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R E P O R T  O F  T H E  E C L A C  E X P E R T  G R O U P  M E E T I N G  O N  D A T A  S H A R I N G ,  
D A T A  O W N E R S H I P  A N D  H A R M O N I Z A T I O N  O F  S U R V E Y  D A T A S E T S

B a c k g r o u n d

The Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC) Subregional 
Headquarters for the Caribbean convened a two-day Expert Group M eeting on Data Sharing and 
Data Ownership and the Harmonization o f Survey Datasets, on 25-26 June 2007 in Port o f Spain, 
Trinidad.

This meeting was the first milestone o f the project on “I m p r o v in g  H o u s e h o l d  S u r v e y s  in  
th e  C a r i b b e a n ” which seeks to improve the comparability o f social statistics produced in the 
Caribbean through household surveys and to ensure international standards o f comparability. 
The objectives o f the meeting were two-fold and sought to:

(a) Encourage the sharing o f survey databases;

(b) Discuss and forge a consensus on the harmonization/systemization o f household 
data sets which will allow for comparability for data sets o f other Caribbean countries

Present at the meeting was a cadre o f senior statisticians and experts from National 
Statistical Offices (NSOs) o f the Caribbean Development and Cooperation Committee (CDCC) 
member countries and regional organizations/agencies. A full listing o f the participants is 
annexed.

The meeting followed the agenda as detailed below:

1. W elcome and opening remarks
2. Adoption o f agenda and overview o f the meeting
3. Key note presentation on data ownership and data sharing in the Caribbean region
4. Issues in data sharing and ownership - Discussion
5. Presentation on collection, management and sharing o f migration-related data in

the Caribbean
6. Overview o f household survey project and presentation on harmonization of

survey data and methodologies
7. Country presentations on household survey experiences
8. Introduction to BADEHOG and BADEINSO
9. Achieving consensus on data sharing and harmonization
10. Remarks on “Knowledge Sharing: the experience o f Caribbean Knowledge

M anagement Centre”
11. Closure.
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A g e n d a  it e m  1:
W e lc o m e  a n d  o p e n in g

Mr. Neil Pierre, Director o f the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean, 
extended a warm welcome to all participants. He outlined the main objectives o f the project, 
such as, the need to harmonize household survey methodologies, in addition to other related meta 
data in an attempt to facilitate more meaningful comparative results throughout the Caribbean. 
He noted that there were several concerns expressed in the subregion about the lack o f Caribbean 
data available in comparison to those o f the wider Latin American, for inclusion in regional 
publications. He stated that it was particularly important that Caribbean data be made more 
visible, therefore increasing its long-term usefulness. He thanked the Organisation o f Eastern 
Caribbean States (OECS) and all the present experts and organizations for their participation and 
welcomed the contributions that they would make over the two-day period.

He highlighted the importance o f statistical information and analyses to sound policy and 
decision-making. He lamented the fact that countries in the region displayed tendencies of 
shying away from evidence-based policy planning, and that the situation across the Caribbean 
with respect to data availability and reliability was also very uneven in nature. He concluded by 
saying that although there was still a great need for Caribbean data, many agencies were 
presently working to correct this information deficit, such as the Caribbean Community 
(CARICOM) at the subregional level, governments at the national level and he pointed to the 
continuous support o f ECLAC in this area. He then closed by wishing participants a successful 
meeting.

A g e n d a  it e m  2: 
A d o p t io n  o f  a g e n d a  a n d  o v e r v ie w  o f  t h e  m e e t in g

The representative o f the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean outlined 
the fact that there was limited analysis o f Caribbean data, because data was either unavailable or 
not readily accessible throughout the region. He noted the need for countries within the region to 
share data amongst themselves, however, he recognized the sovereignty o f each member State to 
share their data if  they so wished.

