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How much does it costs to produce the 
data required for the SDGs? 

 

• Full paper on the cost and benefit exercise 
available here: 
http://www.copenhagenconsensus.com/sites/
default/files/data_assessment_-_jerven.pdf 

 

How did I come up with the cost 
estimate for the SDGs? 

• 1st question: How much would it have cost to 
measure the MDG agenda with 8 goals, 18 
indicators and 60 targets 1990-2015 for 138 
countries? 

• The additional survey cost of the previous MDG 
would have been about $27 billion – or about 
$1.5 billion per indicator. Following that rule of 
thumb - $1.5 billion per target - the current 
suggested list will cost about $254 billion. 

http://www.copenhagenconsensus.com/sites/default/files/data_assessment_-_jerven.pdf
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How did I cost the ‘MDGs’ 

A suggestion for the minimum data requirements 
were as follows: 

  

• Population census every 10 years 

• Demographic and Health Surveys every 5 years 

• Living Standards Measurement Study every 5 
years 

• Core Welfare Indicator Questionnaire annually  

 

What would be the ideal number of 
indicators? 

# Targets % Share of ODA # Danish ODA Budgets 

5 0.4 3 

10 0.7 5 

20 1.5 11 

50 3.7 27 

100 7.4 54 

150 11.1 80 

200 14.8 107 

250 18.5 134 

# Indicators % Share of ODA # Danish ODA Budgets 
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Additional Remarks 

• Note: the cost is total, not incremental: i.e. it does not take into account 
that some countries already have funding in place for some monotoring 

• Note: the costing does not take into any overhead or increases in capacity 
to monitor or disseminate statistics.  

• Note: OWG seem to assume that there are Civil Registration and Vital 
Statistics. Most countries do not have functioning CVRS. 

• Note: OWG envisages more data on labour, industry and agriculture – that 
would require periodical ag and industry cenuses, annual crop surveys and 
annual labour surveys. This would drive the cost up more than 
proportionally.  

• Note: OWG envisages more data on environmental monotoring, these 
costs are not included here. 

• Note: OWG also talks about data literacy, data demand and open data as 
well as a global consensus for data – any investment in these activities are 
driving the costs further up. 

Benefits of good data  Benefits of good data  

Data versus Statistics 
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Knowing versus counting 

Data and Decisions  
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Benefits of good data 

• Reinekka and Svenson report that surveys of central 
government expenditures on primary schools in 
Uganda between 1991 and 1995 showed that only 13 
per cent of the funds allocated actually reached the 
schools.  

• In response, a campaign was started to advertise in 
local newspapers how much public funding was 
allocated to the schools, thus enabling local schools to 
compare these with actual funds received.  

• It was estimated that this intervention reduced graft 
considerably, and that by 1999, 90 percent of the funds 
reached their destination (Reinikka and Svenson 2001) 

Cost of Bad Data 

• Policy driven evidence? Conditional Cash Transfers, 
MDG targeted policy and ‘Paying for Results’ all 
incentives behavior – when these are strongly linked to 
measurement you may get policy driven evidence. 

• Jerven (2014), ‘Political Economy of Agricultural 
Statistics’ – shows how the need for proof of success in 
fertilizer projects Malawi led to growth being 
overstated 

• Sandefur and Glassman (2014), ‘Political Economy of 
Bad Data’ – shows how donor rewards in vaccination 
and school enrollment led to overstated success in 
administrative data. 
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Conclusion 

• Danger of underestimating the ‘investment 
need’ or cost – demand will be met, but by 
supply of inferior quality 

• Downside of costing the SDGs: surveys versus 
administrative cost of data 

• Guesstimating the investment gap for surveys 
to monitor the SDGs is not the same as 
mapping how statistical capacity can enhance 
domestical policy making. 


