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[bookmark: _Toc351420567]Mapping existing international social protection statistics & indicators that would contribute to the monitoring of social protection extension through SPFs 
[bookmark: _Toc351420568]Gaps, issues, overlaps and… what we can do about it together!
[bookmark: _Toc351420569]Introduction:
[bookmark: _Toc351420570] Approach
[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc351420571]Quick overview

Issues, gaps and overlaps presented below are not necessarily all of primary priority but they were all mentioned in the course of previous discussions

A priority order appeared already with the distinction between first ‘priority’ or ‘first generation’ issues, gaps or overlaps to be addressed and second generation ones (anticipation future issues [] and possibly defining poverty which is perceived as ‘out of the scope’)

[bookmark: _Toc351420572]ISSUE 1: How to define and categorize social protection data to enhance comparability among international organizations 
[bookmark: _Toc351420573]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· How to define & categorised social protection data to enhance compatibility and comparability among organisations?
· How to define/ categorize schemes and benefits? what criteria / categories?
· Some established methods (Eurostat, OECD, ILO, ..)  propose some classifications (ex.: statutory / non-statutory, public / private, in kind / in cash, etc. 
· Do you use those criteria? How do you define them? 
· Are you using additional / other criteria?
· Additional
· How to take into account the grey areas?
· Some contributory programmes are subsidized or some beneficiaries are entitled to non contributory benefits because they are active contributors of another (contributory) programme. How to classify this grey area?
[bookmark: _Toc351420574]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Suggestions to be shared on relevant categories to be used to define / classify individual core data 
· Constitution of a small group work (part of TDRs of the group?) responsible for (within the clustering process)
· drafting suggestions of categories
· dressing of first list of terms that need to be defined and agreed on and dissemination
· In the medium run
· List terms to be defined (goes beyond main categories) => to be associated with ‘core data’ (see issue 2) 
· dissemination of definitions/terminology 
· Agreement for inputs in ‘general guidelines’ and possible future general manual for statisticians 
· Identification of classifications used by main organisations (further work based on the consolidated mapping of existing data collected by international organisations)
· Mapping the various classifications (WB, ILO, ADB, OECD, Eu3rostat, ect.)
· Collect feedback on existing databases (i.e. SSI)
· Identification of the “set of categories” which allows to rebuild all existing classifications used in international organisations
· Come up with a disaggregation level that would be a feasible common denominator  with the objective of building an inventory of social protection

· In the long run
· Objective: Ultimate objective of standardization of social protection terminology and classifications & harmonization of international data collection 
· Product: Manual/guidelines for statisticians in general (in countries) on 
· data collection
· Presentation used by main organisations active in the field
· bridges (i.e. translation from one classification to the other, ability to go across classifications)
· Test in countries (pilot country project)

[bookmark: _Toc351420575]ISSUE 2: Core set of data on social protection?
[bookmark: _Toc351420576]Issue
· Core set of data on social protection?
· Broad categories of data highlighted in the “preliminary mapping” of existing “common” data on social protection in organizations:
· Expenditure, financing, (extent of) coverage (beneficiaries, active contributors, affiliated people), level of benefit, impacts …
· With various disaggregation in nature and level of details
· Are there any other category of data you would consider as part of a “minimum” set of data

[bookmark: _Toc351420577]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· suggestions to be shared on relevant data (and associated definition) to be includes in a minimum set of “core” data on social protection
· ...
· In the medium run
· List terms to be defined: each organisation collect data with an associated definition to be provided (deadline to be proposed)
· Identify needs for improvement in the definition, precision of data collected as well as limitations due notably to data quality, data availability and other factors (deadline to be proposed)
· Identify current main disaggregation (based on consolidated mapping)
· Agreement on a first set of core social protection data
· Agreement on main disaggregation (does not necessarily mean that data are available in countries but role of awareness raising and progressive improvement both in terms of quality and availability).
· Starting from a Minimum core set, there is a need for principles to then extend the core set
· Discussion and agreement on these basic principles

