSD consults with OECD and Eurostat on the concepts and definitions, as well as on the structure
and content of the respective questionnaires to promote harmonization of data at the international
level. [see section 6.2.6]"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The methodology has already been developed for the related statistics contained in the UNSD/UNEP
Questionnaire.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"This indicator uses underlying statistics with already accepted international concepts. Furthermore,
the different types of treatment methods are defined in the International Recommendations for Water
Statistics (IRWS). IRWS provides coherent principles, concepts and definitions for the collection and
compilation of water statistics on a comparable basis.

The definitions of the types of treatment methods provided in IRWS are derived from the
OECD/Eurostat Joint Questionnaire on Inland Waters. The UNSD/ UNEP Questionnaire on
Environment Statistics (water section) uses similar definitions.

The definition of wastewaster is also provided in the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

As mentioned above, there is already an international standard (IRWS) for the definitions of the
concepts used to produce the underlying statistics for this indicator.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The methodology has already been developed for the related statistics contained in the UNSD/UNEP
Questionnaire.
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Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

"UNSD Environment Statistics Section collects data from official national sources for water and
waste statistics through its biennial UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire on Environment Statistics from non
OECD/Eurostat countries. Data for OECD and Eurostat countries are collected through the biennial
OECD/Eurostat Questionnaire that is consistent with the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire, so data are
comparable. The terms and definitions used in both the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire and the
OECD/Eurostat Questionnaire are mostly identical with those used by other sources, and where not,
bridges or correspondence are developed where possible. For the number of responses to the
UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire reference should be made to Part I of the Background Document to the
Report of the Secretary-General on Environment Statistics (E/CN.3/2016/27)
(http://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/47th-session/documents/BG-2016-27-EnvironmentStats-E.pdf)
The UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire separates urban wastewater treatment plants and other treatment
plants, as well as wastewater treated in independent facilities. The definitions of primary, secondary
and tertiary treatment are obtained from the International Recommendations for Water Statistics.

UNSD also collects data for the total wastewater generated through the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire.

The statistics collected by UNSD through the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire that can be used to
produce this indicator are presented. The number of responses to the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire for
the year 2012 is in brackets for UNSD. It should be mentioned that UNSD included these statistics for
the first time in the 2013 Questionnaire. So far the number of responses from countries has been very
low due primarily to the lack of resources (human and financial), lack of capacity (technical,
infrastructure for the actual wastewater treatment plants) and lack of data.

OECD/Eurostat also collects these statistics which are harmonized conceptually with those collected
by UNSD therefore promoting internationally comparable data.

UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire Table W4

W4.1 Total wastewater generated (10 to UNSD + to ??? OECD/Eurostat)

W4.7 Wastewater treated in urban wastewater treatments plants (15 to UNSD + ??? to
OECD/Eurostat)

W4.11 Wastewater treated in other treatments plants (5 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)

W4.15 Wastewater treated in independent treatment facilities (3 to UNSD + ??? to
OECD/Eurostat)

(W4.16 Non-treated wastewater) (11 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)

Indicator = (W4.7+W4.11+W4.15)/(W.1) or alternatively (W4.1-W4.16)/W4.1"
How do you plan to collect the data?
Send questionnaire(s) to country, OECD and Eurostat from NSO and Ministry of Environment

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
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Data are already being collected every two years.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

To promote data quality assurance UNSD carries out extensive data validation procedures that include
built-in automated procedures, manual checks and cross-references to national sources of data.
Communication is carried out with countries for clarification and validation of data. UNSD does not
make any estimation or imputation for missing values so the number of data points provided are
actual country data. Only data that are considered accurate or those confirmed by countries during the
validation process are included in UNSD’s environment statistics database and disseminated on
UNSD’s website.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

Data for the underlying statistics for this indicator are already collected from the countries (NSO and
Ministry of Environment). However, it is important to reiterate that the data collection for these
statistics has been started recently and that so far the response rate is very low. Moreover, there is no
intention to increase the frequency of the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire due to lack of resources and
data, and the fact that the Questionnaire is aligned to that of OECD/Eurostat, which is also conducted
every two years.
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Target number: 6.3

Indicator Number and Name: 6.3.2 Proportion of bodies of water with good ambient water quality
Agency: United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP)

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

Experts from the GEMS/Water Global Programme Coordination Unit, Capacity Development Centre
(University College Cork, Ireland) and Data Centre (Federal Institute of Hydrology, Koblenz,
Germany) as well as the UNEP-DHI Centre and WHO Task Team are directly involved in the
methodology development. Additionally, national experts from six GEMI proof-of-concept countries
(Senegal, Jordan, Uganda, Peru, Netherlands and — foreseen - Bangladesh) are or will be consulted in
testing and revising the methodology.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Representatives of the NSS are part of the national monitoring teams of the GEMI proof-of-concept
testing and refining the methodology according to national capacities and organizational structures.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

The methodology is based on a global water quality indicator previously developed by GEMS/Water
that has been adapted to the concept of a monitoring ladder approach. This is meant to allow countries
to monitor and report according to their respective capacities and step-wise improve monitoring and
indicator reporting coverage as capacities evolve. The methodology is tested and refined through
consultation with the GEMI proof-of-concept countries in 2016.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

End of 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No
If yes, please describe:
N/A

How do you plan to collect the data?

o x Send questionnaire(s) to country
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o x Obtain data directly from country database/website

o x Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

o x Satellite images, remote sensing

o x Other: the main data source are nationally collected in situ water quality

monitoring data which will be supplemented over time by remote sensing information
where available and appropriate

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

On a yearly basis

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Water quality data that institutions and line ministries provide to the NSS are expected to have
undergone a national data validation process; data being made available to the UNEP Global
Environment Monitoring System (GEMS/Water) Programme will undergo a QA/QC check by the
Data Centre at the Federal Institute of Hydrology.

Please note:

Under the UN-Water umbrella, a joint and collaborative monitoring effort under the GEMI project
(Monitoring Water and Sanitation in the 2030 Sustainable Development Agenda) has been established
which involves relevant UN entities and aims to ensure coherence in implementation of global
monitoring and reporting for SDG 6 (namely targets 6.3 to 6.6) including “ambient water quality”
indicator 6.3.2.

Through the GEMI project an initial roll-out of the indicator is currently taking place in 6 Proof of
Concept countries.

Indicator 6.3.2 is conceptually clear, has an established methodology, builds on international
standards and many countries are collecting the required information albeit not always on a regular
basis. Therefore UNEP and UN-Water consider the indicator to be in the position to either be in or to
move up to the Tier 2 category.
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Target number: 6.4

Indicator Number and Name: 6.4.1

Agency: FAO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

The process is on-going in the context of the GEMI project “Integrated monitoring of water and
sanitation related SDG targets”, carried out by seven UN agencies, i.e. FAO, UNEP, UNESCO, UN-
HABITAT, WHO, WMO, UNICEF, under the umbrella of UN-Water. The consultation includes a
proof-of-concept (POC) phase, involving six countries (Bangladesh, Jordan, Netherlands, Senegal,
Peru, Uganda). Moreover, several international experts being part of the 6.4 Target Team are
consulted on an ad-hoc basis, from the following additional entities: UNSD, University of Nebraska,
University of Frankfurt, IGRAC, Eurostat, World Bank.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The national statistical offices are systematically involved in each POC country. They collaborate
with the technical institutions to produce robust and reliable indicators and to include them into the
national statistical system.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

The development of the methodology for this indicator has been carried on for more than one year,
including consultations with all the entities listed above. Attention has been given also to the reaction
coming from the IAEG-SDG to the earlier versions of the methodology, in order to modify it
accordingly. Metadata have been proposed and discussed since August 2015.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

International standards exist for most of the parameters that will be used for the computation of the
indicator. Technical methodology for the assessment of the output from rainfed agriculture needs to
be established.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The methodological work will be completed by the end of 2016.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

The data are being collected with the National statistical Systems of the POC countries, as described
above. The work just started and will be carried on until end 2016.
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How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity, Satellite images, remote sensing

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

Data on water withdrawal across sectors for the compilation of the indicator are available in FAO-
AQUASTAT, UNSD and Eurostat. The estimation of the volumes of water withdrawn for energy
production would be possible making several assumptions. Main sources of data for the gross value
added by irrigated agriculture and industry are FAOSTAT and the World Bank database. Other
sources include the World Energy Outlook of the International Energy Agency and the UNIDO
database. Also, it is important to take into consideration transboundary water data issues for countries
sharing the same river basin.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Every 1 to 2 years

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Countries are expected to put in place a process of Quality Control, Quality Assurance and data
verification. The process should be carried out internally for the QC part, ensuring that all the planned
steps are properly carried out at each round of data collection. The QA should be carried out by
independent experts, either national or international, to assess the consistence and robustness of the
data produced. Finally, where possible the resulting data should be verified by comparison with
similar data from other sources.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

Indicator 6.4.1 is based on an estimation of the outcome gained from the utilization of a single unit of
water volume. The proposed methodology allows to disaggregate the indicator per economic sector,
offering a more flexible and detailed information to the decision makers. At the same time, the
aggregated result allows an easy and immediate comparison of the indicator’s values over time, being
also useful for comparison between countries where appropriate. Finally, the methodology implies the
preparation of a number of base parameters, which would be also useful as stand-alone sub-indicators,
as well as represent the basis for the preparation of eventual country specific supplementary
indicators.
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Target number: 6.5

Indicator Number and Name: 6.5.2 “Proportion of transboundary basin area with an operational
arrangement for water cooperation”

Agency: UNESCO-IHP, UNECE
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Under the UN-Water umbrella, an integrated global monitoring initiative (www.unwater.org/gemi)
was established in 2014 and together with the WHO/UNICEF JMP and WHO GLAAS, will be able to
monitor global progress towards the entirety of SDG 6. As an inter-agency initiative, the initiative’s
partners include UNEP, UN-Habitat, UNICEF, FAO, UNESCO, WHO and WMO. The consultation
includes a proof-of-concept (POC) phase, involving six countries (Bangladesh, Jordan, Netherlands,
Senegal, Peru, Uganda).

The methodology has been developed by a working group dedicated to the two indicators of target
6.5, with representatives of different UN agencies (UNECE, UNESCO, UNEP, UNDP, WHO) and
other organizations (GWP). In particular UNECE and UNESCO-IHP have coordinated the work for
indicator 6.5.2.

Feedback on the proposed methodology has been obtained from a number of experts specialized on
transboundary water cooperation from the UNESCO-IHP and UNECE networks and by country
officials. The methodology is currently tested under the UN-Water GEMI initiative (see “general
comments” section).

Regarding data collection tools, the reporting under the Convention on the Protection and Use of
Transboundary Watercourses and International Lakes (Water Convention), serviced by UNECE and
supported by UNESCO, will represent the main data collection mechanism."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

National Statistical Systems of the selected countries have been involved in the testing of
methodologies of indicators of the target, including 6.5.2, through the GEMI initiative. The national
statistical offices are systematically involved in each POC country. They collaborate with the
technical institutions to produce robust and reliable indicators and to include them into the national
statistical system.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The main process in terms of work of experts has been described in the answer to question 6.2.1:
namely the interagency coordination in the framework of UN Water, led by UNECE and UNESCO
for the proposal development, the iterations improving it based on the feedback received from experts
and national representatives and the foreseen further improvement based on the future results of the
testing through the GEMI project.

Regarding the content of the methodology, the elements of the indicator are

1)(for spatial information on transboundary surface water basins and aquifers) based on physical
observation/surveying and measurement and relatively fixed although the precision may vary
(especially on aquifers), and
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2) (for operationality of cooperation arrangement) based on the main principles of customary
international water law, also contained in the two UN conventions - Convention on the Law of the
Non-navigational Uses of International Watercourses (New York, 1997) and the UNECE Convention
on the Protection and Use of Transboundary Watercourses and International Lakes (Water
Convention) (Helsinki, 1992) — as well as the draft Articles on The Law of Transboundary Aquifers
(2008; UN General Assembly resolutions 63/124 and 66/104)."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"No new international standard will need to be approved. International standards and/or
methodologies, or underpinning norms are already available for the data components upon which the
methodology has been developed for indicator 6.5.2.

The elements of the indicator are based on the main principles of customary international water law,
also contained in the two UN conventions - Convention on the Law of the Non-navigational Uses of
International Watercourses (New York, 1997) and the UNECE Convention on the Protection and Use
of Transboundary Watercourses and International Lakes (Helsinki, 1992) — as well as the draft
Articles on The Law of Transboundary Aquifers (2008; UN General Assembly resolutions 63/124 and
66/104)."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The testing of indicator 6.5.2 is currently on-going in six countries together with other indicators for
SDG 6 on water. The pilot testing is expected to be completed in October/November 2016, with
revised and final methodology ready for roll-out in March 2017.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

The data and information necessary for defining the indicator value is in most cases already available
at the country level in ministries and agencies responsible for water resources.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international
entity

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"A first main component is spatial information (“transboundary basin area”). It is based on physical
measurement and is usually available in ministries in charge of water resources. The value of this
component is relatively fixed although the precision may vary (especially on aquifers), and may
require only limited update on the basis of improved knowledge.

Regarding operationality of arrangement the information needed for calculating the indicator can be
directly obtained from information from administrative records (Member States have records of
cooperation arrangements).
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In both cases, the Member States have the most up-to-date information, which can be supplemented
by the data from various international projects and inventories, which contribute to establishing a
baseline globally.

These sources contributing to the baseline assessment include, for existing agreements, the
International Freshwater Treaties Database
(http://www.transboundarywaters.orst.edu/publications/atlas/index.html), maintained by Oregon State
University (OSU); For organizations for transboundary water cooperation: International River Basin
Organization (RBO) Database
(http://www.transboundarywaters.orst.edu/research/RBO/index.html).Data are available at global
level on the 120 international river basin organisations.

