
 
Reactions of the Committee for the Coordination of Statistical Activities (CCSA) to the 

draft Busan Action Plan for Statistics (BAPS) 
 
 
The CCSA discussed the latest draft of the Busan Action Plan for Statistics on 8 September 
2011. It was agreed that the conclusion of the discussions should be presented as an opinion of 
the CCSA to the forthcoming meeting in Beijing. 
 
The paper prepared by World Bank and Paris21 outlined a number of questions which are noted 
below with the reactions to them: 
 
1. Is the scope of the Action Plan appropriate and exhaustive? Are objectives missing? 
 
The actions in the Marrakech Action Plan were largely measurable. This makes it easy to 
demonstrate success of the past 7 years (e.g. number of countries with National Strategies for the 
Development of Statistics (NSDS), availability of Millennium Development Goals (MDG) data, 
number of countries participating in the census). The current BAPS actions do not lend 
themselves easily to being monitored. Some suggestions are given in the annex; if these are not 
considered appropriate, then better ones could be found – if not, the actions need to be redrafted. 
 
It is not clear how the actions in the plan can ensure that the desired results can be attained. 
 
The plan does not specify who should do what. 
 
Say something about the use of common statistical tools? Adherence to global statistical 
standards. Virtual Statistical System (VSS)? 
 
Add something about human resources challenges especially in Least Developed Countries 
(LDCs): continued ‘brain drain’ hampers of building of capacity for the National Statistical 
System; consultants to focus on capacity building and should not be involved in regular data 
production – even if needs are pressing. 
 
 
2. Given capacity constraints, how can we ensure that international commitments to improve 
thematic statistics (i.e., Gender, Agriculture, and Financial Inclusion) are coordinated to 
maximum effect at the country level? 
 
The main global statistical programmes should be promoted in the plan (i.e. System of National 
Accounts/International Comparison Programme/MDG); many of them are relevant to the global 
summits. Stronger links between these programmes and NSDSs should be made. 
 
Whilst not questioning the merits of the above mentioned themes, the CCSA wondered why they 
had been singled out as particular priorities (n.b. they were listed in annex as part of the global 
initiative programmes). 
 



Review the list of examples that merit specific mention, e.g. include the World Summit on the 
Information Society (WSIS), Multiple Indicator Cluster Survevs (MICS). 
 
3. Can we do better in linking support for improving monitoring and evaluation frameworks 
for specific policy objectives with our activities to improve official statistics? 
 
MDGs undoubtedly raised the profile of statistics at country level, but now there is a move 
towards establishing indicators that are relevant at country level (as opposed to a one size fits 
all); such indicators are more likely to be used by national decision makers and there is a higher 
probability that the national statistical systems would be able to produce them. 
 
A current deficiency is the lack of alignment between donors' actions and NSDSs (as noted in a 
Partner Report for the Support of Statistics - PRESS analysis). NSDSs should be drafted to 
support Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) frameworks, so this issue will be solved if actions are 
aligned to NSDSs.  However support itself should be dependent upon the existence of an NSDS. 
 
4.How can we scale up our support for countries pursuing “open data” agendas? 
 
First efforts should be directed towards instances where statistics exist, but have not been 
published. 
 
Exchange of best practices in dissemination. Increased use of Geographic Information Systems 
(GIS) etc. 
 
5.Given the fiscal circumstances of many donor countries, how can we revive and re-energize 
funding for statistical capacity building? 
 
Realistic expectations are that even a constant level of funding for statistical capacity building 
from the established donors is optimistic.  
 
Countries should become less reliant on external funding and commit to adequate funding for 
statistics from their own expenditure. This is more sustainable in the long term.  
 
There has been an increase of South-South co-operation activities with emerging nations, such as 
Brazil and South Africa, providing guidance in their peer groups. Regional integration 
programmes would also help. 
 
Possibly mobilise the private sector? 
 
Regional training institutes could provide support in statistical capacity building through bearing 
part of the expenditure on training, so more can be achieved with fewer resources in countries. 
 
Financial constraints mean that we should make better use of the resources currently available. 
This implies better co-ordination amongst donors, including CCSA members (e.g. pooling 
resources, establishment of lead agencies, local co-ordination groups). CCSA members should 
commit themselves to regularly reporting good practices in this respect. 



Annex: Some suggestions for measurement criteria for the Busan Action Plan 
 
Action 1 - Strengthen and re-focus national statistical strategies with a particular emphasis on 
improving statistical systems that support country-level development priorities. Strategies should 
be updated to reflect new challenges and opportunities. A key aim is to increase in-country 
capacity to respond to emerging and unforeseen needs.  
 

 Number of NSDSs with clear limited number (less than 10) "top" priorities and costing 
for implementation. 

 Level of "alignment" of statistical capacity building  actions with NSDSs (question in 
PRESS). 

 Increase in share of countries with Accelerated Data Programmes (ADP), Multi 
Indicator Cluster Surveys(MICs), Vital Reg in last 5 year.s 

 NSDSs to include a programme of household surveys sufficient to monitor progress 
towards national and international commitments. 

 
Action 2 - Ensure that outcomes of global summits and high-level forums specifically recognize 
the need for statistical capacity development, including technical assistance, training, and 
financial support:  
Implementing and monitoring global initiatives requires collaboration between national and 
international statistical organizations.  Examples include the work of the Interagency and Expert 
Group on Gender Statistics; the Global Strategy to Improve Agricultural and Rural Statistics; and 
the newly proposed Committee of Experts on Global Geospatial Information Management.  
 

 Share of summits etc which specifically mention statistics/indicators. 
 List these global initiatives and measure how many resultant statistics are available on 

national websites. 
 Establishment of partnerships to monitor the progress towards the achievements of the 

goals and targets of each individual summit. 
 
Action 3 - Implement standards for data preservation, documentation, and dissemination that 
permit full public access to official statistics.   
 

 Share of National Statistical Institutes’(NSI) websites (or with links to Ministry sites) 
which offer these three data types. 

 Share of national websites with free data; Share of international organizations sites with 
free data. 

 Development of "Survey catalogue" for enterprise, admin? (copy idea as for IHSN) 
 Number of usable GIS at local and/or regional level. 
 Number of countries publishing recent census data and documentation thereof on their 

national websites. 
 Some statistics from International Household Survey Network(IHSN)/ADP? 
 Number of GDDS countries and number of countries moving from GDDS to SDDS. 

 



Action 4 - Develop programs to increase the knowledge and skills needed to use statistics 
effectively for planning, analysis, monitoring, and evaluation, thus increasing transparency and 
accountability. 
 

 Number of registered users of VSS (and other e-learning tools).   
 Advocacy material published.  Number of national "statistical days". 
 Number of NSI websites which are updated at least weekly. 

 
Action 5 -Improve accessibility of statistics and research produced by international organizations 
and bilateral development agencies. 
 

 On national websites, share of documentation published of IO-organised in-country 
support  (PRESS projects – availability of data/documentation on national web). 

 Use of standard tools. 
 
Action 6 - Ensure financing for statistical information is robust and that funding instruments and 
approaches reflect the new modalities and actors in development finance.   
 

 Trends in PRESS capacity building allocations. Levels of concentration and 
fragmentation at acceptable level. 

 Share of  NSDS activities that are financed through national contributions.  
 Number of donor/govt in-country coordination groups, instances of pooled resources, 

basket funds. 