· In the long run
· ...
· ....
[bookmark: _Toc351420578]Reactions/ inputs
· WorldBank: should level of benefit and impact be part of the core set of data? Too difficult to measure level of benefit. Should probably focus on easier broad category of data for core data  (such as beneficiaries)
· Agree on a minimum set  agree on minimum disaggregation: should agree on disaggregation: sex, age, rural/urban. Should raise awareness among countries on the need for sex disaggregated data
· Collect existing guidelines (ex.: ILO/WB/FAO)
· WorldBank: for each operational projects, collect 2 core indicators (with sex disaggregation [Ask for more details]
· Issue of con-contributory financing disaggregation 
· Legal information available on contribution rates for contributory programmes
· For non contributory programmes
· Tax financed
· Question: what kind of tax? How to disaggregate?
· Earmarked taxes and others
· Donor financed / general taxes
·  Donor should be kept as a separate category
· How do we account for loans? Loans vs. grants (often classified as government but they’re different from general tax revenue)
· The DAC should be part of the discussion

· Minimum core set  need for principles to then extend the core set

[bookmark: _Toc351420579]ISSUE 3: How to improve social protection data collection through household surveys?
[bookmark: _Toc351420580]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· How to improve social protection data collection through household surveys?
· Existing modules of questions on social protection to be included in regular national surveys (ILO generic module, adaptation & application by ADB in several countries). Are there any other?
· Module of questions developed as part of independent surveys (MICS)
· Specific social protection surveys
· Social protection questions in existing national household surveys 
· BUT no generic and standardized method => issue of comparability.......
[bookmark: _Toc351420581]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Create an e-platform where all the resources and links will be shared (common for all issues) [Webspace created before 22 March]
· Stock taking of what exists – internal review in each concerned organization / review of existing SP questions in national surveys.
· ILO started the inventory exercise some years ago … could be a basis
· The WB, ISHN propose some access to survey resources (including questionnaires…. could be helpful)
· In the medium run
·  Workshop on survey data this year. A common workshop to present the various existing tools [World Bank September 2013]
· In the long run
· Common Guidelines with all organisations logos.

[bookmark: _Toc351420582]Reactions/inputs
· World Bank: LSMS volume with examples of questionnaires
· Workshop on survey data  common workshop, to come back with common guidelines on what we want to collect  Presentation of the various existing tools
· Create an e-platform where all the resources and links will be shared
· Guidelines (LT) with all organizations logos
· Guidelines which should take into account existing ones, e.g. Resolution concerning household income and expenditure statistics (17th ICLS), ideally in collaboration with the Canberra Group --- more on impacts than other data (Fabio))

[bookmark: _Toc351420583]ISSUE 4: Coverage statistics: data and measurement
[bookmark: _Toc351420584]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Coverage statistics: data & measurement
· Importance of both administrative sources and household data
· Data collected from a number of organizations (by functions or not, type of programme – broad category) with no standardized method
· What could be a set of core data to be collected from administrative records? From household surveys  (… see previous issues)
· Would it be realistic to agree on a set of basic principles on how to measure coverage?
[bookmark: _Toc351420585]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· In the short run, the mapping should provide a picture of current practices among respective organizations [22 March 2013]
· Based on the mapping, identify areas where 
· additional definitional and methodological work is needed
· identify common practices as well as differences (data issue / not indicators).
· ...
· In the medium run
· In the medium run … could be part of a series of methodological guidelines: to be done in subgroup

· In the long run
· To be part in general guidelines for statisticians 
· Sub-part of the set of core data on social protection
[bookmark: _Toc351420586]Reactions/ inputs
· Mapping [Deadline 22 March]
· Coverage: methodological work is needed  development of guidelines/definitions for measuring coverage: 	
· issue of overlaps / comple-mentarity of programmes
· what should be included as coverage