Spatial data (delineating transboundary basins) are available for all currently known 286 surface water
basins and 592 transboundary aquifers.

On spatial information: for aquifer delineations - Based on project activities the UNESCO
Internationally Shared Aquifer Resources Management Programme (ISARM, http://isarm.org/) data
base is populated on data on transboundary aquifers (https://ggis.un-igrac.org/); for basin extent and
boundaries - Transboundary Waters Assessment Programme (TWAP; http://www.geftwap.org/);
assessments under the UNECE Water Convention

Reporting under the UNECE Water Convention will regularly gather through a questionnaire sent to
national authorities responsible for transboundary water cooperation information needed for the
calculation of indicator 6.5.2, especially on the cooperation arrangements, transboundary waters
covered by them as well as operationality of cooperation arrangements. The Convention’s regular
reporting on transboundary water cooperation, involves both Parties and non-Parties to the
Convention and the questionnaire covers transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters. In addition,
regional assessments describing transboundary cooperation, inventorying agreements and presenting
also spatial data have also been undertaken under the Convention and will continue to be carried out
on a regular basis."

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

The reporting under the Water Convention will be piloted in 2016-2017. The questionnaire will be
reviewed, also to take into account the need to track progress vis-a-vis indicator 6.5.2, and the
reporting will be replicated every three years.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes
If yes, please briefly describe:

"Data collected will be produced by the countries, with the support of the international organizations
that will have proposed rules to get access / produce the data (as explained in answer to “data
collection” question above), which implies the data is already validated.

In case international database and inventories are used, especially for baseline assessment, these
already count with the involvement of countries. For instance, data on transboundary aquifers is
obtained through the initiatives of the UNESCO Intergovernmental International Hydrological
Programme (IHP), which is an intergovernmental programme with 168 Member States. The IHP
National Committees work closely with the headquarters and UNESCO focal points at national and
regional level to develop action and on data collection.

However, the processes of validation would require exactly the same involvement from the country as
the calculation of the indicators, which is simple and based on readily available information. Thus, the
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best way to obtain validated data is to encourage the countries to calculate the indicator using the
available guidance on the methodology and report it.

Moreover, information gathered from the national reports under the Water Convention is officially
submitted and therefore already validated.

The Water Convention will also offer a framework for intergovernmental discussions, including data
validation, on the progress in indicator 6.5.2 at different levels, from the national, to the basin,
regional and global."

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

Under the UN-Water umbrella, a joint and collaborative monitoring effort has been established which
involves all relevant UN entities and ensures coherence in implementation of global monitoring and
reporting for SDG 6 in its entirety. Through this initiative an initial roll-out of SDG 6 indicators is
currently taking place in 6 countries. To find out more about the integrated monitoring of water and
sanitation related SDG targets, see www.unwater.org/gemi.

The indicators proposed for SDG 6 are conceptually clear, have an established methodology, build on
international standards and many countries are already collecting the required information on a
regular basis. Further information on methodology for all of SDG 6 indicators can be found in the
UN-Water metadata compilation: http://bit.ly/28N7EfS.

In order to provide clarifications and fulfil gaps in information needed for the workplan, especially in
regard to:

- The necessary steps for calculating the indicator value using spatial data and administrative
information are spelled out clearly and in detail.

- The objective criteria (based on customary international law) for assessing whether the
cooperation arrangement referred to in the indicator definition can be considered
“operational” is detailed.

- The sources of data are explained more extensively.

Please see the DRAFT Step-by-step monitoring methodology for SDG indicator 6.5.2 on
transboundary cooperation is available at: http://www.unwater.org/publications/publications-
detail/en/c/428764/
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Goal 6: Ensure availability and sustainable management
of water and sanitation for all

Target number: 6.6

Indicator Number and Name: 6.6.1 Change in the extent of water-related ecosystems over time
Agency: UNEP

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?

Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

UNEP (lead); CBD, Ramsar, [IUCN and IWML.

Under the UN-Water umbrella, an integrated global monitoring initiative (www.unwater.org/gemi)
was established in 2014 and together with the WHO/UNICEF JMP and WHO GLAAS, will be able to
monitor global progress towards the entirety of SDG 6. As an inter-agency initiative, the initiative’s
partners include UNEP, UN-Habitat, UNICEF, FAO, UNESCO, WHO and WMO.

Methodology development for each SDG 6 target is led by a Target Team, and for 6.6 the Target
Team is led by UNEP (chair) and also includes CBD, Ramsar, [IUCN and IWMI. Integrated
monitoring is currently being pilot tested in six countries: Senegal, Peru, Jordan, Uganda, Bangladesh
and the Netherlands. National working groups have been established in these countries to support the
development of the methodology in a consultative process.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The National Statistical Offices of the six countries are all invited to the inception workshops and will
be involved in the pilot testing of methodologies for SDG indicators, including 6.6.1.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

A draft methodology has been developed by a global target team (see 6.2.1 above) and is currently
being pilot tested in six countries as described above.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

The proposed draft methodology aligns with classifications of water related ecosystems as agreed by
CBD and RAMSAR

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The pilot testing is expected to be completed in October/November 2016, with revised and final
methodology ready for roll-out in March 2017.
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Goal 6: Ensure availability and sustainable management
of water and sanitation for all

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

This indicator tracks changes over time in the extent of water-related ecosystems. It uses the
imminent date of 2020 in order to synchronise with the Aichi Targets of the Convention of
Biodiversity but will continue beyond that date to synchronise with the rest of the SDG Targets set at
2030. The ecosystems included are the wetlands described by the Ramsar Convention (Ramsar,
1971) as ““areas of marsh, fen, peatland or water, whether natural or artificial, permanent or
temporary, with water that is static or flowing, fresh, brackish or salt, including areas of marine water
the depth of which at low tide does not exceed six metres””. Also included is groundwater.
Accordingly the indicator methodology seeks to include the following ecosystem categories: wetlands
(swamps, marshes and peatlands), open water (rivers and estuaries, lakes, coastal waters and
reservoirs), and groundwater aquifers.
Three principle sub-indicators describing aspects of these ecosystems are monitored to describe the
extent:

o Their spatial extent

o The quantity of water contained within these ecosystems

o The health or state of these ecosystems

How do you plan to collect the data?

X Send questionnaire(s) to country

X Obtain data directly from country database/website

X Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity
X Satellite images, remote sensing

O O O O

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The indicator will track changes over time in the extent of water related ecosystems such as wetlands,
rivers, lakes and reservoirs, estuaries and groundwater. f A combination of earth observation and
ground-based data will be applied. For each of the ecosystem types, standard methods exist.
Combining these metrics into one indicator is the novel element that has been developed.
Three principle aspects of these ecosystems are monitored to describe the extent:
0 Their spatial extent
N The quantity of water contained within these ecosystems
O The health or state of these ecosystems

These are also linked to water quality as collected by 6.3.2

There are a number of international organisations and projects with abundant literature that describes
the data, the collection of data and the processing of this data to achieve the objective of measuring
the change in extent of water-related ecosystems. The collection of data is possible through the
collaboration of international and national institutions (UNEP (GEMS Water); WCMC,; Biodiversity
Indicators Partnership — Ramsar, Convention on Biological Biodiversity; Convention on Combatting
Desertification; GEO/GEOSS, NASA, GRDC), provide the networks required. Ramsar Parties will in
addition be required to report (for each COP, every 3 years, starting in 2017) if they have a national
wetlands inventory, on the extent in km” of the total wetlands surface.
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Goal 6: Ensure availability and sustainable management
of water and sanitation for all

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Every two to three years is a realistic frequency for updating the indicator information.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Several of the components of the indicator such as spatial extent and volume of water stored in lakes
and wetlands are collected and regularly validated by national water authorities. For the earth
observations that will be used for the compilation of the indicator national ground verification
programmes are planned.

Please note:

Under the UN-Water umbrella, a joint and collaborative monitoring effort has been established which
involves all relevant UN entities and ensures coherence in implementation of global monitoring and
reporting for SDG 6 in its entirety. Through this initiative an initial roll-out of SDG 6 indicators is
currently taking place in 6 countries. To find out more about the integrated monitoring of water and
sanitation related SDG targets, see www.unwater.org/gemi.

The indicators proposed for SDG 6 are conceptually clear, have an established methodology, build on
international standards and many countries are already collecting the required information on a
regular basis. Further information on methodology for all of SDG 6 indicators can be found in the
UN-Water metadata compilation: http://bit.ly/28N7EfS.
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Goal 9: Build resilient infrastructure, promote inclusive
and sustainable industrialization and foster innovation

Goal 9

Target number: 9.1

Indicator Number and Name: 9.1.1 Share of the rural population who live within 2 km of an all-
season road

Agency: World Bank
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

Experts from the World Bank have developed the approach, in collaboration with DFID (Department
for International Development), UK.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The World Bank will publish a detailed report assessing data sources, methodology, robustness,

correlation with poverty, etc. of this indicator. It will invite National Statistical System, other country
partners, and international community to scrutinize the approach.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

The World Bank with support from the Research for Community Access Partnership (ReCAP) funded
by the Department for International Development (DFID) of the United Kingdom has worked to
develop a new methodology to measure rural access, which is sustainable, consistent, simple and
operationally relevant. Although it is conceptually the same as an earlier indicator of the same name
(i.e., “Share of the population who live within 2 kilometers of the nearest road in “good condition” in
rural areas”), the new method uses new spatial data and techniques.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

The methodology of the indicator will need to be vetted in its entirety by the IAEG-SDG.
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The methodology will be published in the next few months.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No
How do you plan to collect the data?
Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint survey/compilation with national agency

and international entity, Satellite images, remote sensing, Line ministries and Road Agencies are
consulted to obtain (georeferenced) information on road conditions.
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With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

The underlying data necessary to carry out the analysis is expected to be updated by road agencies
every 3 to 5 years.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

The Rural Access Index (RAI) is a well-defined development indicator in the transport sector. It
measures the share of people who live in 2km distance from an all-season road (see Roberts et al.
(2006) “Rural Access Index: A Key Development Indicator” Transport Papers No. 10). The World
Bank is currently working on establishing a new method to measure this index with new global spatial
data and GIS techniques used. The definition remains broadly the same, although the way of
measuring road condition is slightly changed because the new method uses different sources of data.
It measures the share of rural people who live within 2 km of a road in good condition. With 8 pilot
countries (Ethiopia, Kenya, Mozambique, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, Nepal and Bangladesh) tested,
the proposed method has been confirmed to be robust and implementable. All technical details will be
available in the forthcoming report “Measuring Rural Access: Using new technologies” by the World
Bank, which will be published by July-August 2016. The developed methodology is planned to be
rolled out to other 30 countries in the next two Fiscal Years of the World Bank (July 2016-June 2018).
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Goal 9: Build resilient infrastructure, promote inclusive
and sustainable industrialization and foster innovation

Target number: 9.3

Indicator Number and Name: 9.3.1 Proportion of small-scale industries in total industry value
added

Agency: UNIDO
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"NSOs
UNIDO, OECD, World Bank, UNCDF among international agencies"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

We have proposed that IAEG-SDG forms a small task force including representatives of around 7
NSOs and International agencies (such as UNIDO, WB, OECD, UNSD) which could work out
employment-based size class for the purpose global monitoring.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"There is no need of developing new methodologies for data collection tools. Both data and
methodology exists.

There are two main issues:

1. International data reporting by size class categories
2. Common definition of size class for small industries based on statistical measures"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

A recommendation on the size class to be classified under "Small"
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

If yes, please describe:

UNIDO has been collecting data from NSOs on activities of industrial establishments. However, these
data are not dis-aggregated by the size class categories such as large and small. The current data

collection programme of UNIDO, which was endorsed by UNSC many years ago, does not envisage
collecting data separately for small industries. Therefore no international reporting system exists.
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When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

As soon as JAEG-SDG makes decision on size class definition
How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Annual

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

NSOs collect and produce data through their established system

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide

them here:

"There are two kinds of definition of small 1) classification of small for policy, taxation/subsidies
purpose 2) for statistical purpose.

It will be difficult to harmonize policy related definition of small, so we need to agree on a statistical
measure for the purpose of SDG monitoring."
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and sustainable industrialization and foster innovation

Target number: 9.3

Indicator Number and Name: 9.3.2 Proportion of small-scale industries with a loan or line of credit
Agency: UNIDO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Kindly refer to the information provided for Indicator 9.3.1

Answers to all subsequent questions are identical. "
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Goal 10

Target number: 10.2

Indicator Number and Name: 10.2.1 Proportion of people living below 50 per cent of median
income, disaggregated by age group, sex and persons with disabilities

Agency: World Bank
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

We are currently discussing how to proceed on this.

How do you plan to collect the data?

This indicator will use the exact same data as used in indicator 1.1.1 (Proportion of population below
the international poverty line, by sex, age, employment status and geographical location (urban/rural))
and indicator 10.1.1 (Growth rates of household expenditure or income per capita among the bottom
40 per cent of the population and the total population).