He then proceeded to outline the specific objectives o f the meeting, which included the 
discussion o f the key issues related to data sharing and ownership, the discussion and forging of 
a consensus on the harmonization o f household data sets and the promoting o f access to national 
databases from household surveys and population and housing censuses o f the Caribbean 
electronically via the Internet.
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A g e n d a  it e m  3:
D a t a  o w n e r s h ip  a n d  d a t a  s h a r in g  w it h in  t h e  C A R I C O M  s u b r e g io n

The representative o f the Sir Arthur Lewis Institute o f Social and Economic Studies 
(SALISES) presented the main findings and conclusions o f the paper on the need for D a ta  
o w n e r s h ip  a n d  d a ta  s h a r i n g  w i th in  th e  C A R I C O M  s u b r e g io n  on behalf o f ECLAC. He noted 
that data collected, for example data collected by CARICOM National Statistical Agencies 
(NSAs) were “publicly funded” and therefore should remain a public good, readily accessible for 
public use. He stated that the capacity for data collection was not lacking in the region, however, 
the problem arose when funding was not readily available to facilitate the sharing o f data. This 
was usually because data was at times supplied at a cost which, he also noted, was a fair 
expectation for such desired information.

He further elaborated on some possible hindrances to data sharing within the Caribbean 
region such as, the financial costs associated with data sharing currently being borne by many 
NSAs. NSA budgets were usually very limited or “non-existent” in scope which prevented the 
easy exchange o f data from one agency to another. He also noted that other factors also played a 
role in limiting the easy transfer o f data, these included “(1) anxiety about losing control o f the 
data; (2) confidentiality breaches; (3) the level o f effort and amount o f time required; (4) the risk 
o f poor analysis or re-analyses; (5) a lack o f collegial/institutional support for the activity; and
(6) a risk that others will profit, even financially, from the agency's data collection efforts”. 
Another significant impediment to data sharing was the problem of creating a suitable archival 
system for the easy sharing o f data collected; hence the need for harmonization o f datasets 
throughout the region.

He stated that according to Sieber (1998) the data owner who intended to share data, 
whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, must consider the following questions: (a) how to 
resolve issues such as reimbursement for the cost o f reproducing data sets, arrangements for 
necessary communication between donor and recipient, confidentiality o f data, and transfer of 
"know how" to persons wishing to extend the work; (b) appropriate time to prohibit the recipient 
from using the data in ways that conflicted with the interests o f the donor; (c) whether recipients 
should be prohibited to pass data on to a third party without permission; (d) appropriate time to 
require o f the prospective recipient a proposal stating how the data would be used, or to ask for 
evidence o f competency to carry out that proposed plan; (e) appropriate contractual agreement 
between data donor and recipient; (f) how to handle requests from scientists employed in 
commercial firms who will refuse to reciprocate by sharing their findings (g) role o f the donor 
and recipient institutions in formulating and enforcing data-sharing agreements, and the most 
appropriate research administrators to assist with such agreements; (h) what mechanisms could 
be used to enforce such agreements; (i) what mechanisms were available for protecting 
confidentiality, financial interests, and intellectual property rights.

Although all the above points raised were o f equal importance the one that posed the 
most significance to the Caribbean region was that o f protecting confidentiality. The 
representative highlighted the fact that when participants volunteered to partake in surveys, 
especially those associated with the Surveys o f Living Conditions (SLC), they volunteered 
information on the basis that the information provided would not be released as a public record.
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This expectation posed a direct conflict with the Freedom of Information Act which many 
authorities were opting to introduce into their systems to provide for more extensive public 
access to information.

This conflict raised the topic o f intellectual property and who should maintain ownership 
o f it. The presenter noted that NSAs should retain ownership o f the intellectual property 
specifically because they collected the data. However, he also raised some very important points 
associated with this ownership. “W hat about data derived from such surveys? W hat about the 
results o f the analyses and the rights o f secondary researchers to publish these results? These are 
thorny issues and must be worked out well in advance” .