[bookmark: _Toc351420587]ISSUE 5: Qualitative information, inc. contextual information
[bookmark: _Toc351420588]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Qualitative information, including contextual information
· Starting from a inventory of existing social protection schemes / programmes and benefits (Eurostat, OECD, ADB, ILO)
· Common approach already adopted by a number of organizations (to be linked with the first issue)
· What contextual information (minimum)?
· Ex: Suggested minimum wage.
[bookmark: _Toc351420589]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Sub-group work (to be defined) 
· Take stock of well established way of “mapping” social protection system (including all types of programmes) and 
· make resources available through the group web-space [pages to be created for specific sub-groups. Creation of a specific page for Qualitative information]
·  Some examples: Eurostat (CIRCA qualitative database [link available in webspace]), ILO SSI [inventory of existing schemes and benefits and definition/qualification of each], World Bank [new initiative, ask for more information], ISSA statutory information on main social security schemes and programmes [ISSA country profiles and SSA/ISSA social security profiles. Links available through webspace], Cepal series of publication describing social protection systems [Links to e included in webspace]; existing practices covering specific types of programmes:  Cepal CCT database or social pension database include systematic qualitative information organised according to established categories, Helpage non contributory pension database [document shared by Charles]; FAO and others).
· Qualitative data depends on entry points: Identification of broad categories of qualitative information to be discussed and agreed for further work in sub-groups
· In the medium run
· Broad categories of qualitative data defined 
· List of main information under each category for dissemination and discussion
· In the long run
· Can be part of the general guidelines on core social protection data to be collected
· and specific guidelines as part of the series of guidelines
[bookmark: _Toc351420590]Reactions/ inputs

· Examples
· OECD database
· WB initiative
· CEPAL series of SP systems

· Ex rural vs. urban  Sub-group, in charge of making suggestions for a set?
· Would need:
· Labour market and employment information
· Demographic level and structure
· Level of income (minimum wage, average wage, level and composition of income)

[bookmark: _Toc351420591]ISSUE 6: How to treat subsidies
[bookmark: _Toc351420592]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· How to treat subsidies?
· e.g. free transportation, food subsidies, housing subsidies
· How to provide quantitative elements to questions such as « shall we suppress fuel subsidies and increase level of benefit »? or How to phase out subsidies?
· FAO database to track food and policy decisions made 	

· Additional info: 60% of countries have subsidies. The inclusion of subsidies as part of social protection expenditure has significant implications.
[bookmark: _Toc351420593]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Share experience and current existing practices (FAO, OECD, World Bank and others).
·  Ex.: WB analysis Egypt 
·  Type of subsidies to be identified (food; consumption; price, production, education; health subsidies) 
· Should go ‘hand in hand’ with the mapping of existing data collected / compiled by organisation and their definition. Should allow to identify the various types of subsidies
· Identify all types of existing subsidies to 
· Decide which can be considered as part of social protection (according to respective organisations).
· In the medium run
· ...
· In the long run
· ...
[bookmark: _Toc351420594]Reactions/inputs
· Creation of a sub-group 
· Identify various types of subsidies
· Disasters: FAO database on food and agriculture related subsidies
· Nutrition/Education and health subsidies are of particular interest and useful for UNICEF (// track data directly)
· Elements for policy dialogue
· How data on the financial side try to include subsidies? 
· How to phase out subsidies? 
· How to argue for an increase of benefit level rather than subsidies?
· WB: 
· Have data to inform policy dialogue.
· Estimated fuel and food subsidies through household surveys: see the amount and the distribution
· Example from Egypt [Report to be made available through the web-space]. Are there any other reports? In Egypt, high coverage rate (and high social protection expenditure) because subsidies are included
· try to match the needs of each organization
· 60% of countries have subsidies

[bookmark: _Toc351420595]ISSUE 7: How to define poverty
[bookmark: _Toc351420596]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· How to define poverty?
· Absolute versus relative
· How to define poverty threshold for specific age groups (in particular elderly) and capture some of their specific needs?
[bookmark: _Toc351420597]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Sub-group to be constituted on this issue
· Identify main existing indicators: take stock of existing measures of poverty and current practices among main organisations.
· In the medium run
·  Presentation / agreement on the 5 or 6 main existing definitions. 
· Take stock of what definitions are used by whom.
· Critical analysis of current practices, examples... could it be part of a particular note/ guide?
· In the long run
[bookmark: _Toc351420598]Reactions/inputs

· Out of the scope of the exercise
· Even if no consensus on definition of poverty: agree to report on the 5 or 6 existing definitions. Take stock of what definitions are used by whom.
· Small group?