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Can be the same as indicators 1.1.1 and 10.1.1

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Can be the same as indicators 1.1.1 and 10.1.1

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide

them here:

This indicator would use the same underlying data for monitoring SDG indicators 1.1.1 and 10.1.1.
However, the methodology needs to be developed and the possibility of this is being discussed.
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Goal 10: Reduce inequality within and among countries

Target number: 10.3 and 16.b

Indicator Number and Name: 16.b.1 and 10.3.1 - Proportion of population reporting having
personally felt discriminated against or harassed in the previous 12 months on the basis of a ground of
discrimination prohibited under international human rights law

Agency: OHCHR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UN organizations/entities: Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, United Nations
Office on Drugs and Crimes, UN Women

Members of the Praia working group on indicator 16.b.1: - Independent Researcher (New York
University/Congo Research) — Francesca Bomboko; Departamento Administrativo Nacional de
Estadistica (Colombia) - Diana Carolina Nova Laverde; French Institute of Research for Development
— Frangois Roubaud; INEGI México — Oscar Jaimes Bello, Adrian Franco Barrios, Garcia Velazquez
Maria del Pilar; Institut National de la Statistique du Niger - Amadou Garba Halimatou ; Statistiques
Tunisie - Lotfi Hrizi, Nadia Touihri; OECD - Marco Mira D’Ercole; Palestinian Central Bureau of
Statistics — Khalid Abu Khalid; Bureau of Justice Statistics (U.S. Department of Justice) — Allen
Beck; Statistics South Africa - Isabelle Schmidt; UN Women — Sara Duerto Valero

Other potentially involved organizations/entities include: European Union Fundamental Rights
Agency; Focal points of national statistical offices of the United Nations Survey of Crime Trends and
Operations of the Criminal Justice System; other experts that will be identified later

In terms of consultative process, OHCHR started consulting organizations and experts on a bilateral
basis. OHCHR participated in the UNODC meeting of Global Focal Points of the Surveys on Crime
Trends and Operations of the Criminal Justice System (UN-CTS) in May 2016. One of the
recommendations was adding questions on experience/perception of discrimination to the existing
section on victimization survey to take advantage of the existing annual data collection through
identified and active focal points in each country. Among other things, the discussion highlighted
comparability issues and needs for more targeted sampling frame to capture the different grounds of
discrimination. The process envisaged for developing the indicator and its methodology will be
further discussed during a first meeting of the Praia Working Group (see above members list) in Paris,
4-6 July 2016."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"National statistical systems will be involved in the development of the methodology in the context of
the work and consultations organized within the Praia Group framework and in the context of other
relevant consultations on country level work and experience in implementing victimization surveys
and other data collections relevant to the compilation of the indicator. Among the issues to be
addressed in the context of this work, we can mention for instance:

. measurement of experience versus perception of discrimination
and related validity and comparability issues;

. Use of specialized discrimination surveys versus discrimination
modules within a general or other purpose survey;

. Surveying/accessing population groups who may be marginalized

and/or at risk of discrimination;
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. Guaranteeing implementation of human rights and statistical
standards in data collection work.

Based on a mapping of national, regional and international surveys on measurement of discrimination
(as stand-alone applications or as a part of victimization or general purpose surveys), representatives
of national statistical systems will be consulted on above mentioned as well as additional related
issues, such as: grounds and areas of discrimination covered; cognitive testing; screening and
sampling techniques; inclusion of ‘hard to reach’ / potentially ‘left behind’ group; training of
interviewers; and capacity building at country level."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"As mentioned above, a first meeting of the Praia working group created to work on this indicator will
be held in Paris on 4-6 July 2016. The meeting will provide an opportunity to discuss with partners
and experts, including representatives from national statistical systems, about respective work and
data collection, and identify definitional, methodological and practical issues to be considered. The
meeting will help specify further the process to be followed for developing the methodology. Based
on the results of the Praia meeting, it is envisaged to:
. conduct an in-depth technical review of the methodologies

currently applied by national statistical systems to measure

experience/perception of discrimination, their compatibility with the

proposed SDG indicator and suitability for global reporting;
. convene follow-up expert consultations, in coordination with Group

Praia to discuss the main findings of the methodological overview

of surveys on experience/perception on discrimination;
. based on conclusions and recommendations of these follow-up

consultations, develop guidance for producing harmonized

statistics on experience/perception of discrimination relevant to the

compilation of indicator 16.b.1;
. Support, through capacity building, the implementation and

integration of the developed module/questionnaire on the

experience/perception of discrimination in existing or new country

population surveys.
. Report on indicator 16.b.1 building on existing data collection and

exchange programmes at national, regional and international level"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

The methodology to be developed will rely and build primarily on existing international legal and
statistical standards, including human rights law and the International Classification of Crimes for
Statistical Purposes (ICCS). If new international standards will have to be developed (none are
currently anticipated), they will be proposed to the UNSC through the Praia Group, and if applicable,
through the mechanisms overseeing the ICCS.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

Towards the end of 2018 (depending on scope of methodology)

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please describe:

Some national statistical systems and regional organizations are collecting data for some of the
components of this indicator (i.e. specific grounds of discrimination such as gender, age, indigenous,
migrants, etc.). OHCHR has started a mapping of initiatives applied to measure experience/perception
of discrimination, their compatibility with the proposed SDG indicator and suitability for global
reporting. The main findings and preliminary recommendations from this technical review will be
presented to an expert meeting. For the list of organizations and experts, see response to 6.2.1.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Annually

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

At this stage, we are not in the position to describe the process of data validation that will be followed,

but this will be discussed in due course within the Praia Group and with national statistical systems
representatives which will be responsible for implementing the envisaged population surveys.
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Target number: 10.5

Indicator Number and Name: 10.5.1 Financial Soundness Indicators (FSIs)
Agency: IMF

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

The methodology underlying the compilation of these indicators was developed by the IMF in 2006.
An extensive compilation guide was completed in 2006 to assist the compilers. This work was
informed by consultation with experts from other international agencies (including the Bank for
International Settlements), standard setting bodies, and IMF member countries.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The IMF extensively collaborated with central banks and banking supervisory agencies in member
countries to develop the FSI methodology.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

The methodology outlined in the FSI Compilation Guide is the outcome of sustained collective efforts
that began in 1999, when the IMF launched its FSIs initiative and convened the first meeting of a
reference group of FSI experts (FSIRG) from international/regional institutions and a broad range of
countries for that purpose. Throughout the process of developing and fine-tuning these indicators, the
IMF has reached out to and extensively consulted with the FSIRG and national authorities.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

This work was completed in 2006

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe:

Some national statistical systems and regional organizations are collecting data for some of the
components of this indicator (i.e. specific grounds of discrimination such as gender, age, indigenous,
migrants, etc.). OHCHR has started a mapping of initiatives applied to measure experience/perception
of discrimination, their compatibility with the proposed SDG indicator and suitability for global
reporting. The main findings and preliminary recommendations from this technical review will be
presented to an expert meeting. For the list of organizations and experts, see response to 6.2.1.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity
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With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Anually

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

At this stage, we are not in the position to describe the process of data validation that will be followed,

but this will be discussed in due course within the Praia Group and with national statistical systems
representatives which will be responsible for implementing the envisaged population surveys.
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Target number: 10.7

Indicator Number and Name: 10.7.1 Recruitment cost borne by employee as a proportion of yearly
income earned in country of destination

Agency: World Bank
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and consulted in
developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"The work has been led by the World Bank’s KNOMAD including ILO Geneva. Experts from
COMPAS Oxford University and University of California-Davis led the work on developing the
methodology. Various stakeholders participated in the consultative process over the workshop format,
including OECD, IOM, ILO, UNESCAP, FAO, ACP, IFAD, UNPD, government agencies (US
Department of Labor and the Philippine Department of Labor and Employment), think tanks,
academia, civil society, and private foundations.

Local research institutes carried out small sample surveys, in collaboration with relevant ministries
that deal with foreign labor policies. Survey countries include Spain, Kuwait, Korea, Ethiopia, India,
Malaysia, Mexico, Nepal, Pakistan, and the Philippines. Local research institutes include government-
research institutes such as India Labor Institute and Philippine Institute for Labor Studies.

The small sample surveys continues in 2016 in India, Italy, the Philippines and Russia.

As to the survey data collection, it employed the World Bank Survey Solutions — Computer-Assisted
Personal Interviews (CAPI), and interviews were carried out face-to-face. "

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"There are several avenues to explore. First, the surveys can be carried out during the regular labor
force surveys — developing a migration module, or including survey questions on recruitment costs in
the existing migration module. Our experience shows this can be implementable: for instance,
KNOMAD tested this in Indonesia’s national surveys carried out by the national statistics agency;
moreover, KNOMAD involved in including recruitment cost-related questions in a new migration
module of a national survey that has been carried out by the statistics agency of Kyrgyz Republic.

Second, surveys on recruitment costs can be also carried out as part of the initiative to have migration
data at the disaggregate level. This can be undertaken by the World Bank, other UN organizations and
countries. The World Bank and the KNOMAD can organize a series of workshops to build capacity of
national statistics offices and relevant ministries of labor, in combination with ongoing World Bank’s
efforts to improve capacity of national statistical agencies on how to use the World Bank Survey
Solutions — Computer-Assisted Personal Interviews (CAPI) for national data collections.

The plan shall be identified through consultative process with stakeholders, including national
statistics agencies. "

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator
"KNOMAD has developed the methodology over the following four stages.

First, in 2013, experts from developed a conceptual framework on migration costs including
recruitment costs, through a consultative process (workshops).
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Second, in 2014, the experts developed a questionnaire by cost components — recruitment costs,
financing costs, and wages and foregoing wages, which was vetted by pilot surveys in Spain, Kuwait
and Korea.

Third, in 2015, KNOMAD and ILO further implemented small-sample surveys in Ethiopia, India,
Malaysia, Mexico, Nepal, Pakistan, and the Philippines.

Fourth, the World Bank’s KNOMAD plans to present how to select and design the indicator to
relevant stakeholders involved in establishing this indicator, including the ILO as well as relevant
parties at the World Bank.

Once the indicator methodology has been developed, the World Bank’s KNOMAD will prepare the
definition, the calculation and the variables needed to measure the indicator. It will explain the details
relating to the data that will be used—the data source, and frequency of collection. The data catalogue
for the indicator will also be developed in consultation with national statistical offices and

governments.

It is important to underscore that the development of this indicator is being conducted in stages which
will include the possibility of future refinements as data sources and methodologies."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
We expect to complete this by end July 2016.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No
How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international
entity, Include relevant survey questions in the existing labor force/ household surveys.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Annual

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Part of the data validation, KNOMAD carried out focus group discussions in survey countries and
also presented findings from migration/ recruitment costs data to relevant authorities. The World
Bank will continue to employ this method to validate the data as well as provide qualitative

information which may serve to develop country-level policy recommendations to reduce recruitment
costs.
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If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

The World Bank’s Global Knowledge Partnership on Migration and Development (KNOMAD) where
ILO participates as a co-chair, has been conducting small-sample migrant surveys since 2014. It aims
to compile monetary and non-monetary migration costs by local currency incurred by low-skilled
migrants. The cost components include recruitment costs at the detailed level (costs associated with
recruitment agency fees, passport, visa, air transportation, medical exam, etc), as well as wages. This
allows to express recruitment costs in months/years of expected wages. It also collects data on late
payments of wages, unpaid-work hours, compensation for work-related sickness or injuries, which
allows to compute foregone wages owing to these weak labor/living conditions in destination
countries. This KNOMAD data can be disaggregated by gender, as well as by sector — namely
agricultural, construction, manufacturing/ industry, and domestic help/services sectors. As the data is
by origin-destination corridor, KNOMAD can construct the data as a bilateral matrix. To date, this is
the only existing data that allows cross-country/corridor comparisons of recruitment costs.
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Target number: 10.7

Indicator Number and Name: Indicator 10.7.2: Number of countries that have implemented well-
managed migration policies

Agency: UNDESA and IOM
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"IOM: Frank Laczko, Lars Johan Lonnback, Susanne Melde

UN DESA Population Division: Jorge Bravo, Bela Hovy, Vinod Mishra,

The Global Migration Group (its working group on Data and Statistics) has since 2013 considered
suggestions for indicators of migration related SDG targets as the negotiations on the post-2015
framework evolved. Since the [AEG-SDG initiated its work, the co-chairs of the GMG working
group, IOM and UN DESA, have collaborated to develop joint proposals to the IAEG SDG. Indicator
10.7.2 was incorporated in the indicator framework endorsed by the UN Statistical Commission in
March 2016. IOM and UN DESA PD have continued to collaborate to specify the meta-data and
methodology for this indicator (more information provided under “9. General Comments” below)."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Since the indicator refers to dimensions of migration policies for which no systematic, national-level,
internationally comparable data exists, (see answer to point 9 below), the initial phase of development
of the indicator has taken place amongst experts on migration and population policy. We anticipate a
higher degree of involvement of NSOs and other technical experts at a later stage, including during
testing of the questionnaire and defining summary statistics of the various dimensions of the indicator.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The main goal is to formulate a clear and simple methodology based on existing data sources and
instruments to collect it, which could produce meaningful, actionable and timely information of key
gaps and good practices in relation to “well-managed migration policies” of countries. The process
has entailed:

a) comparative analysis with previous indicators for the MDGs and other SDG indicators already
gaining acceptance from the IAEG SDG;

b) identification of two key bases for the development and specification of the indicator: the IOM
Council resolution C/106/40 on Migration Governance Framework, which specifies 6 domains of
what can be considered a first international standard for “well-managed migration policies” (cf. SDG
target 10.7), and the UN Inquiry among governments on Population and Development (the “Inquiry”),
mandated by the General Assembly and undertaken since 1963
(https://esa.un.org/poppolicy/Inquiry.aspx), which contains questions/data on migration policies;

c) Identification of a preliminary set of questions in the current (11th) and future editions of the UN
Inquiry, and perhaps other data sources, that could serve as proxy for each of the six policy domains
established by the Migration Governance Framework. Additional questions and elements are being
formulated through a joint initiative by IOM and the Economist Intelligence Unit on a Migration
Governance Framework (MGI).

d) All questions will be tested through consultations among experts, including from NSOs."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

December 2016
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Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

The Inquiry has been implemented every 5 years. The migration component already has some
questions/data pertinent to at least 3 of the 6 domains of the conceptual framework for 10.7.2
Additional relevant questions can be adapted or added in future editions, and more information could
be drawn from other sources (IOM- EIU initiative, others).