He then discussed data harmonization and within what type o f framework it should be 
conducted. He noted that there was no doubt that sharing data across the CARICOM subregion 
would indeed aid the distribution o f data among sovereign agencies in addition to third-party 
users, for example, universities. He acknowledged the fact that harmonization o f data helped to 
improve the consistency and comparability o f data collected across varying systems of 
collection. He noted that harmonization helped to reduce the occurrence of duplicated 
information or mismatched data and created a consistent format across systems within the region. 
This form o f harmonizing should include applying universal definitions and values to the 
elements included in the information collected to ensure the improvement o f the quality o f the 
data and its stability.

He concluded his presentation by discussing recommendations for data sharing and some 
o f the consequences o f misuse o f data and misallocation o f national resources when data was not 
used in the manner for which they were designed. His recommendations were based on the 
negative consequences adapted from Stanley and Stanley (1988). The main point referred to the 
fact that data sharing should at all times remain a voluntary activity, with the primary researcher 
or N SA retaining the right to permit or refuse access to data collected. Guidelines also needed to 
be developed to offer a smooth transition when secondary analysts were allowed to review the 
data. In cases where contradictory findings arose, this would provide a controlled arena in which 
both parties could discuss or refute the discrepancies prior to public release. To avoid misuse of 
data, it was also noted that NSAs should be allowed to evaluate the requester’s credentials and 
overall ability to analyze and interpret the data and also gain information on the ethical standards 
o f the requester.

Elaborating further on this topic, the presenter also addressed issues specific to 
CARICOM NSAs. He made note o f the fact that governments needed to take into consideration 
the improvement o f allocation within their budgets to the NSAs. This, he reiterated, would help 
to enhance the capabilities o f the agencies with reference to ‘data sharing’. Data sharing costs 
should also be transferred as much as possible to ‘secondary’ users, for example local 
universities. Stringent rules were needed on the commercial use o f data by recipients to avert the 
abuse o f public property for private gain. He also mentioned that CARICOM  NSAs needed to 
completely harmonize the collection, seizure, storage and dissemination o f all data, and 
CARICOM should move towards the establishment o f a CARICOM  statistical agency, which 
would function as an umbrella body for the region.
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A g e n d a  it e m  4:
I s s u e s  in  d a ta  s h a r in g  a n d  o w n e r s h ip  -  D is c u s s io n

In discussing the need for data sharing and data ownership the meeting felt that 
CARICOM governments needed to be more willing to invest public funds into the area o f data 
collection, because o f the benefits it would supply to economic and social development. The 
general consensus that arose from the presentation suggested that CARICOM NSAs were not 
equipped to carry out such an arduous task o f data collection and processing solely and should be 
willing to share the data collection and processing aspect with secondary specialists within the 
region who had in-house capabilities that could be used to assist in the processing o f data.

In relation to the issue o f the statistical capacity o f NSAs, concern was raised about the 
difficulty currently encountered by statistical offices in attracting trained personnel and the 
ability o f the offices to retain staff. It was noted that training programmes offered for personnel 
o f statistical offices by institutions such as the University o f Technology (UTEC) were no longer 
subsidized and, as such, had limited the number o f persons who enrolled for those programmes. 
The issue o f sustainability was raised in view o f the high rates o f turn-over in statistical offices. 
Greater sustainability/capacity training and building was also needed on the national level, 
because o f the prevalence o f limited trained personnel and the constant movement o f said 
personnel from one organization to another creating a greater need for longevity o f personnel and 
an overall deficit o f trained persons within field o f statistics/data collection. In general, a larger 
number o f persons needed to be trained in the area o f statistics throughout the region. In 
addition, a call was made for the forging o f closer collaboration between universities and NSOs 
as a means o f ensuring that the programmes offered by those institutions, in areas such as 
demography and social statistics, were tailored to reflect the needs o f statistical offices.