[bookmark: _Toc351420599]GAPS 1: Data and methods for programs targeting persons in active age
[bookmark: _Toc351420600]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Data and methods for programmes targeting persons in active age (1)
· Labour market programmes:
· How to measure public employment programmes? What data? What indicators?
· How to measure other types of labour market programmes?
· Punctual / ad-hoc initiatives to be consolidated....
· Maternity, sickness, employment injury, disability, etc…
· Other than expenditure data (available mainly for OECD / European countries and a limited number of others thru SSI) no widely available data on those issues
· Would it be a question of interest for other organizations?
[bookmark: _Toc351420601]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Stock taking of what exists – internal review in each concerned organization (including training/ retraining programmes, employment services, etc).
· Stock taking of what data & indicators are available and produced from major existing public employment programmes.
· Disability issue: to be considered as part of a wider picture, this issue is cross cutting. Should set up a specific group on disability. 
· In the medium run
·  ...
· In the long run
· ... 
[bookmark: _Toc351420602]Reactions/inputs
· Sub-group: ILO/WB/WFP/FAO
· Stock taking
· Labour market programmes: review of existing public work programmes 
· Ana McCord – Review to be found and disseminated) 400 programmes reviewed
· World Bank (see excel file shared by Ruslan): includes 50 public employment programmes
· Internal review each organization (example internal review in the ILO among main departments/ units involved: EMP/INVEST, SKILLS, SECSOC)
· What data and indicators major existing public work programmes 

· Disability issue: should include other organizations involved: who?  The issue of disability is cross-cutting. Should set up a specific group on disability
· WHO World report on disability | More
· Link between disability/old age
· Issue of quality of data (especially outside OECD countries)
· Disability sub-group?  basic income security perspective or wider, cross-cutting interest?  ASPIRE would like a disability section
· Try to open up with WHO


[bookmark: _Toc351420603]GAPS 2: Benefit level
[bookmark: _Toc351420604]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Benefit level?
· How to measure it?
· Legal level of benefit versus effective level of benefit
· …. Depending on sources (household survey versus administrative data)
· Is it enough to divide total expenditure on benefits by the total number of beneficiaries?
[bookmark: _Toc351420605]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Stock taking of current practices and existing data in international organizations but also from countries (notably in Eastern European countries – incl. CIS database) where such information is commonly available
· Think in terms of data to be collected from 
· administrative sources and associated methods 
· Household surveys (example of questions available in existing modules, existing surveys) and associated methods
· Model of theoretical assumptions (rules) as developed by the World Bank and OECD
· In the medium run
· ...
· In the long run
· Element of a series of methodological guidelines. 
[bookmark: _Toc351420606]Reactions/inputs

· Stock taking: need of review of existing data
· Sources  admin./ program cooperation processes
· Criteria for a complete database
· What methodology for data collection (admin/HHS)  guidelines
· ISSA adequacy project to be added in the mapping of existing data in addition to legal level of benefit (for children, older persons and persons in active age)

[bookmark: _Toc351420607]GAPS 3: Housing benefits
[bookmark: _Toc351420608]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Housing benefits
· How to define them?
· What is part of it?
[bookmark: _Toc351420609]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Stock taking of current practices and existing data in international organizations but also from countries for housing benefits 
· Look at types of programmes including under housing in OECD SOCX (detailed programmes); in CIRCA Eurostat qualitative database; in CEPAL housing expenditure
·  Check with UN-Habitat
· In the medium run
·  ...
· In the long run
· . 
[bookmark: _Toc351420610]Reactions/inputs
· Share/take stock on what each organization puts  under housing
· ECLAC housing in expenditure
· Check with UN Habitat?