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

To be determined

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Annually for some sub-indicators, every 4 years, in synch with the HLPF 4-year cycle, for others
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"IOM and UN DESA have made a preliminary presentation the IAEG SDG (meeting in Mexico City,
31 March to 2 April, 2016) an indicator for SDG target 10.7 on ""The number of countries that have
implemented well-managed migration policies"". This indicator aims to describe the state of global
migration policy and to track the evolution of such policies over time. The information collected
could be disaggregated by region and country, and could identify both progress made and gaps, thus
serving as evidence base for actionable recommendations for the implementation of SDG target 10.7.
The 6 domains of the Framework for “well-managed migration policy” indicator referenced above
(IOM Council resolution C/106/40) are: 1. Institutional capacity and policy; 2. Migrant rights; 3. Safe
and orderly migration; 4. Labour migration and recruitment costs; 5. International partnerships; 6.
Humanitarian crises and migration policy. The indicator will be an essential to track all migration-
related SDG targets, and it should complement and even help to inform other targets such as 4.b, 5.2,
8.8,16.2 and 17.18.

Data source, method of computation and international consensus: The main source of data will be the
UN Inquiry among governments on Population and Development, which has been surveying global
population policies for several decades, including migration policies since 2011. The Inquiry will be
updated to analyse measures across six migration-related policy domains mentioned above. Each
policy domain will include one key sub-indicator that represents a proxy for the policy domain in
question.

The purpose of this indicator will not be to rank countries. Rather, the information to be extracted
from the Inquiry will serve to register progress and identify gaps across policy domains, such as
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countries in need of support for institutional building or strengthening, or any other relevant policy
domain. This indicator for SDG target 10.7 will also be used to empirically document the future
thematic reviews at the HLPF, as migration is an issue that cuts across many SDGs and targets."
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Goal 11

Target number: 11.4

Indicator Number and Name: 11.4.1 Total expenditure (pubpe of heritage (cultural, natural, mixed,
World Heritage Centre designation), level of government (national, regional, and local/municipal),
type of expenditure (operating expenditure/investment) and type of private funding (donations in kind,
private non-profit sector, sponsorshiplic and private) per capita spent on the preservation, protection
and conservation of all cultural and natural heritage, by type

Agency: UNESCO Institute for Statistics
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UIS is convening a meeting of experts for 26-28 September 2016. UIS will be inviting experts from
selected international agencies (i.e. UNESCO, UN Habitat, UNEP, Eurostat), NGO’s (ICOMOS,
IUCN, ICCROM), selected national government ministries and independent experts.

The objectives of the meeting will be to:
1) Discuss SDG indicator 11.4.1

i) Identify initial methodological issues

iii) Identify policy priorities and better understand the availability of heritage data
iv) Identify potential sources of data at national level

V) Make initial recommendations for a global data collection

It is anticipated that between 15-20 participants will be in attendance. After the meeting, a work plan
for the development and implementation of a global data collection will be developed. This will
include methodological work."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Selected experts will be consulted during the methodological development and selected countries will
be involved during the pilot questionnaire stage.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"Expert group in September 2016 will identify initial methodological issues.

UIS will engage an expert to help develop the necessary methodology in collaboration with relevant
partners as well as design the data collection instrument. Existing relevant methodologies will be
used and new methodology developed as necessary."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

December 2017

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please describe:

"Population data for all countries are available as well as UN population estimates. UN estimates will
be used to calculate the indicator.

Data to produce the indicator (and some of its components) is available for selected countries."
How do you plan to collect the data?
Send questionnaire(s) to country

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

Each relevant national respondent will be sent a questionnaire. Consideration is being given to
identify a national focal point for each country that would be responsible to coordinate the response to
the UIS survey.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Annual

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

Validation will be part of the data collection and dissemination process. It is anticipated that countries
will validate the indicator(s) prior to release by UIS.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide

them here:

The 2009 UNESCO FCS provides the methodological basis for the development of the indicator.
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Target number: 11.5

Indicator Number and Name: "11.5.1 Number of deaths, missing persons and persons affected by
disaster per 100,000 people"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The methodology proposes the collection and use of simple and uniform physical indicators of
mortality (number of people) as the point of departure for computation.

Time dimension should be defined when to record/report data.

Methodologies and standards as well as data for “number of deaths” are very solid and robust.
The number of “missing persons” is subject to legal procedures and time threshold, thus it is not
consistently collected among Member States.

The number of “persons affected” has same problems as those of “missing persons” but with more
complexity. The definition of “persons affected” has not been universal and still under development.
The OEIWG is currently discussing sub-categories of “persons affected” taking into account
rationality and feasibility. Nevertheless double-counting is unavoidable in many countries and the
value is a proxy, it would provide global trends and measure global progress.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional Informal
consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):
http://www.preventionweb.net/documents/oiewgTechnical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
es%200n%20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
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Ideally hazard-by-hazard basis, at least annually
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Not every country has a comparable national disaster loss database that is consistent with the
proposed guidelines (although current coverage exceeds 89 countries). Therefore, by 2020, it is
expected that all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to the
recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG."
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Target number: 11.5

Indicator Number and Name: "11.5.2 Direct disaster economic loss in relation to global GDP,
including disaster damage to critical infrastructure and disruption of basic services"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The methodology proposes, whenever possible, the collection and use of simple and uniform physical
indicators of damage (counts of assets affected) as the starting point for calculations, instead of
requesting countries to directly evaluate the economic value of direct losses. A centralized and
common approach to estimate direct economic losses will result in a homogeneous and consistent
indicator.

Time dimension should be defined when to record/report data.

The OEIWG is currently discussing sub-categories of “direct disaster economic loss” taking into
account rationality and feasibility among Member States. Although there are great variation in
physical and economical situations and data availability among Member States, the value would
provide global trends and measure global progress.

“Critical infrastructure” and “basic services” needs to be defined, taking into account data availability
and feasibility in most countries.

There are several dimensions of “disruption”, i.e. complete/partial interruption and level of service,
which needs to be defined.

Although there are great variation in physical and economical situations and data availability among
Member States, the indicators would provide global trends and measure global progress.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional

Informal consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):
http://www.preventionweb.net/documents/oiewg/Technical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
es%200n%20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

96



Goal 11: Make cities and human settlements inclusive,
safe, resilient and sustainable

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
Ideally hazard-by-hazard basis, at least annually
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Not every country has a comparable national disaster loss database that is consistent with the
proposed guidelines (although current coverage exceeds 89 countries). Therefore, by 2020, it is
expected that all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to the
recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG."
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Target number: 11.a

Indicator Number and Name: Indicator 11.a.1: Proportion of population living in cities that
implement urban and regional development plans integrating population projections and resource
needs, by size of city

Agency: UN-Habitat
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Initial consultations were held between the Statistical Unit f or UN Habitat and the Regional and
Metropolitan Planning Unit of UN Habitat, where National Urban Policies (development,
implementation) are being monitored. A draft work plan is being worked on to facilitate a larger
stakeholder engagement on the refinement of the indicator. Further development of the methodology
for Indicator 11.a.1 will also include expanding the repository of data collection tools, with the aim of
the finalization of a fully measurable and agreed upon indicator framework. Several organizations and
individuals with expertise in the areas on National and Regional Urban Policy will be invited to form
an expert group to refine the proposed methodology and proposed methods.

Already strong existing organizational partnerships exist between UN Habitat, OECD, and Cities
Alliance in the area of National Urban Policy. The partnership aims to coordinate work on National
Urban Policy in order to capitalize on the strengths of each organization. Other organizations
participating in dialogues on National Urban Policy include UNECE, UNECA, and UNCRD.
Additional national and international experts on National and Regional Urban Policy will be drawn
from the pool of 20 experts on National Urban Policy (nominated by UN member states and other
international organizations) of the Policy Unit 3 on National Urban Policies, which was gathered in
order to support the development of a knowledge base on National Urban Policies for the United
Nations Conference on Housing and Sustainable Urban Development (Habitat I1I).

Other organizations leading in the development of this indicator methodology, such as UNFPA, will
also draw on their networks in order to include in the group of experts those who have specialized
interest in the indicator qualifiers; responds to population dynamics, ensures balanced regional and
territorial development, and increase local fiscal space.

These existing partnership networks will be used in order to gather experts in the field of urban policy
to meet for two Expert Group Meetings (EGM), one initial virtual meeting and one face-to-face EGM,
both which will be used to refine and validate the proposed methodologies and methods."

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The proposed work plan for the development of this methodology includes the formation of an expert
group which will be crucial in the refinement of the methodological approach for this indicator. The
team of experts will include invitations from representatives of selected National Statistical Agencies
with a regional representation. This will ensure that their inputs to the methodological framework are
captured, in addition to assessing the feasibility/suitability/efficiency to implement the indicator from
the perspective of National Statistical agencies. In addition, the partners will organize regional
workshops, where all national statistical agencies will be trained on the proposed methodology for
data collection and reporting on this indicator. Where funds allow, specific in-country missions to
support National Statistical Agencies will be undertaken, especially where UN Habitat already has on-
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going projects. Such countries will then become centers of learning or model countries for other
countries in the regions in implementing and monitoring on indicator 11.a.1.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The final process of methodological development for this indicator will be based on a work plan
developed and agreed upon by UN Habitat, UNFPA, and other participating organizations. The

current work plan outlines two key milestones in the development of the methodology: one initial
virtual EGM followed by one face-to-face EGM. The following key activities will be undertaken:

. Proposed work plan validated by participating organizations

. Expert group list finalized and experts invited to participate in expert group

. Virtual EGM held to develop initial draft of methodological framework

. Initial draft of methodology developed in partnership with partner organizations and shared
with the expert group in order to gather feedback

. Based on feedback, a second draft of the methodological framework shared with expert group
. Face-to-face EGM to finalize and validate methods and methodological framework

. Methodology finalized and submitted to statistical commission.

. Indicator training materials developed and disseminated through workshops, in-country

advisory missions, etc."

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"The indicator is premised on a checklist of qualifiers that need to be fulfilled in order to assess the
level of implementation/development of National Urban Policies. A tight methodology using score-
cards has been proposed as an initial starting point, and two EGMs are expected to improve on its
suitability and appropriateness. Furthermore, an objective methodology for assessing and compiling
of the final scores is proposed, which will involve sampling and aggregating scores from various
experts on the performance of the National Urban Policies. Finally, UN Habitat has developed a
global sample of cities selected from a universe of cities with global representations. This sample is
derived from a national sample of representative cities that will be used for reporting city performance
at the national level/for all countries.

Briefly, the methodology incorporates a policy evaluation framework that assesses and tracks progress
on the extent to which national urban policy or regional development plans are being developed and
implemented and satisfy the following criteria as qualifiers:

a) responds to population dynamics
b) ensures balanced regional and territorial development
c) Increase local fiscal space

This process indicator places particular emphasis on the aspect of national and regional development
planning that support positive economic, social and environmental links between urban, peri-urban
and rural areas.

The method to quantify this indicator is based on policy analysis evaluation that can be supported by
adopted policies, conventions, laws, government programs, and other initiatives that comprise a
national/regional urban policy.

A National /Regional Urban Policy is broadly defined as a coherent set of decisions derived through a
deliberate government-led process of coordinating and rallying various actors for a common vision
and goal that will promote more transformative, productive, inclusive and resilient urban development
for the long term. This standard definition will be extended and adapted to country context and may
include where applicable terms such as National Urban Plan, Frameworks, Strategies, etc. as long as
they are aligned with the above qualifiers. The policy analysis evaluation will consider the following
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tools: baseline spatial data mapping, benchmarking, surveys, scorecard, performance monitoring and
reporting, gap and content analysis."

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The initial draft of methodological work on this indicter will be completed by mid-September and
submitted to the statistical commission thereafter. Any feedback will then be incorporated and the
methodology finalized. A full work plan that has been jointly development by UN Habitat and
UNFPA can be submitted on request.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
If yes, please describe:

Baseline data for this indicator is already being collected both by UN Habitat as part of the national
urban policy reviews and City prosperity initiative. In addition UNFPA also has been collecting data
on policies that reflect population projections.. UN Habitat currently is finalizing a global database on
National Urban Policy which includes available policy information on National Urban Policy for all
countries globally. In addition, UN Habitat’s City Prosperity Initiative has collected city level data
over the past 5 years which can be used in order to inform the qualifiers proposed for this indicator.
Data for many countries is sufficient in order to be representative not just of city level trends, but also
national level urbanization trends.

How do you plan to collect the data?

"Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, Joint
survey/compilation with national agency and international entity, * Official documents such as
National Urban Plan, Frameworks, Strategies, etc. available in national or regional administrations. "

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"The indicator involves the review of National and Regional Urban Policies which will be collected
directly from each country. The alignment of the policy with the proposed indicators will then be
assessed. To reduce the bias of subjectivity in the overall assessment, independent policy evaluation
will be undertaken by several evaluators.

With initial support of UN-Habitat and UNFPA, other UN Agencies and partners, the method to
calculate this indicator will be further developed, piloted and rolled out at country level. In order to
maintain the objectivity and comparability in the policy analysis, four categories of assessment will be
used for each qualifier (outlined further in the proposed metadata). These categories correspond to a
progressive evaluation of the extent that national and regional policies and plans integrate positive
elements that contribute to the realization of the Target. Further refinement of these 5 categories will
be undertaken as necessary."

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Data is expected to be updated every year, based on the new data that becomes available. However,
global reporting will be after every two years to allow for measuring meaningful changes.
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Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

During the planned further refinement of the methodology with participating organizations and the
expert group, a process of data validation will be developed and put in place. This will be documented
in training manuals which will be disseminated to all national statistical agencies and relevant
government departments.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"This indicator is based on the notion that the development and implementation of National Urban
Policies should support participation, partnership, cooperation and coordination of actors as well as
facilitate dialogue.

National Urban Policy (NUP) and Regional Development Plans (RDP) promote coordinated and
connected urban development. A coordinated effort from government through a NUP or RDP
provides the best opportunity for achieving sustainable urbanization and balanced territorial
development by linking sectorial policies, connecting national, regional and local government
policies, strengthening urban, peri-urban and rural links through balanced territorial development.

