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Session 2: Southeast Asia 

Monitoring the Sustainable Development Goals:  

Meeting to identify Asia-Pacific regional and sub-
regional priorities  

21-23 September, UNCC Bangkok 

 

• Countries already generate indicators for national monitoring 
(based on respective national agenda) and for MDGs 

 

• A number have already done national consultations on SDGs 
but many still have to discuss in detail what priority indicators 
they will generate for global monitoring 

 

• Most of these consultations are led by planning ministries 
with active participation of the NSO. Some are called by High 
Level Committees created by the Prime Ministers 

 

• Role of NSO in countries seem to vary  

– mainly not the planner/policy maker 

– but is  coordinator  of line agencies who produce other 
data (with the Fundamental Principles of Official Statistics 
in mind) 
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• Some NSOs have reviewed data availability for 
global monitoring of SDGs; and about 28% - 35% 
indicators can be generated from available data. 

  
• All countries prepare for SDGs monitoring with 

lessons learned from MDGs monitoring. 
  
• MDGs indicators seem to be the Tier 1 indicators. 
  
• A number of NSOs are in the process of 

reorganizing their statistical laws (Cambodia, Lao 
PDR, Myanmar, Philippines, Viet Nam) 

 

• Different countries have different methodologies to collect 
data >> compare to see differences and explain 

 
• Methodologies needed to meet SDGs >> how can we 

sequence data collection better; guidance on countries 
with indicators to reshape their plans given SDGs; defining 
indicators to help measure progress towards LDC 
graduation—concrete proposals for support 

 
• There should be a data sharing mechanism on the country 

level and at the global level - for disaggregation 
 
• More information is needed on support mechanisms that 

exist for countries to produce indicators  
– Modernization (infrastructure and laws) 
– Data confidentiality of micro-data (any capacity needed?) 
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An Important Question 

• How do we handle the seemingly inconsistent 
instructions on the determination of global 
indicators: 

– there should be global indicators for each goal and 
target; 

– the determination is country-led. 

 

Some thoughts to answer the question 

• Some countries may opt to produce only a selected 
number of global indicators in the first year or two of 
global monitoring 
 

• Global indicators are for comparability across countries 
(for countries to know where they stand compared to 
others), while national indicators are to address 
national development agenda (the indicators countries 
decide to generate are those that directly address their 
country’s situation). 
 

• But countries should aim for one indicator system that 
includes both national and global indicators. 
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 On Financing 
• Financing of SDG implementation and monitoring is 

another concern 
 

• Harmonization of funding for SDGs by UN agencies 
versus those to be funded by countries 
 

• HLG on SDGs is expected to map the countries’ 
requirements for SDGs (for use by international 
stakeholders, regional commissions, ASEAN secretariat 
and ASEAN Stats, South-South cooperation by 
countries) to determine where they can help (with the 
important note that the vision is for countries to 
finance regular surveys and censuses themselves)   

On Capacity Building 
• Capacity building is requested by countries for SDGs 

monitoring and for development of methodologies, 
among others 

• Need to include capacity building based on 
consultation between ministry of planning and data 
producers (based on mapping of SDGs with national 
indicators) 

• Alongside consultation on capacity building should be 
the provision of ICT for dissemination and monitoring 

• IAEG-SDG should produce comprehensive menu of 
SDGs indicators including consultation done with 
stakeholders and prepare a roadmap for SDGs 
implementation (together with the IAEG-HLG?) 
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Questions 

• What are the main capacity gaps at the 
national level on monitoring of SDGs? 

• What are the main areas where you need 
support and resources  from outside the 
country? 