[bookmark: _Toc351420611]GAPS 4: “Shared” micro data repository
[bookmark: _Toc351420612]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· “Shared” micro data repository? 
· Multiple micro data repository in various organisations
· Household income and expenditure surveys, labour force surveys, etc
· Initiative (promote by the World bank and others) in recent years to encourage countries to build repository and facilitate access to micro data and associated resources
· Is it realistic to think of a consolidated micro data repository shared among organisations? What about restrictions issues?.......

[bookmark: _Toc351420613]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Not realistic: too many restrictions.
[bookmark: _Toc351420614]Reactions/inputs

· Problems: access depending on national rules (+ confidentiality agreements) 
· access to indicators made on the base of surveys might be easier to work on. (Indicators based on surveys can be shared)
· Initiative to go towards repository
· This is second generation issue

[bookmark: _Toc351420615]GAPS 5: Future gaps?
[bookmark: _Toc351420616]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Anticipation of future gaps (new sources of financing / types of programmes that are emerging)
· Ex. Risk financing mechanisms / crop insurance, etc.
· Try and anticipate future needs of data collection / monitoring mechanisms.
[bookmark: _Toc351420617]Ideas for the roadmap
· Non issue for now

[bookmark: _Toc351420618]OVERLAPS 1: Unemployment data
[bookmark: _Toc351420619]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Unemployment data:
a. Qualitative statutory information as well as quantitative (expenditure and beneficiaries – yearly and monthly). Not perfect but could be a basis for improvement trying to enhance complementarities 
b. Expenditure data collected / compiled by most organizations with more or less detailed disaggregation. Shall we try to use what exist and to favour the ability to establish bridges
[bookmark: _Toc351420620]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Short run: The mapping should help in identifying overlaps and needs for further clarification on data definition
·  Question: do data collected by the ILO on a regular basis (and OECD) can meet the need of the World Bank?
· ILO SECSOC will complete the mapping and define available data [22 March 2013]
· Check with employment sector what is available on a regular basis (FB => Sandrine Cazes)
· In the medium run
· ...
· In the long run
· ……  ultimate objective of harmonization of international data collection
[bookmark: _Toc351420621]Reactions/inputs
· ILO/ISSA provides the qualitative information by country and on consolidated basis (ILO map and tables.) 
· Expenditure  ILO takes OECD/Eurostat and complete for other countries based on national sources.
· ex. of collaboration
· See if it could respond to WB needs
· Beneficiaries data are available on a yearly and monthly basis
· Main gaps: number of persons in active age contributing to an unemployment scheme 
· Mapping: 
· Identify overlaps.
· Each organization can see if the needed data is already being collected.

[bookmark: _Toc351420622]OVERLAPS 2: Pension data
[bookmark: _Toc351420623]Issue / question(s) for discussion
· Pension data on expenditure, beneficiaries and active contributors:
a. Qualitative statutory information available for main scheme (not for special schemes) from SSA/ ISSA country profiles and SSPTW.
b. Same data on contributors collected by ILO and the World Bank
c. Data on beneficiaries: old age beneficiaries collected by Eurostat/ OECD and included into ILO SSI and then collected from national sources for non European countries 
d. World bank: beneficiary data not yet disaggregated for old age, disability and survivors but collected as “pensions” beneficiaries
e. Expenditure data: pensions expenditure for the world bank / Old age expenditure for the ILO (including benefits in cash and in kind)
[bookmark: _Toc351420624]Ideas for the roadmap
· In the short run
· Short run: The mapping should help in identifying overlaps and needs for further clarification on data definition
·  Question: do data collected by the ILO on a regular basis (and OECD) can meet the need of the World Bank?
· ILO SECSOC will complete the mapping and define available data [22 March 2013]
· Check with employment sector what is available on a regular basis (FB => Sandrine Cazes)
· In the medium run
· ...
· In the long run
· ……  ultimate objective of harmonization of international data collection
[bookmark: _Toc351420625]Reactions/inputs
· ILO/ISSA provides the qualitative information by country and on consolidated basis (ILO map and tables.) 
[bookmark: _Toc351420626]Reactions/inputs
· ILO/WB ongoing discussion  Helpage/WB collaboration
· ISSA: improve admin data collection for all branches