This indicator provides a good barometer on global progress on sustainable national urban policies. It
serves as gap analysis to support policy recommendations. The indicator can identify good practices
and policies among countries that can promote partnership and cooperation between all stakeholders.
This indicator is both process oriented and aspirational and has the potential to support the validation
of Goal 11 and other SDGs indicators with an urban component. The indicator has the ability to be
applicable at multi jurisdictions levels, i.e covering a number of areas while taking care of urban
challenges in a more integrated national manner.

The indicator has a strong connection to the target, addressing the fundamental spatial and territorial
aspects of national urban policy in the context of urban, peri-urban and rural areas.

This indicator epitomises the universality tenet and spirit of the SDGs. It is clearly suitable for all
countries and regions and can be disaggregated and/or aggregated by areas of development as
explained in the methodology section of this metadata. The indicator will be suitable to assess
commitment to address urban policy related challenges and respond to the opportunities that
urbanization brings. It clearly responds to Goal 11 harnessing the power of urbanisation for the
common good. The indicator is strongly connected to other SDGs goals and targets.

UN-Habitat had undertaken a comprehensive review of urban policies and the methodology used
could form the basis for the Global State of Urban Policy and Scorecard to be published every two
years. Based on the baseline developed by UN-Habitat, it would be quite doable to routinely assess
the status of national urban policies and ascertain progress made by countries to develop and
implement policies based on agreed qualifiers. The work will benefit from various on-going initiatives
of policies review and diagnostics undertaken by OECD, UN-Habitat and World Bank. Further
methodological work would be needed to identify a list of criteria that have to be satisfied in order to
attribute a value to the relevant development-oriented policy (i.e. policies supporting job creation,
innovation, land-use efficiency, public space, etc.).
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Goal 11: Make cities and human settlements inclusive,
safe, resilient and sustainable

Policy Connections:
This Indicator is related to several Goals and Targets, particularly the following:

*Goall: Poverty Eradication, targets 1.4 and 1.5: land tenure security and resilience

*Goal2: Food Security, Nutrition and Agriculture, targets 2.3 and 2.a: land tenure security and urban-
rural linkages

*Goal3: Gender, target 5.2: safety and 5.a ownership and control over land

*Goal6: Water, targets 6.1 and 6.2: access to drinking water and sanitation

*Goal7: Energy, targets 7.2 and 7.3: access to renewable energy and energy efficiency

*Goal8: Economic Growth and Employment, targets 8.3, 8.5 and 8.6: job creation, decent work and
youth unemployment

*Goal9: Infrastructure and Industrialization, targets 9.1, 9.4 and 9.a: access to and upgrading and
financing infrastructure

*Goal10: Reduce inequality — target 10.4 discriminatory laws

*Goal12: Sustainable Consumption and Production, target 12.5: waste management

*Goal13: Climate Change, target 13.1: resilience and adaptive capacity; 13.b capacity for effective
climate change-related planning and management

Goall5: On terrestrial ecosystems; 15.9 By 2020, integrate ecosystem and biodiversity values into
national and local planning, development processes,

*Goal16: Peaceful Societies and Inclusive Institutions, targets 16.7 and 16.a: governmental
subsidiarity and institutional capacity building, 17.b non-discriminatory laws and policies for
sustainable development

Goall7: on means of implementation and partnership for sustainable development; 17.14 Policy
coherence for sustainable development; 17.17 Effective public, public-private and civil society
partnerships, building on the experience and resourcing strategies of partnerships"
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Goal 11: Make cities and human settlements inclusive,
safe, resilient and sustainable

Target number: 11.b

Indicator Number and Name: "11.b.1 Proportion of local governments that adopt and implement
local disaster risk reduction strategies in line with the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction
2015-2030"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration. UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG,
supports deliberation of Member States by producing technical notes addressing critical issues,
including feasibility, computation methodology, data availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The quantitative indicators should measure quality, introducing increment measurements for
achievement judged by necessary criteria stipulated in the Sendai Framework.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional

Informal consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):

http://www .preventionweb.net/documents/oiewg/Technical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
€s%200n%?20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Information on DRR strategies were collected from the biennial monitoring of progress in the Hyogo
Framework for Action through the multi-stakeholder review (ended in 2015). The primary purpose of
the tool is to assist countries to monitor and review their progress and challenges in the
implementation of disaster risk reduction. A new online Sendai Framework Monitor will begin in
2017 and the first cycle of the biennial monitoring will be in 2017-2018. The Sendai Framework
monitoring will be synchronized with SDG monitoring at the national level, to strengthen coherence
and facilitate coordinated submission to ECOSOC and the UN General Assembly.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”

in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.
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If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Reporting of the Hyogo Framework for Action (HFA) Monitor and the succeeding Sendai Monitor
under development is only global database collecting DRR policy information, despite non-mandatory
basis. 140+ countries undertook at least one cycle of self-assessment of progress in implementing the
HFA during the period 2005-2015. (60 countries at start in 2007)."
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Goal 11: Make cities and human settlements inclusive,
safe, resilient and sustainable

Target number: 11.b

Indicator Number and Name: "11.b.2 Number of countries with national and local disaster risk
reduction strategies"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The quantitative indicators should measure quality, introducing increment measurements for
achievement judged by necessary criteria stipulated in the Sendai Framework.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional Informal
consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):

http://www .preventionweb.net/documents/oiewg/Technical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
€s%200n%?20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Information on DRR strategies were collected from the biennial monitoring of progress in the Hyogo
Framework for Action through the multi-stakeholder review (ended in 2015). The primary purpose of
the tool is to assist countries to monitor and review their progress and challenges in the
implementation of disaster risk reduction. A new online Sendai Framework Monitor will begin in
2017 and the first cycle of the biennial monitoring will be in 2017-2018. The Sendai Framework
monitoring will be synchronized with SDG monitoring at the national level, to strengthen coherence
and facilitate coordinated submission to ECOSOC and the UN General Assembly.
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Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Reporting of the Hyogo Framework for Action (HFA) Monitor and the succeeding Sendai Monitor
under development is only global database collecting DRR policy information, despite non-mandatory
basis. 140+ countries undertook at least one cycle of self-assessment of progress in implementing the
HFA during the period 2005-2015. (60 countries at start in 2007)."
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Goal 12: Ensure sustainable consumption and production
patterns

Goal 12

Target number: 12.1

Indicator Number and Name: 12.1.1 Number of countries with sustainable consumption and
production (SCP) national action plans or SCP mainstreamed as a priority or target into national
policies

Agency: UNEP

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?

Yes.

The 10YFP secretariat has completed the first round of the global survey on national sustainable
consumption and production policies and initiatives, with the objectives of taking stock of sustainable
consumption and production policies and initiatives led by governmental and public institutions
worldwide. The survey identifies opportunities for scaling up and strengthening the capacity of the
10YFP to respond to the needs of countries in a more targeted manner. To date, nearly 50 countries,
through their national focal points, and the European Union have contributed, reporting on more than
270 national sustainable consumption and production policies and initiatives led by governments and
public institutions. The results are being analysed and a full report will be issued in 2017.

The 10YFP established in 2016 a Monitoring and Evaluation Task Force to develop the 10 YFP
Monitoring & Evaluation (M&E) Framework which aims to guide and measure the collective impact
of the framework and its partners in supporting the shift to Sustainable Consumption and Production
(SCP) patterns worldwide. The M&E framework will be in line with the adopted Rio+20 document
and will inform relevant Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and the achievement of associated
targets, taking account of relevant SDG indicators, including 12.1.1. Detailed definition, interpretation
and calculation methodologies, associated data aggregation and attribution consideration, as well as
relevant international references will be described in a metadata sheet for each indicator. The impact
indicators to be used in this 10YFP M&E framework will, wherever practical, relate closely to SDG
indicators of targets whose achievement will be supported by activities under the 10YFP. A peer
reviewed draft of this M&E framework, with input from leads and stakeholders in the 10YFP
programmes, should be available in October.

These two ongoing 10YFP initiatives will also enable a better understanding of the methodology
required to measure indicator 12.7.1.

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

1) UNEP-DTIE through the 10YFP secretariat (contact people: Charles Arden-Clarke,
Charles.arden-clarke@unep.org; Cecilia Lopez y Royo, Cecilia.lopezyroyo@unep.org; Luc
Reuter, luc.reuter@unep.org; Patrick Mwesigye)

2) 10YFP M&E task force members

3) UNEP-DEWA contact person Jillian Campbell jillian.campbell@unep.org

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

No detailed plans at present. However, we will share the proposed indicator 12.1.1 and required
datasets with the designated national focal points (NFPs) of the 10YFP, and could ask them to share
them in turn with national statistical offices. We might also seek advice from UNSD on how we
might do this directly with NSOs.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator
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Goal 12: Ensure sustainable consumption and production
patterns

The work will likely be undertaken in two stages: (i) enhancing already existing data sources to apply
the current SDG indicator 12.1.1, and (ii) assessing the relevance of formulating an improved
indicator to fully measure SDG target 12.1.

Stage 1: enhancing already existing data sources to measure the current SDG indicator 12.1.1: UNEP
and the 10YFP will define the methodology to measure SDG indicator 12.1.1, including on definition,
method of computation, interpretation, data sources and collection. This methodology will be further
complemented by the results of the Global Survey on national SCP policies and initiatives and the
lessons learnt of through the policy components of the EU-funded SWITCH project, in particular
SWITCH Med which includes supporting the development of national SCP action plans. Data and
lessons will also be drawn from earlier projects on mainstreaming SCP objectives in national policy
frameworks, such as poverty reduction strategies, and national SCP action plans, primarily conducted
in sub-Saharan Africa. UNEP may also review the need for the development/review of guidelines
supporting the achievement of the indicator; i.e. the development of the national SCP action plans.
UNEP has developed guidelines for design of national SCP strategies and action plans; these
guidelines highlight how such plans and strategies can be developed in different ways including by
being integrated in existing national development plans or national sustainable development
strategies. 10YFP national focal points (NFPs) and National Statistical Offices will be consulted
wherever possible, but the time frame and human resources available for this project will limit this
consultation.

Potential stage 2: assessing the relevance of formulating an improved indicator for SDG target 12.1:
SDG indicator 12.1.1 counts the number of national SCP action plans; however, the indicator does not
address implementation aspects and objectives of the 10YFP and thereby of target 12.1 (e.g. capacity
building, financial and technical assistance, knowledge sharing, stakeholder engagement and
subsequent implementation of national SCP action plans). Using this information it may be relevant
to consider formulating an improved indicator to fully measure SDG target 12.1

Furthermore, the current six 10YFP programmes also deliver support relevant to achieving a number
of other SDG targets, in SDG 12 and beyond. The ongoing development of the 10YFP M&E
framework in the course of 2016 will provide further insight on what the 10YFP will measure and
how, as well as how it can support the achievement a range of SDG targets in a number of goals.

1*' Stage (August 2016 — June 2017):
- August — December 2016: Provision of methodological specifications
- September 2016 — March 2017: Analysis of the results of the global survey on national SCP
policies and initiatives
- March — April 2017: Review of the methodological specifications, in light of the results of the
global survey on national SCP policies
- January-June 2017: definition of recommendations to build capacity on the indicator
Potential 2™ Stage (January 2017 — December 2020):
- January — June 2017: assess the relevance of formulating an improved indicator, and using
data from 10YFP M&E framework development to enhance other SDG indicators.
- June 2017 — December 2020: if applicable, implement recommendations.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

It may be necessary to agree a definition for an “SCP national action plan”, and may be related to that
key information that will need to be collected on implementation of the plan to enable monitoring of
implementation.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
By end 2020.
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Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?
Yes

If yes, please describe:

Data and lessons will also be drawn from earlier projects on mainstreaming SCP objectives in national
policy frameworks, such as poverty reduction strategies, and national SCP action plans, primarily
conducted in sub-Saharan Africa.

How do you plan to collect the data?
1) Send questionnaire to country

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

This is a challenge in that different elements of and SCP national action plan are within the mandate
of wide range of Ministries. In the first place UNEP will attempt to collect this data via the 10YFP
NFPs, but direct contact with those Ministries, or via national statistical offices may also be
necessary.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
Yearly.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No. To be determined subsequently.

If yes, please briefly describe:
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Target number: 12.3

Indicator Number and Name: 12.3.1 Global Food Loss Index
Agency: FAO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

No entities or countries were involved or consulted in the estimation methodology (and the Global
Strategy guidelines are not a data collection tool).

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The methodology will be presented to as many national statistical offices as possible (through
regional workshops) and the results of this peer review process will be taken into account.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

F.A.O. collects and/or imputes agricultural/food loss data in the framework of the Food Balance
Sheets compilation. A new more statistically sound methodology for imputation of loss has recently
been completed and is being tested and refined. The new imputation model will generate loss
imputations for each single food-related commodity for all countries for a given year, for a number of
relevant years, at the primary level of the supply-utilization account (the primary commodity of the
commodity-tree). The losses per country are aggregated at producer price-weighted quantities to give
a total agricultural/food loss per country for each relevant year. Then an index is calculated for each
country using the Laspeyres formula (for volumes) for a given base period. The indices are then
aggregated by geo-economic, or other, macro-areas using the appropriate weights (price weighted
agricultural food-related production quantities; i.e. to reflect the share of that country in the macro-
area aggregate). The same procedure can also produce a global index.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

new agreed upon concepts for agricultural/post-harvest/post-slaughter/food losses and waste
(particularly what is included/excluded). Also, a clear segmentation of the production/supply chain to
indicate the loss and waste parts. Accordingly, the originally proposed indicator may have to be split

into two distinct indicators, one for loss and one for waste; as the data dynamics of each segment will
be different.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please describe:

The loss model works on the supply side of the food balance sheets (production & imports, basically).
Agricultural production data are collected from each country through an annual questionnaire. The
latest questionnaire now also includes a section on agricultural loss of the main primary food-related
commodities. Trade data (specifically agricultural imports) are collected annually from each country
through UNSD. Producer prices are likewise collected form each country by means of annual
questionnaires.

