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Meeting Focus:

Consistent with the 2030 Agenda, the Inter-agency and Expert Group on
Sustainable Development Goal Indicators (IAEG-SDGSs) agreed upon a chapeau on
disaggregation to be applied when relevant across all indicators, in addition to
population groups specifically mentioned in the targets themselves.

“SDG indicators should be disaggregated where relevant by income, sex,
age, race, ethnicity, migratory status, disability and geographic location, or
other characteristics, in accordance with the Fundamental Principles of
Official Statistics.”

In attendance:

* 9 experts from National Statistical Systems
« 2 experts from civil society

« 25 experts from International Organizations

* 9 experts from academia and the private sector



Core Obijectives of the 14 Sessions of Expert Group Meeting:

1. Discuss the overall concept of leaving no one behind and how data
disaggregation can contribute to achieving this goal.

2. Review principles, norms, standards, statistical tools and methodologies during
data collection, analysis, and dissemination of disaggregated data.

3. ldentify gaps and priorities to be addressed to support the production and use
of disaggregated data for the SDGs.

4. From working groups, inform a list or toolkit of existing resource materials and
statistical standards and survey tools, such as questionnaires, modules, and
methodological guidelines for each disaggregation category.



Need for standards on methods protocols to ensure high
guality, timeliness, & comparability in monitoring 2030 Agenda:

— Protocols and training on how to operationalize the SDG indicators

« Economic status, rural/urban, indigenous, migratory status, refugee status, race,
ethnicity (e.g., mixed race, ethnic self-identification), disability status (e.g.,
Washington Group on Disabilities Question Set)

« How to monitor in a consistent manner within and across countries

— Protocols and training on disaggregating measures

« Techniques for handling small sample sizes (e.g., oversampling, not publishing results
with unweighted counts less than 25; publishing standard errors for estimates)

« How to treat outliers
« How to adjust for non-response

— Protocols and training on analysis and monitoring the SDG indicators

* Need for capacity building at the NSO level, so that the SDGs are monitored in a
consistent way that is comparable across countries



Need for increased availability and accessibility of data with
greater coverage that can be disaggregated to monitor SDGs

— Specialized surveys, oversampling of certain groups, and larger
samples may be needed to obtain coverage of marginalized population
groups and to allow for data disaggregation.

— Integrating different data sources, such as administrative records with
survey data or new types of data (e.g., project data and big data),
should be explored to increase data coverage to include the most
vulnerable population groups.
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* Need for continuous monitoring of the SDG indicators at the
national level to allow for evidence-based policymaking.

— Help to fund data collection and analysis in low-income countries

— Foster dialogue between policymakers and statisticians at the
national level

» There are real differences in what they need.
« Data availability for monitoring should be part of the dialogue.

— Re-examine who is not captured in national-level data sources and
be innovative in terms of methods and processes to include them.



Data Disaggregation

 List of existing conceptual and statistical standards, survey
and data tools, and resource materials

 List of standards, survey and data tools, and resources
needed to be developed

Thank you!