[bookmark: _Toc351420627]What overlaps do you see?
[bookmark: _Toc351420628]Reactions/inputs
· What integration of regional organization?
· UN DESA
· What organizations should be part of this group?
· Africa/Middle East  (identify organization) no equivalent to the regional work being done in the regions [GAP]

[bookmark: _Toc351420629]Road map
[bookmark: _Toc351420630]Short run
· Mapping of existing data  March 22nd, 2013
· Gaps  March 22nd, 2013
· SP statistics working group 
· terms of reference need to be drafted: ILO draft, beginning of April and consolidated version for early June
· SPIAC B statistical FP
· E-platform (link to provide next week: GESS workspace)
· E-mailing list to consolidate (all people invited, whether they attended or not)

[bookmark: _Toc351420631]Medium run
· Constitution / 1st meeting of the sub-working groups  before end 2013
· WG workshop on HHS  September 2013 (host WB)
· E-platform  all the mentioned info/documents
· Discuss capacity building at country level
· Start working on a minimum set of core data
· Mapping of definitions

[bookmark: _Toc351420632]Long run
· Minimum set of core data
· Guidelines (see issues)
· Country level application
· Meeting/Conference with countries
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[bookmark: _Toc351420633]Synthesis for the Roadmap
	ISSUES
	
	Short run
	
	Medium run
	
	Long run

	General | Mapping
	
	· Mapping of existing data [March 22nd, 2013]
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· Mapping of gaps [March 22nd, 2013]
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· Consolidated mapping shared through the platform and included as part of the report [XXX].
	
	
	
	

	General | Working group
	
	· Social protection statistics working group 
       TORs: first draft to be sent before April 1st
	
	· Consolidated version of the TORS for the groups and first sub-groups consolidated for June 2013
· Constitution / 1st meeting of the sub-working groups  before end 2013
	
	

	General | Communication
	
	· E-platform: resources sharing (link to provide next week: GESS workspace) [March 22nd, 2013]
	
	· Teleconference / skype conference / webinar every 2 months
	
	

	
	
	· E-mailing list to consolidate (all people invited, whether they attended or not) [March 22nd, 2013]
	
	· Meeting once a year on a specific issue (first one in September on household surveys)
	
	

	Issues
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ISSUE 1: How to define and categorize social protection data to enhance comparability among international organizations
	
	· Constitution of a small group (WB/ILO) work  responsible for suggestions to be shared on relevant categories to be used to define / classify individual core data 

	
	· Identification of the various classifications used by main organisations (further work based on the consolidated mapping of existing data collected by international organisations) (WB, ILO, ADB, OECD, Eurostat, etc.)
	
	· Ultimate objective of standardization of social protection terminology and classifications & harmonization of international data collection 


	
	
	
	
	· Identification of the “set of categories” which allows to rebuild all existing classifications used in international organisations
· Bridges (i.e. translation from one classification to the other, ability to go across classifications)
· Product: Note with main existing classifications used in organisations, “bridges” to go from one to the other as well as bottlenecks [ILO / call for expression of interest] 
	
	· Test in countries (pilot country project)
· Meeting/Conference with countries



	
	
	
	
	· Dressing of first list of terms that need to be defined and agreed on and dissemination [June, 2013??]
	
	· Product: Common Guidelines with all organisations logos (option for a modular publication which would allow a progressive and flexible approach by adding the elements of the series of guidelines as part of a Global volume of “Common Guidelines” for statisticians

	ISSUE 2: Core set of data on social protection?
	
	· Suggestions to be shared on relevant data (and associated definition) to be includes in a minimum set of “core” data on social protection [Who? When?]
	
	· List terms to be defined: each organisation collect data with an associated definition to be provided (deadline to be proposed)
· Identify needs for improvement in the definition, precision of data collected as well as limitations due notably to data quality, data availability and other factors (deadline to be proposed)
· Agreement on a first set of core social protection data
	
	

	
	
	· Identify current main disaggregation (based on consolidated mapping)

	
	· Agreement on main disaggregation (does not necessarily mean that data are available in countries but role of awareness raising and progressive improvement both in terms of quality and availability).
	