How do you plan to collect the data?

Send questionnaire(s) to country, Obtain data directly from country database/website, in absence of
data imputations are generated using the model previously described

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"- Agricultural production data, and related producer prices, collected from National Statistical Office

or Ministry of Agriculture/Animal Husbandry through annual questionnaires
- Agricultural import data are collected from the national customs offices through UNSD"

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Annually

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

A validation process has yet to be clearly defined with the concordance of countries; but, in general,
any imputed agricultural production and import quantities (a high share of these data are official) , as
well as the imputed loss quantities, will be shared with the countries for their review and 'approval'
before the indicator is calculated. This can be achieved through regional workshops, remote video-
conferencing/communication, missions to countries - with due consideration to costs and burdens.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

The name and description of the indicator would have to perhaps be modified based on the agreed

upon concepts and definitions and segmentation of the production/supply chain. In addition, the
indicator would accordingly be split into two distinct indicators (one for loss, one for waste).
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Target number: 12.5

Indicator Number and Name: 12.5.1 National recycling rate, tons of material recycled
Agency: UNSD

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"UNSD - Environment Statistics Section
OECD
Eurostat

UNSD consults with OECD and Eurostat on the concepts and definitions, as well as on the structure
and content of the respective questionnaires to promote harmonization of data at the international
level. [see section 6.2.6]"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The methodology has already been developed for the related statistics contained in the UNSD/UNEP
Questionnaire, but further refinements are needed.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"To produce this indicator, two statistics seem to be required: Total waste recycled and Total waste
generation.

UNSD, through its UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire on Environment Statistics (waste section), collects
data on Total waste generation. The definition of this statistic originates from the OECD/Eurostat
Joint Questionnaire.

However, for the second statistic, Total waste recycled, no data are currently being collected. Data on
waste recycled are collected as part of the treatment of municipal waste and hazardous waste.
However, there is an overlap between the two. Moreover, non-hazardous industrial waste is not
represented in these two categories.

It would be necessary to continue the methodological development in collaboration with OECD and
Eurostat if the objective is to have an indicator about the total waste recycling rate.

As a practical solution it is possible to use the municipal waste recycling rate as a proxy. Even though
municipal waste represents only a small part of the total waste, especially in developing countries
where municipal waste collection is not available outside of the main cities, there are some
advantages to using it. Data are already being collected by UNSD on municipal waste collected,
municipal waste managed (municipal waste collected plus imports minus exports), and municipal
waste recycled through the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire on Environment Statistics. Moreover,
because municipal waste collected or municipal waste managed is easier to obtain than waste
generation, the indicator wouldn't rely as much on estimates. Last but not least, statistics about the
municipal waste recycling rate will help countries to assess whether they need to build new waste
treatment facilities."

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes
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If yes, please describe:

"UNSD Environment Statistics Section collects data from official national sources for water and
waste statistics through its biennial UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire on Environment Statistics from non
OECD/Eurostat countries. Data for OECD and Eurostat countries are collected through the biennial
OECDY/Eurostat Questionnaire that is consistent with the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire, so data are
comparable. The terms and definitions used in both the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire and the
OECD/Eurostat Questionnaire are mostly identical with those used by other sources, and where not,
bridges or correspondence are developed where possible. For the number of responses to the
UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire reference should be made to Part I of the Background Document to the
Report of the Secretary-General on Environment Statistics (E/CN.3/2016/27)
(http://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/47th-session/documents/BG-2016-27-EnvironmentStats-E.pdf)

The statistics collected by UNSD through the UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire that can be used to

produce this indicator are presented below. The number of responses to the UNSD/UNEP
Questionnaire for the year 2012 is in brackets for UNSD.

OECD/Eurostat also collects these statistics which are harmonized conceptually with those collected
by UNSD therefore promoting internationally comparable data.
UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire Table R1 and R3
If the goal is to have an indicator representing all waste, then so far UNSD is only able to provide data
for the total waste generation, but not for the total waste recycled.

R1.8 Total waste generation (25 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)
Indicator = (Total waste recycled)/R1.8
If Municipal waste is used as a proxy, UNSD can provide the two underlying statistics for the
indicator. However, the response rate to the questionnaire is very low due to the lack of resources and
data in the countries. For the denominator, one can use the municipal waste managed or the municipal

waste collected.

R3.6 Municipal waste managed in the country (23 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)
R3.7 Municipal waste recycled (18 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)

Indicator = R3.7/R3.6
Or

R3.3 Municipal waste collected (40 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)
R3.7 Municipal waste recycled (18 to UNSD + ??? to OECD/Eurostat)

Indicator = R3.7/R3.3"
How do you plan to collect the data?
Send questionnaire(s) to country, OECD/Eurostat from NSO and Ministry of Environment

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
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Data are already being collected every two years. [see section 6.2.6]

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes
If yes, please briefly describe:

To promote data quality assurance UNSD carries out extensive data validation procedures that include
built-in automated procedures, manual checks and cross-references to national sources of data.
Communication is carried out with countries for clarification and validation of data. UNSD does not
make any estimation or imputation for missing values so the number of data points provided are
actual country data. Only data that are considered accurate or those confirmed by countries during the
validation process are included in UNSD’s environment statistics database and disseminated on
UNSD’s website.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

Data for the underlying statistics for this indicator are already collected from the countries (NSO and
Ministry of Environment). Moreover, there is no intention to increase the frequency of the
UNSD/UNEP Questionnaire due to lack of resources and data, and the fact that the Questionnaire is
aligned to that of OECD/Eurostat, which is also conducted every two years.
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Target number: 12.6
Indicator Number and Name: 12.6.1 Number of companies publishing sustainability reports
Agency: UNEP, UNCTAD

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?

Yes.

SDG indicator 12.6.1 counts the number of companies publishing sustainability reports; however, the
indicator does not address qualitative aspects of sustainability reporting or the adoption of sustainable
practices by business, which is the main element addressed in SDG target 12.6.

The Member Governments of the GoF47 have formulated a request to its Secretariat, provided by
UNEP and GRI, to support the development of metadata inputs for SDG indicator 12.6.1, in
cooperation with UNCTAD. This request is also aligned with the Intergovernmental Working Group
of Experts on International Standards of Accounting and Reporting’s call on UNCTAD (that will join
UNERP as co-lead in the work associated with indicator 12.6.1) to conduct further work with a view to
identifying good corporate reporting practices on the SDGs and facilitation of harmonization of
sustainability reporting.

In parallel, UNCTAD and UNEP have already embarked on a collaboration that is expected
to provide substantive inputs for the development of an improved indicator that measures the
contribution of companies to sustainable development across the SDGs. The collaboration
seeks to determine global, cross-sector indicators for corporate sustainability reporting that
connect corporate reporting with the SDG global indicator framework. The objective is to
enhance comparability of current reporting approaches and methodologies and to allow for
better alignment of corporate activities with the SDGs. The expected outcomes include, on
the one hand, facilitating the integration of sustainable practices by companies (SDG 12.6) in
alignment with the SDGs and, on the other, facilitating governments’ task of follow-up and
review of the SDGs through higher quality and comparable information emerging from
corporate reports. The first results will be presented in an Issue Note for discussion at the 33
session of the Intergovernmental Working Group on Experts on International Standards of
Accounting and Reporting (ISAR) on 4™-6" October 2016.

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?
4) UNEP-DTIE: Elisa Tonda, Head, Responsible Industry and Value-chain Unit,
elisa.tonda@unep.org
5) UNCTAD: Tatiana Krylova, Head, Enterprise Branch, tatiana.krylova@unctad.org
6) GRI
7) Governments, in particular specific Governments of the Group of Friends of Paragraph 47
(GoF47)
8) Sustainable Stock Exchanges Initiative
9) Other non-governmental organisations working in the area of sustainability reporting
10) Business (to be included in the multi-stakeholder working group in Phase 2)

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

The involvement of National Statistical Systems will be coordinated with the governments associated
to this activity.
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Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

UNEP proposes to address the work in two Phases: (i) providing metadata to measure the current
SDG indicator 12.6.1, and (ii) formulating an improved indicator and related metadata to fully
measure SDG target 12.6.

The work will be co-led by UNEP and UNCTAD, in close collaboration with GRI, implemented
within a multi-stakeholder working group including other UN agencies, governments and relevant
non-governmental organisations. Business representatives will be systematically associated in the
second Phase of the work, but businesses willing to support Phase 1 will be welcome.

Phase 1:
Development of metadata to measure indicator 12.6.1.

As a first step, UNEP proposes to formulate the necessary definitions of terms in indicator 12.6.1
(such as providing a definition of “sustainability reports™). Secondly, it is proposed that partners map
the sources of information that currently provide related data. The mapping exercise must also provide
solid specifications on the metadata used to populate each source of information.

In parallel, questionnaires will be submitted to governments (using the network of the GoF47 as a
reference for this initiative) to gather feedback on the suitability of definitions and data sources. On
this basis, it will be possible to assess existing sources of data (if any), the potential need to
implement changes to existing sources or to develop new ones.

The outcomes of this work will provide the elements for the metadata to measure indicator 12.6.1
which will be submitted through UNEP to the [AEG-SDGs.

Phase 2:

Formulation of an improved indicator for SDG target 12.6 and developing the corresponding
metadata.

The concrete work plan for the second Phase will be jointly agreed by the partners in the course of
Phase 1.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

The potential need for new international standards will be assessed within a multi-stakeholder
working group as described above.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?

The work related to Phase 1 (see above) is expected to be completed by end of December 2016. The
work in Phase 2 is expected to be finalised by end 2020.

The timelines for both Phases of work are as follows:

Phase 1:

August — September 2016: Definition of terms in indicator 12.6.1

September — October 2016: Mapping of data sources

October — November 2016: Distribution of questionnaires to governments (through the support
of GoF47) and feedback gathering and analysis

December 2016: Formulation of metadata for indicator 12.6.1

Phase 2:

To be determined with partners by end 2016
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Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

National Statistical Systems are currently not collecting data or metadata for this indicator. However,
a number of relevant sources of information on corporate sustainability reporting have been
developed, as described below.

If yes, please describe:
Indicatively, the following data sources will be taken into consideration, at a minimum:
- ‘SDG Target 12.6 Live Tracker’ of GRI
- GRI data registry: http://database.globalreporting.org/reports
- ‘Sustainability Code Database’ of the German Council for Sustainable Development
- Corporate Knights annual Global Indexes
- Registries, indexes and databases by industry regulators such as business associations and
stock exchanges

How do you plan to collect the data?

The data collection methods will emerge from a multi-stakeholder consultative process as described
above. Indicatively, the data sources listed above and other, similar sources are expected to contribute
to the data collection.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The current indicator 12.6.1 does not involve multiple components.

However, and pending multi-stakeholder consultations, it is possible that an enhanced indicator
emerging from Phase 2 might involve multiple components from different data sources. A description
of how to eventually collect data for each of the components might therefore be necessary only for
Phase 2.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Indicatively, it is expected that data is collected on an annual basis. Taking into account publication
dates of sustainability reports, the proposal developed by end of 2016 will recommend an ideal time in
the year to collect information on indicator 12.6.1.

For the improved indicator which will be developed during Phase 2, the frequency of data collection
may be different and will emerge from the work of the multi-stakeholder working group as described
above.

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes (planned).

If yes, please briefly describe:

As described above (see Phase 1), governments associated to the multi-stakeholder working group
will be consulted throughout the metadata development process on the suitability of the metadata and
the collection method. It is expected that the final metadata will be validated by all associated
governments.

In addition, UNEP is currently preparing the project “Enhancing capacities to manage information
from corporate sustainability reporting in Latin American countries”, which is planned to be
implemented from 2017-2019. The project will support specific governments of the Group of Friends
of Paragraph 47in implementing and measuring SDG target 12.6 by consolidating data from
sustainability reporting at national level. Indicatively, the project could test data collection methods
emerging from Phase 1. The project and Phase 2 of the methodological work will take place in
parallel and both processes have strong potential to mutually provide valuable inputs, with the project
constituting an opportunity to test the application of potential new indicators.
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Target number: 12.7

Indicator Number and Name: 12.7.1 Number of countries implementing sustainable public
procurement policies and action plans

Agency: UNEP

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?

Yes.

Thanks to the ongoing project on the 2016 Global SPP Review, National Focal Points in charge of
SPP policies have been identified in 55 countries. A survey has been designed and shared with the
national focal points to assess the progress of SPP policies among member States. The results of the
Survey will allow us to better understand how we could measure indicator 12.7.1.

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?
1) UNEP-DTIE: Farid Yaker, Programme Officer, SPP farid.yaker@unep.org, Martina Otto
martina.otto@unep.org; Elisa Tonda elisa.tonda@unep.org
2) ICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability and Korea Environmental Industry&Technology
Institute (KEITT)
3) Aure Adell from Eco-Insitut Barcelona
4) Anastasia O’Rourke from Industrial Economics, Inc. Members of the 10YFP on SPP
Multistakeholder Advisory Committee

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

For the moment, we do not see a role for National Statistical Systems as the sub-indicators that will be
surveyed are not part of the national systems. We would be pleased however, to share our work with
representatives from the National Statistical Systems.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

The work will be undertaken in the framework of a working group to be set up by the 10YFP SPP
Programme. This Group would integrate the members of the 2016 Global SPP review Scientific
Committee: ICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability and Korea Environmental Industry
&Technology Institute (KEITI), Aure Adell from Eco-Institut Barcelona and Anastasia O’Rourke
from Industrial Economics, Inc.

The Group will receive methodological support from UNEP’s SDG Information and Knowledge
management Unit (Division of Early Warning and Assessment, Scientific Assessment Branch).

The Group will propose a set of measurable criteria and cut off values (composite index) that should
allow to decide whether a country is implementing an SPP policy or not. These criteria will be derived
from the results of the Global review survey and questionnaire as well as through further interaction
with SPP stakeholders and policy makers in countries where SPP policies and action plans are being
or will be implemented.