Capacity Gaps 
• Lack of dedicated statisticians in line ministries with technical 

knowledge/skills, including specifically on SDGs 
• Lack of statistical capacity of NSO staff, especially on district and village 

level (short term, medium term, long term) 
• Frequent rotation of staff, and lack of basic statistics skills of new staff 
• Financial commitment for regular statistics activities 
• Lack of infrastructure, e.g. business  register, IT for monitoring , reporting 
• Lack of methodology, e.g. ITS, SDGs 
• Data exchange between levels of governance (local-regional-national) 
• Data produced just for their own purpose, not supporting SDGs 
• Capacity gap of the administrative support staff in NSO, e.g. how to 

propose budget, accounting, etc. 
• Leadership skills of the Chief Statisticians and the senior management 

team, e.g. how to get support for the budget in the parliament, or how to 
network and look for champions 

• NSO culture to prepare for the SDGs, and in general to become a modern 
organization 
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External Support Needed 
• Technical assistance on quality assurance 
• Capacity building program and training: 

– Focused on technical skills of staff 
– On the job training and mentoring to support the various data collection exercises 
– On SDGs to both NSO and line ministries 
– On IT / software 
– Supporting statistical literacy 

• Specific areas of statistics: 
– Training on Data analysis in Economic statistics 
– Advise on Environmental and natural resources statistics (under social statistics, for 

Lao PDR); including the coordination with other agencies 
– Advise on Trade Statistics on how to package results for policy makers  

• Advise on data collection at the district and village levels 
• Build business & civil registration systems 
• Develop capacity on how to use data from administrative sources 
• Clear guidelines to implement the SDGs, e.g. elaborate implementation guides 

and data capture for SDGs (survey methodology) [For IAEG-SDG consideration]  

More questions 

• What is the link between the intergovernmental 
negotiations and our group discussing indicators? 
– No changes in the agreed document on 17 goals and 

169 targets >> high-level seal of approval is expected 
to  happen in the coming Summit (UNGA on post 
2015) 

– IAEG-SDG shall provide the list of indicators 
(submission to UNSC by end of Nov 2015/beginning 
Dec 2015) and the UNSC is expected to give the seal of 
approval of the list in March 2016 (after March 2016, 
there will still be refinements) 



23/09/2015 

7 

• Do politicians realize the challenges on 
generating indicators for SDGs? If not, is there 
a way to communicate for more resources to 
countries who will implement monitoring? 

– The document to be approved in the summit in 
Sept 2016 has statement(s)  for countries to 
commit to providing support to monitoring 

– NSS (NSOs with line ministries) to dialogue on 
implementing / monitoring SDGs 

• Timeline: from now up to UNGA in 2016 

– End Nov 2015/beginning Dec 2015 >> IAEG-SDGs to 
submit list of indicators to UNSC 

(Note: countries should use the list as of Nov/Dec 2015 
for internal consultations) 

– Nov 2015 – Feb 2016 >> docs prepared for UNSC in 
March 2016 (translation) and ready for consultations 

– March and July 2016 >> decision by ECOSOC 

– Mid July 2016 >> document submitted for UNGA 

– September 2016 >> UNGA to endorse the indicator 
framework 
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• Three levels of monitoring – global, regional, 
national. How do we determine indicators for 
regional monitoring? 
– Language on regional monitoring is same as national; 

each region to discuss how regional level to be done; 
regional commissions have a central role to play 

– There is no clear statement about the need to have 
indicators for monitoring at regional level  

– For Asia-Pacific, should we rather have regional 
collaboration for national monitoring? It could be sub-
regional rather than regional. 

– Countries will have to decide 

– Solid metadata is important 

• Revise FPOS to include statement on budget 
for statistics? 

– It need not be FPOS, but some document with a 
strong statement of governments to commit to 
budget for statistics >> Goal 17 of SDGs  
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• On commitment, how can we leverage ACSS 
to get commitment for statistics activities in 
the sub-region? 

– ACSS steering committee needs to approve SDGs 
support 

Thank You! 
Chair: Malaysia 
Facilitators: Rikke and Marko 
Rapporteur: Philippines 
 
With active and lively participation of: 
 
 
                            
 
 
                                

ASEAN Stats 
ILO 
UNDP 
UNFPA 
UNICEF 
 
 
                            
 
 
                                

Cambodia 
Indonesia 
Lao PDR 
Myanmar 
Thailand 
Timor Leste 
Vietnam 
 
                            
 
 
                                