	

	
	
	
	
	· Starting from a Minimum core set, there is a need for principles to then extend the core set
· Discussion and agreement on these basic principles
	
	

	ISSUE 3: How to improve social protection data collection through household surveys?
	
	· Define objectives of the workshop [April 2013]
	
	· Stock taking of what exists – internal review in each concerned organization / review of existing social protection questions; tools, practices [May-June 2013]
	
	· Product: Specific guidelines &
· Product Input for the modular Global volume of “Common Guidelines” for statisticians

	
	
	
	
	· WG workshop on HHS [September 2013] (host WB)
	
	

	ISSUE 4: Coverage statistics: data & measurement [contribute to ISSUE 2]
	
	· Take stock of current practices: data collected by international and regional organisations (consolidated mapping)

	
	· Based on the analysis of current practices (data collected and available indicators) made available through the mapping, , identify:
· Gaps in data collection & reasons (availability, quality issue or absence of data collection at the international level)
· Needs for additional definitional and methodological work
· Overlaps or needs for harmonisation (to be linked to Overlaps).
	
	Product Part of series of guidelines and 
Product Input for the modular Global volume of “Common Guidelines” for statisticians

	ISSUE 5: Qualitative information, inc. contextual information
	
	· Sub-group to be created [ISSA/ ILO /WB /Cal for interest]
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· Some examples (Eurostat/CIRCA, ISSA, OECD, ECLAC, etc) made available through the work space [15 April 2013]
	
	· Broad categories of qualitative information defined
	
	

	
	
	· Identification of broad categories of qualitative information to be discussed and agreed for further work in sub-groups [XXX]
	
	· List of main information (& sources) under each category available for dissemination among the group for discussion
	
	· Product Part of the series of guidelines  
· Product Input for the modular Global volume of “Common Guidelines” for statisticians 

	ISSUE 6: How to treat subsidies
	
	· Sub-group to be created [WB / UNICEF/  call for interest]
	
	· Quantitative elements for policy dialogue: Study on distributional effects of subsidies versus social benefits (cash) [To be possibly decided by the sub-group]
	
	

	
	
	· Share experience and current existing practices (FAO, OECD, World Bank and others).
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· Identify the various types of subsidies (food; consumption; price, production, education; health subsidies) and try to come with broad categories
	
	
	
	

	ISSUE 7: How to define poverty or to fixed poverty threshold for different age group [older persons notably]
	
	· Sub-group to be created [WB / Helpage?/ call for interest]
· Identify main existing and take stock of existing measures of poverty and current practices among organisations
	
	Presentation of measures and definition and critical analysis of current practices
	
	

	ISSUE 8 Sources of financing (link to ISSUE 2), in particular non-contributory financing disaggregation 

	
	· Disaggregation/ qualification of sources of financing of non contributory programmes (to be consistent with sources of financing of other programmes)
· Sub-group to be created [ISSA/ Helpage / call for interest]
· Consider as a starting point existing classifications (their limitations and ways for improvement / ESSPROS)
· Questions: Tax financed: what kind of tax? How to disaggregate? Earmarked taxes and others?
· Donor financed / general taxes
· How do we account for loans? Loans vs. grants (often classified as government but they’re different from general tax revenue)
· The DAC should be part of the discussion
	
	· To be organized by the subgroup

	
	

	ISSUE 9 What other organizations should be part of the group?
	
	· Improve integration of regional organisations;
· Africa / Middle East: identify organization(s) 
· Latin America: Inter-American Development Bank (social protection surveys): how to work together?
	