Examples of criteria: the SPP policy and action plans exist and are periodically reviewed, SPP criteria
have been developed for X product groups, Y procurers have been trained on SPP, the legal
framework includes SPP provisions, dedicated civil servants are in charge of implementing the policy,
etc.

Approval of the concept note by the MAC — July-September 2016

Selection of a lead and signing of funding agreement — September-October 2016

Drafting of the Group’s report — October-December 2016
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Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

N/A

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
By December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

If yes, please describe:

How do you plan to collect the data?
Questionnaire to country

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

All individual components should be collected at the same source, ie focal points in charge of SPP
policy implementation.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

This will vary depending on requirements. We favour a collection every three years on the occasion of
the publication of our SPP Global Review

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please briefly describe:

The methodology will include a process of data provision by countries and data validation by a
specific group of independent experts associated to the 10YF on SPP and hopefully the UNSC.
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Goal 13

Target number: 13.1

Indicator Number and Name: 13.1.1 Number of countries with national and local disaster risk
reduction strategies

Agency: UNFCCC

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No
How do you plan to collect the data?

Mandates under the UNFCCC and Paris Agreement

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"Current and on-going (pre and post-2020):

National adaptation plans <http://unfcce.int/6057.php>;

Submitted National Communications <http://unfccc.int/7742.php>;
National adaptation programmes of action <http://unfccc.int/7567.php>;
Intended nationally determined contributions <http://unfccc.int/8766.php>

Post-2020: Adaptation communications"

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide

them here:

"Please note amendments to indicators for this target, by agencies supporting the implementation of
Goal 13, as presented a the Mexico IAEG meeting:

13.1.1 Number of countries with national and local disaster risk reduction strategies

Amended indicator 13.1.1 proposed by WMO: Reduced number of countries without operational
climate services that support development and management at the local and regional level as well as
national and local disaster risk reduction strategies

Note: Indicator 13.1.2 removed (same as indicator for target 1.5, which would remain)

Additional indicator proposed by UNFCCC: Number of countries with policies/strategies/plans and
institutions in place which increase their ability to adapt to the adverse impacts of climate change, and

foster climate resilience and low greenhouse gas emission development in a manner that does not
threaten food production”
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Target number: 13.1

Indicator Number and Name: "13.1.1 Number of countries with national and local disaster risk
reduction strategies"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The quantitative indicators should measure quality, introducing increment measurements for
achievement judged by necessary criteria stipulated in the Sendai Framework.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional

Informal consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):
http://www.preventionweb.net/documents/oiewg/Technical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
€s%200n%?20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Information on DRR strategies were collected from the biennial monitoring of progress in the Hyogo
Framework for Action through the multi-stakeholder review (ended in 2015). The primary purpose of
the tool is to assist countries to monitor and review their progress and challenges in the
implementation of disaster risk reduction. A new online Sendai Framework Monitor will begin in
2017 and the first cycle of the biennial monitoring will be in 2017-2018. The Sendai Framework
monitoring will be synchronized with SDG monitoring at the national level, to strengthen coherence
and facilitate coordinated submission to ECOSOC and the UN General Assembly.
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Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Reporting of the Hyogo Framework for Action (HFA) Monitor and the succeeding Sendai Monitor
under development is only global database collecting DRR policy information, despite non-mandatory
basis. 140+ countries undertook at least one cycle of self-assessment of progress in implementing the
HFA during the period 2005-2015. (60 countries at start in 2007)."
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Target number: 13.1

Indicator Number and Name: "13.1.2 Number of deaths, missing persons and persons affected by
disaster per 100,000 people"

Agency: UNISDR
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

"Open-ended intergovernmental expert working group on indicators and terminology (OEIWG)
[A/RES/69/284], comprising experts nominated by States, UN agencies and relevant stakeholders, has
proposed possible indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of the Sendai
Framework. The work of the OEIWG shall be completed by December 2016 and its report
submitted to the General Assembly for consideration.
UNISDR, as the Secretariat for the OEIWG, supports deliberation of Member States by producing
technical notes addressing critical issues, including feasibility, computation methodology, data
availability etc.
UNISDR Scientific and Technical Advisory Group (STAG) has provided the OEIWG with technical
recommendations.

(Member List: https://www.unisdr.org/files/workspace/7935 stagmembers.pdf)"

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

"In most countries national disaster loss databases are established and managed by special purpose
agencies including national disaster agencies, civil protection agencies, and meteorological agencies,
and disaster data is collected by line ministries.

Therefore, it is essential for national statistical offices (NSOs) to closely collaborate with such
agencies and line ministries in charge of targeted data."

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

"The proposed indicators were reviewed and examined by other UN agencies and submitted to the
IAEG process in early-July 2015. Then in late- July 2015, those indicators were again reviewed by
the Expert Group Meeting, organized by UNISDR consisting of more than 60 experts from UN
system, scientific and academic organizations, civil sector and private sector and submitted and
examined by the Member States in the OEIWG.

So far two sessions of the OEIWG were held, in September 2015 and February 2016, where Member
States were deliberating proposed indicators and terminology. Additional consultation was done in
June 2016, and is planned for convergence in the work in advance of the third session of the OEIWG
in November 2016. UNISDR, as a secretariat for the OEIWG, has supported deliberation of Member
States in collaboration with other UN agencies and academia.

Related information and documents can be found on the web:
http://www.preventionweb.net/drr-framework/open-ended-working-group/"

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

"As the Sendai Framework stipulates, any scales and types of disasters should be addressed.
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The methodology proposes the collection and use of simple and uniform physical indicators of
mortality (number of people) as the point of departure for computation.

Time dimension should be defined when to record/report data.

Methodologies and standards as well as data for “number of deaths” are very solid and robust.
The number of “missing persons” is subject to legal procedures and time threshold, thus it is not
consistently collected among Member States.

The number of “persons affected” has same problems as those of “missing persons” but with more
complexity. The definition of “persons affected” has not been universal and

still under development. The OEIWG is currently discussing sub-categories of “persons affected”
taking into account rationality and feasibility. Nevertheless double-counting is unavoidable in many
countries and the value is a proxy, it would provide global trends and measure global progress.

More information can be found in the document prepared for the Second Inter-Sessional Informal
consultations of the Chair (20-21 June 2016):
http://www.preventionweb.net/documents/oiewg/Technical%20Collection%200f%20Concept%20Not
es%200n%20Indicators.pdf"

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
The OEIWG will complete discussion by December 2016

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

No

When do you expect work to begin on developing a methodology and with which partners will
your organisation work?

"The OEIWG is currently developing indicators to measure global progress in the implementation of
the Sendai Framework, which will eventually be SDG indicators .

We closely work with Members of the OEIWG, with which we expect NSO must have synergies and
shared responsibilities to collect data."

How do you plan to collect the data?

In the past countries voluntarily provided UNISDR with data and information via online-based. We
have established a comparable national disaster loss database, DesInventar
(http://www.desinventar.net/index www.html). Although the current coverage exceeds 89 countries,
it is expected that by 2020 all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to
the recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG. We are planning to upgrade national disaster
loss database with data collection tools using the latest technologies (cloud based, API) for disaster
damage data at local level, which requires quality control and technical support for across all levels of
governments. Ideally the system should use a single entity for the UN system, that can serve multiple
purposes and can be used by across UN agencies.

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

The national government in each country takes primary responsibility in data collection and reporting
in collaboration within and across levels of governments.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
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Ideally hazard-by-hazard basis, at least annually

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

Each country takes primary responsibility in his data validation. UNISDR acts as a “clearing house”
in charge of technical support, quality control, data aggregation, analysis of trends and patterns, and
measurement of progress/reporting.

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"The proposed methodology and collection is currently under deliberation in the OEIWG. This
proposal is mainly based on UNISDR analysis, experience, and knowledge built in the period under
the Hyogo Framework for Action (2005-2015).

Not every country has a comparable national disaster loss database that is consistent with the
proposed guidelines (although current coverage exceeds 89 countries). Therefore, by 2020, it is
expected that all countries will build/adjust national disaster loss databases according to the
recommendations and guidelines of the OEIWG."
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Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and
its impacts

Target number: 13.2

Indicator Number and Name: 13.2.1 Number of countries that have communicated the
establishment or operationalization of an integrated policy/strategy/plan which increases their ability
to adapt to the adverse impacts of climate change, and foster climate resilience and low greenhouse
gas emissions development in a manner that does not threaten food production (including a national
adaptation plan, nationally determined contribution, national communication, biennial update report
or other)

Agency: UNFCCC

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No

How do you plan to collect the data?

Data collected through mandates under the UNFCCC, Kyoto Protocol and Paris Agreement

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"Current and on-going (pre and post-2020):

National adaptation plans <http://unfcce.int/6057.php>;

Submitted National Communications <http://unfccc.int/7742.php>;

National adaptation programmes of action <http://unfccc.int/7567.php>;

Intended nationally determined contributions <http://unfccc.int/8766.php>;

NAPs annual progress reports, as reported to UNFCCC Subsidiary Bodies/COP;

Databases that can be found on NAP central, including a database of policies
<http://www4.unfccc.int/nap>;

Biennial and Biennial Update Reports <http://unfcce.int/7550.php>, <http://unfcce.int/8722.php>;
Reporting on REDD+ and the implementation of the Warsaw Framework for REDD+, including
action plans <http://redd.unfccc.int/info-hub.html>

GHG Inventory database and national inventory submissions <http://unfccc.int/3800.php>
<http://unfccc.int/9492 . php>

Post-2020: Adaptation and other communications"
Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
No

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"Please note revisions to this indicator, as agreed by agencies supporting the implementation of Goal
13:

Amended indicator 13.2.1 proposed by UNFCCC and WHO: Number of countries that have
communicated the establishment or operationalization of an integrated policy/strategy/plan, which
increases their ability to adapt to the adverse impacts of climate change, and foster climate resilience
and low greenhouse gas emission development in a manner that does not threaten food production or
sustainable development (including a national adaptation plan, nationally determined contribution,
national communication, biennial update report or other). "
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Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and
its impacts
Target number: 13.3

Indicator Number and Name: 13.3.1 Number of countries that have integrated mitigation,
adaptation, impact reduction and early warning into primary, secondary and tertiary curricula

Agency: UNFCCC

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No
How do you plan to collect the data?

Mandates under the UNFCCC and Paris Agreement

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

Current and on-going (pre and post-2020): Developing countries: Biennial Update Reports and
National Communications (actions undertaken following support received on capacity-building,
including education, training and public awareness
<http://unfccc.int/8722.php><http://unfccc.int/7742.php>; National Communications
<http://unfccc.int/7742.php> (support provided on capacity-building, including on education, training
and public awareness); Developed and developing countries: Synthesis report on the implementation
of the framework for capacity-building in developing countries (prepared annually);

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No
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Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and
its impacts

Target number: 13.3

Indicator Number and Name: 13.3.2 Number of countries that have communicated the
strengthening of institutional, systemic and individual capacity-building to implement adaptation,
mitigation and technology transfer, and development actions

Agency: UNFCCC

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No
How do you plan to collect the data?

Mandates under the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"Current and on-going (pre and post-2020): Developing countries: Biennial Update Reports and
National Communications (actions undertaken following support received on capacity-building,
including education, training and public awareness
<http://unfccc.int/8722.php><http://unfccc.int/7742.php>; Developed countries: Biennial Reports
<http://unfccc.int/7550.php>, National Communications <http://unfccc.int/7742.php> (support
provided on capacity-building, including on education, training and public awareness); Developed and
developing countries: Synthesis report on the implementation of the framework for capacity-building
in developing countries (prepared annually);

Summary report of The Durban Forum on capacity-building; Reports of the annual in session
dialogue on Article 6 of the Convention; Report on progress achieved by Parties, admitted observer
organizations and other stakeholders in implementing Article 6 of the Convention [at SBI 44, May
2016]; Submissions from I0s and UN agencies.

Post 2020: Developed and developing countries: Communications on actions and measures on
capacity building to implement the Paris Agreement , including through regional, bilateral and
multilateral approaches."

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?

No
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Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and
its impacts
Target number: 13.a

Indicator Number and Name: 13.a.1 Mobilized amount of United States dollars per year starting in
2020 accountable towards the $100 billion commitment

Agency: UNFCCC
Has work for the development of this indicator begun? Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

Further details will be provided shortly

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Further details will be provided shortly
Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator
Further details will be provided shortly

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

Further details will be provided shortly
When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
Further details will be provided shortly

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Further details will be provided shortly

If yes, please describe:

Further details will be provided shortly

How do you plan to collect the data?

Mandates under the UNFCCC and Paris Agreement

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

"Developed countries:

National Communications and Biennial Reports (Reporting on support (including finance, technology
development, capacity building) every four years through National Communications
<http://unfccc.int/7742.php> and every two years through Biennial Reports (Common Tabular
Format)) <http://unfccc.int/7550.php>;
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Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and
its impacts

Developing countries:

Biennial Update Reports (Reporting on constraints and gaps, and related financial, technical and
capacity needs, including a description of support needed and received in the context of the Biennial
Update Reports) <http://unfcce.int/8722.php>;

Biennial assessment and overview of climate finance flows (BA) prepared by the Standing Committee
on Finance (SCF) every two years, e.g. 2014, 2016 (forthcoming);

Relating to paragraph 5, Article 9 of the Paris Agreement, developed country Parties shall biennially
communicate indicative quantitative and qualitative information, including, as available, projected
levels of public financial resources to be provided to developing country Parties. Other Parties
providing resources are encouraged to communicate such information biennially on a voluntary
basis."

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Further details will be provided shortly

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Further details will be provided shortly

If you have any additional comments that you believe would be helpful to IAEG-SDG members
in analysing the work plan and methodological development of the indicator, please provide
them here:

"Please note the corrected indicator advised by UNFCCC earlier this year:

13.a.1 Corrected indicator (split based on timing of commitments as agreed in Paris Agreement):
Between 2020 and 2025:

Mobilized amount of USD per year between 2020 and 2025 accountable towards the USD 100 billion
collective goal.

Beyond 2025:

Mobilized amount of USD per year beyond 2025, accountable towards the USD XXXX collective
goal. "
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Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and
its impacts

Target number: 13.b

Indicator Number and Name: 13.b.1 Number of least developed countries and small island
developing States that are receiving specialized support, and amount of support, including finance,
technology and capacity-building, for mechanisms for raising capacities for effective climate change-
related planning and management, including focusing on women, youth and local and marginalized
communities

Agency: UNFCCC

Has work for the development of this indicator begun? No

How do you plan to collect the data?

Mandates under the UNFCCC and Paris Agreement

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

UNFCCC NAPs annual progress reports, as reported to UNFCCC Subsidiary Bodies/COP; Databases
that can be found on NAP central, including a database of policies <http://www4.unfccc.int/nap>.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

Compiled annually
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Goal 14: Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas
and marine resources for sustainable development

Goal 14

Target number: 14.1

Indicator Number and Name: 14.1.1 Index of coastal eutrophication and floating plastic debris
density

Agency: UNEP in cooperation with IOC-UNESCO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?
Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?
1) Index of Coastal Eutrophication (ICEP):

a. IOC-UNESCO (contact: Henrik Enevoldsen, Acting Head, IOC Ocean Science
Section and Head, IOC Science and Communication Centre on Harmful Algae,
h.enevoldsen@unesco.org)

b. Sybil P. Seitzinger, Study Lead, International Geosphere-Biosphere Program (IGBP),
Stockholm, Sweden, sybil.seitzinger@igbp.kva.se

c. Emilio Mayorga, Study Collaborator and Data Point of Contact, University of
Washington (UW), Seattle, USA, mayorga@apl.washington.edu

d. GESAMP-UN Joint Group of Experts on the Scientific Aspects of Marine
Environmental Protection

e. UNEP-DEPI (contact: Christopher Cox, Christopher.cox@unep.org)

f. UNEP-DEWA (contact: Jillian Campbell, jillian.campbell@unep.org)

2) Floating Plastic debris Density:

a. IOC-UNESCO (contact: Julian Barbiere, J.barbiere@unesco.org, Kirsten Isensee,
k.isensee(@unesco.org)

b. UNEP-DEPI (contact: Heidi Savelli, Programme Officer, Marine Litter
Heidi.savelli@unep.org)

c. Regional Seas Conventions and Action Plans (contact person: Kanako Hasegawa,
kanako.hasegawa(@unep.org)

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

1) Index of Coastal Eutrophication (ICEP): testing phase of the agreed draft methodologies in
pilot countries in 2017 (for Chlorophyll-a concentration as an indicator of phytoplankton
biomass) and data collection from countries in 2018-2020 (for Chlorophyll-a concentration as
an indicator of phytoplankton biomass) and from 2021 onwards (for ICEP).

2) Floating Plastic debris Density: testing phase of the agreed methodologies in pilot countries in
2017 (for beach litter) and data collection from countries in 2018-2020 (for beach litter) and
from 2021 onwards (for Floating Plastic debris Density). UNEP Live may provide a platform
for country involvement with regard to data.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator
1) Index of Coastal Eutrophication (ICEP): inputs of nutrients (nitrogen, phosphorus and silica,
in different forms) from rivers, and corresponding nutrient-ratio sub-indicator. There is broad
consensus that this indicator will not be operational for several years. At the Mexico Meeting,
a provisional sub-indicator has been proposed to replace ICEP: Chlorophyll-a concentration
as an indicator of phytoplankton biomass. This is a core indicator of the Regional Seas
Conventions and Action Plans and is collected by national monitoring mechanisms for
Regional Seas Conventions Programmes (RSCP). However, different Regional Seas have
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Goal 14: Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas
and marine resources for sustainable development

different methodologies. It is widely monitored by HELCOM, OSPARCOM, MAP and
NOWPAP. In-situ sampling and remote sensing methodologies are already in place. The
methodology will develop from the Global NEWS 2 model output for river nutrient exports
(loadings) to the coast (Beusen et al, 2009; Mayorga et al, 2010; Seitzinger et al, 2010), and
the application of the nutrient-ratio (ICEP) indicator of coastal eutrophication potential using
these nutrient loadings (defined in Garnier et al, 2010; applied for the TWAP LME project
using the Global NEWS 2 data). The GEF-GNC Project has developed a nutrient
management toolbox that incorporates the Global NEWS modelling for basin-scale
assessments of nutrient loading to the receiving environment. Building on the baseline
information contained in the TWAP assessment and other marine pollution assessment, a
technical expert meeting bringing together relevant institutional partners will be organized at
the end of 2016/beginning of 2017 with aim of finalizing the indicator methodology and
protocols for collecting data at national scale. The alternative sub-indicator will be used in the

short-term, and the methodology for ICEP will be developed and made ready by 2020.

2) Floating Plastic debris Density: the second sub-indicator refers to modelled macro and micro
plastics distribution in the ocean. Relative quantities of floating micro (<4.75mm) and macro-
(>4.75mm) plastics in large marine ecosystems are measured based on a model of surface
water circulation and the use of proxy inputs (shipping density, coastal population density,
area of impermeable catchment i.e. urban areas with rapid run-off). The Regional Seas
Conventions and Action Plans have agreed on beach litter as their indicator for marine litter,
and this is the alternative proposal that has been submitted to the IAEG-SDGs at its 3™
Meeting. Some of the Regional Seas have included floating plastics in their monitoring
programme (OSPAR, MAP). Monitoring guidelines on beach litter and floating plastics were
also developed by UNEP and IOC-UNESCO and published in 2009. The consultative process
may include webinars, sessions during relevant meetings including the 43 GESAMP
Meeting (Nairobi, November 2016), the Global Regional Seas Meeting, Third Global Land-
Oceans Connections Conference, SDG 14 Conference (Fiji, June 2017) and other large-scale
marine litter meetings scheduled for 2017, which will bring together experts to agree on
furthering the work on indicators within the framework of the Global Partnership on Marine
Litter (GPML). In addition, building on the baseline information contained in the TWAP
assessment and other marine pollution assessments, a technical expert meeting bringing
together relevant institutional partners will be organized at the end of 2016/beginning of 2017
with aim of furthering the indicator methodology and protocols for collecting data at national
scale. An ongoing discussion is led by the University of Hawaii and NASA involving e.g.
UNEP on remote sensing technologies that could be relevant for marine litter. The
methodology on beach litter will be ready by 2017, and the final indicator on Floating Plastics

debris Density will be made ready by 2020.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an

intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

Standards for accuracy of parameters to measure plastics and other types of litter, for the minimum

parameters to measured, temporal and spatial coverage.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
1) ICEP: by end 2017 for alternative sub-indicator Chlorophyll-a and by end 2020 for ICEP.

2) Floating Plastic debris Density: by end 2017 for alternative sub-indicator on beach litter and

by end 2020 for Floating Plastic debris Density.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or

more components of this indicator?
No

If yes, please describe:
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How do you plan to collect the data?
2) Send questionnaires to countries
3) Obtain data directly from country database/website
4) Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity
5) Satellite images, remote sensing (marine litter: once progress has been made in the above
mentioned initiative, we envisage that some data may be available via remote sensing).

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

1) ICEP: data on Anthropogenic Non-Point nutrients sources from agriculture can be generated
from global FAO databases and national databases; Point sources from sewage discharges
will be derived from national sources. Hydrology and physical factors will be derived from
the Global NEWS model datasets. Smaller-scale watershed data will need to be derived from
national sources.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?

1) ICEP: to be determined (data collection for alternative sub-indicator on Chlorophyll-a will
start in 2018; data collection for ICEP will start in 2021).

2) Floating Plastic debris Density: Once developed, biannually (data collection for alternative
sub-indicator on beach litter will start in 2018; data collection for Floating Plastic debris
Density will start in 2021).

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes - planned

If yes, please briefly describe:
1) ICEP: to be determined (a strategy for data collection for alternative sub-indicator
Chlorophyll-a concentration will be ready by early 2018; a strategy for data collection for
ICEP will be ready by early 2021).
Floating Plastic debris Density: to be determined (a strategy for data collection for alternative sub-
indicator on beach litter will be available by early 2018; a strategy for data collection for Floating
Plastic debris Density will be ready by early 2021).
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Goal 14: Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas
and marine resources for sustainable development

Target number: 14.2

Indicator Number and Name: 14.2.1 Proportion of national exclusive economic zones managed
using ecosystem-based approaches

Agency: UNEP in cooperation with IOC-UNESCO

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?
Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?
1) UNEP-DEPI: contact person Ole Vestergaard (ole.vestergaard@unep.org)
2) IOC-UNESCO: contact person Julian Barbiere (J.barbiere(@unesco.org)
3) Regional Seas coordinators and national experts engaged in RSP Working Group on common
indicators

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Testing phase of the agreed draft methodologies in pilot countries in 2018 and data collection from
countries from 2021 onwards.

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

1) First draft of methodologies: background paper (existing data/methods to measure the
indicator, potential methods to measure the indicator, recommendations) by September 2016

2) Possible consultations and review of the background paper at the 18" Global Meeting of the
Regional Seas Conventions and Action Plans (Seoul, Korea, September-October 2016)

3) Technical meeting with experts linked to MSP Conference (March 2017)

4) Review and feedback on paper at the SDG 14 Conference (Fiji, June 2017)

5) Finalization of draft methodologies by December 2017

6) Testing phase of agreed methodologies in pilot countries in 2018

7) Finalization of methodologies by end 2020

8) Strategy for data collection in early 2021

9) Data collection from countries from 2021 onwards.

Please indicate new international standards that will need to be proposed and approved by an
intergovernmental process (such as UNSC) for this methodology.

Identification and validation of markers to assess implementation of ecosystem-based management
frameworks building on existing national plans related to integrated coastal zone management, marine
spatial planning, marine protected areas, marine resource management plans and other related area-
based management initiative. In a second step, the development of spatially derived tracking system
to assess changes in national/regional adoption and implementation of agreed defined principles of
ecosystem approach.

When do you expect the methodological work on this indicator to be completed?
By end 2020.

Are data and metadata already being collected from the National Statistical System for one or
more components of this indicator?

Yes

If yes, please describe: proposed reporting on national progress towards Regional Seas ICZM
protocols; need marker of actual implementation of ICZM plans.
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How do you plan to collect the data?
6) Joint survey/compilation with national agency and international entity
7) Regional Seas regular reporting to UNEP

If the indicator involves multiple components from different data sources, please describe how
each individual component of the indicator will be collected here.

Inputs will be required from other maritime sectors, e.g. fisheries (FAO), transport (IMO), national
planning agencies.

With what frequency is data expected to be collected?
3-5 year cycle

Is there a process of data validation by countries in place or planned for this indicator?
Yes - partially

If yes, please briefly describe:

Partially through Regional Seas mechanism, but needs strengthening. Probably need for a common
national reporting format across regions.
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Target number: 14.3

Indicator Number and Name: 14.3.1 Average marine acidity (pH) measured at agreed suite of
representative sampling stations

Agency: IOC-UNESCO in cooperation with UNEP

Has work for the development of this indicator begun?
Yes

Who are the entities, including national and international experts, directly involved and
consulted in developing the methodology/and or data collection tools?

4) 1OC-UNESCO: contact person Julian Barbiere (J.barbiere@unesco.org) and Kirsten Isensee
(k.isensee(@unesco.org).

5) IOC-UNESCO is hosting the secretariat of the Global Ocean Acidification Observing
Network (GOOS) and is one of the parent organizations of the Global Ocean Acidification
Observing Network (GOA-ON). GOOS and GOA-ON are closely linked and during the past
4 years a set of chemical and physical parameters was identified to obtain information on the
increasing acidity (decreasing pH) of the oceans. The Executive Council of GOA-ON, an
international group of experts and intergovernmental/international organizations, meets at
least once a year to further develop and define the parameters and to improve guidelines to
measure the impact of ocean acidification on marine life.

What is the involvement of or how do you plan to involve National Statistical Systems in the
development of the methodology?

Testing phase of the agreed draft methodologies in pilot countries in 2017 (potentially with the
Regional Seas).

Please briefly describe the process of developing the methodology for the indicator

Global consultations reflecting the current human and technical capacity with regard to ocean
acidification were conducted during the past three GOA-ON workshops. The chemical and physical
theoretical basis is provided by peer-reviewed literature e.g. Dickson (2007) and in the GOA-ON
Requirements Plan (available at www.GOA-ON.org). The set of parameters to measure and observe
ocean acidification at the global level is defined by GOA-ON and GOOS. The interactive map and
related metadata give some indication where and what is measured globally. (http://www.goa-
on.org/GOA-ON_Activities.html). The meeting of the working group (covering 45 Countries) on
ocean acidification in October will focus on how to measure the impact of ocean acidification.
Discussions between the major partners leading and cooperating for this indicator as well as scientists
will define the final time frame and give instructions on the parameters needed to be measured,
including frequency and accuracy, at the global and regional level. Capacity development and
technical transfer workshops are envisaged for 2017-2019. The short-term chemical indicator (pH)
will be complemented by the indicator for the measurement of the impact of ocean acidification (on
coral reefs, phytoplankton, etc.) by 2020. The next steps of the methodology will be worked with the
statistical unit in UNEP (DA project contribution).

10) First draft of methodologies: background paper (oceanographic data collection and analysis
(IOC-UNESCO)/existing statistical methods to measure the indicator (UNEP), potential
methods to measure the indicator, recommendations) by September 2016

11) Review of the background paper at the OAICC conference in October 2016

12) Technical meeting with experts in late 2016

13) Finalization of draft methodologies by December 2016

14) Testing phase of agre