	· Notes for possible joint activities in the area of social protection statistics (build on experience)
	
	

	Gaps
	
	
	
	
	
	

	GAPS 1: Data and methods for programs targeting persons in active age
	
	Labour market programmes: public employment programmes and others
· Sub-group to be created [WB / ILO/ WPF/FAO call for interest]
	
	· Suggestion of a list of data of indicators which could be collected on a systematic basis
· Assess existing databases’ capacity to take these data on-board (adaptation required)
	
	· Data ion labour market programme as part of regular data collection process [included as part of a data management system … possibly SSI if adapted]

	
	
	· Stock taking of what exists – internal review in each concerned organisation  (including employment services; training retraining) [end of May??]
· Stock taking of data and indicators available and produced from major exiting programme
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Disability: 
· Sub-group to be created [WB / Helpage?/ ILO call for interest]
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· Cross-cutting issue: identify other organizations to be involved (to open up with WHO)
	
	· Study areas: Link between disability/old age
· ASPIRE would like a disability section: check from existing survey data the opportunity for such a section (nb of countries with questions with relevant formulation)
· ILO: analysis of existing data on coverage collected through the ILO social security inquiry (suggestion and test of various indicators)
· Assess quality of data (especially outside OECD countries)
	
	

	
	
	· Maternity: actually covered by 2 units in the ILO. Joint activity to be launch
· Discuss methodology for possible indicators and work plan [26 March 2013]¨
· Any other organisation interested? 
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· Sickness: Take stock of existing data and indicators (country level? Specific project?).
	
	
	
	

	
	
	· General social assistance. Question: what possible relevant indicators of coverage?
	
	
	
	

	GAPS 2: Benefit level – data and measurement
	
	· Group or sub-groups?
· Stock taking of current practices and existing data in international organizations
	
	· Stock taking of current practices and existing in countries (notably in Eastern European countries – incl. CIS database) where such information is commonly available
	
	· Product: Benefit levels: data collection and measurement as part of a series of guidelines

	
	
	
	
	· Data to be collected from 
· administrative sources and associated methods 
· Household surveys (example of questions available in existing modules, existing surveys) and associated methods
	
	

	
	
	
	
	· Model of theoretical assumptions (rules) as developed by the World Bank and OECD
	
	

	GAPS 3: Housing benefits
	
	· Group or sub-group?
· Stock taking of current practices and existing data in international organizations but also from countries for housing benefits 
· Look at types of programmes including under housing in OECD SOCX (detailed programmes); in CIRCA Eurostat qualitative database; in CEPAL housing expenditure
·  Check with UN-Habitat
	
	
	
	

	GAP 4: Shared micro data repository
	
	· No realistic. Too many restriction
	
	
	
	

	GAP 5: Anticipation of future gaps
	
	· Not an issue for now but “second generation issue”
	
	
	
	

	Overlaps
	
	
	
	
	
	

	OVERLAPS 1: Unemployment data
	
	· Qualitative data: Intra ILO: two departments/ units in charge of qualitative data on unemployment + ISSA: check how harmonise internally [before 29 March 2013]
· Needs from the World Bank in terms of qualitative data [Who? When?]
· Quantitative data: three main sources of data collection: Eurostat, OECD, ILO. Plan a joint discussion to see how to reduce overlaps. Non OECD countries under the responsibility of the ILO?
	
	
	
	

	OVERLAPS 2: Pension data
	
	· Identify overlaps & differences between World Bank and ILO data [18-19 March] and discuss will and opportunities to overcome differences and overlaps
· Overlap for active contributors data. Comparison of data and sources used for harmonisation [18-19 March]
· Differences for beneficiaries and expenditure. Discuss respective objectives and plan activities to minor differences and favour complementarities [Deadline to be fixed] [ie split between old age, survivors and disability?]
	
	· Dress a list of respective “strong” contacts and countries respectively in the WB and ILO to split data updates between the 2 organisations. The list will include countries benefiting from specific projects including a quantitative component.
· ILO: split of expenditure data by functions [End April 2013]
	
	

	OVERLAPS 3: Public social protection expenditure data
	
	· Most organisations collect/ compile public social protection expenditure data

	
	· Based on the Mapping, analyse methods, definitions & identify possible complementarities
	
	

	Capacity building
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Capacity building at the country level
	
	· List needs for capacity building in countries (context)
	
	· Identify areas for capacity building in countries
· Identify existing training materials and methods and develop when necessary training support 
	
	· Capacity building at the country level
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