Participants endorsed the need for a single repository or database for Caribbean data. 
The representative o f the OECS disclosed an initiative currently being undertaken by the OECS 
Secretariat in designing such a data facility for OECS countries. In that regard it was 
recommended that ECLAC should spearhead an initiative to design a data facility to store, 
retrieve and disseminate data from Caribbean countries. The data would be submitted by NSAs 
or official agencies from each country. The suggested location for storing this database was the 
OECS Secretariat; ECLAC should provide support in its maintenance. However, it was noted 
that ownership o f data sets should remain the property o f the organization that had collected the 
data and the organization should retain the right to decide to whom the data would be released 
for further analysis. Retaining this ownership right and scrutiny o f secondary users would help 
to ensure that the integrity and confidentiality o f the data were maintained.

Another vital point noted at the meeting was the need for additional international 
guidelines/standardization for countries to adopt with reference to methodologies for querying 
databases. In that regard, reference was made to the General Data Dissemination System 
(GDDS) initiated by the International Monetary Fund (IMF). It was mentioned that the new 
version o f DevInfo, version 5.0, conformed to standardized information sharing models for 
metadata storage and dissemination. These metadata standards helped achieve efficiency by 
facilitating data exchange and harmonizing international and national data sets. They
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decentralized data maintenance, lowered the reporting burden on data producers and reduced 
duplication o f effort. They fostered use o f more timely and better quality data. DevInfo 5.0 was 
compliant with three international metadata standards for indicators, data sources and digital 
maps: SDMX (ISO 17369:2005), DDI and ISO 11179:2003 for metadata on digital map.

Participants also acknowledged the fact that more formal arrangements needed to be 
instituted between countries and international organizations for the sharing o f data. Both parties 
needed to establish a means o f respecting the other’s privacy concerns. Some means o f placing 
restrictions on which aspect o f the data would be shared or used needed to be created. For 
example, whether only half the information would be used versus the entire data collected, if  so 
desired by the “owner” country.

Another issue o f overriding concern to the participants was the maintenance of 
respondent confidentiality as it was essential especially when sharing micro data sets. The 
anonymization o f data was identified as one mechanism for protecting respondent 
confidentiality. However, absence o f information or guidance on anonymizing data was strongly 
lamented. In addition, a concern was raised about the possibility o f losing data through 
anonymization because o f the small size o f the countries. It was recommended by the meeting 
that regional organizations should mobilize training for appropriate staff o f regional offices on 
the anonymization o f data. In addition to training, it was recommended that guidelines be 
developed on how best to maintain anonymity in this area. The issue stemming from the conflict 
that arose between the Statistics Act and Freedom of Information Act was noted as another sore 
point. W hile it was recognized that all efforts must be made to protect the confidentiality o f the 
respondents, it was duly noted that “collecting data and allowing it to languish on a shelf served 
very little purpose to the Statistics offices” .

The meeting also noted that quantitative data collection was limited since figures only 
provided a uni-dimensional perspective. In that regard, it was recommended that qualitative 
methods which would give a deeper understanding o f the phenomenon being investigated be 
incorporated in research methodology.

Several participants made reference to the absence o f CARICOM from the forum and 
noted that CARICOM ’s input would have been critical since it was one o f the main 
organizations which represented the interest o f countries throughout the region. A general 
recommendation was made that the discussions and conclusions o f the meeting be communicated 
to CARICOM. The role o f CARICOM and its link with ECLAC needed to be examined more 
closely and more frequent discussions o f issues needed to occur to identify the underlying 
systems at all levels.

K e y  r e c o m m e n d a t io n s

(a) Regional agencies should invest resources in the training o f staff from statistical 
offices, the development o f statistical methods on larger countries, as well as capacity-building.
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(b) Given that the problems encountered by NSAs across the region were not 
necessarily uniform, regional agencies should consider conducting a needs assessment which 
would inform areas o f assistance.

(c) Absence o f CARICOM from forum - discussions and conclusions o f the meeting 
should be communicated to CARICOM.

(d) The Statistics Act should be revised so as to encourage the dissemination of 
information as well as incorporate the rights and responsibilities o f all parties. The revised act 
should allow for the sharing o f micro data especially for research purposes.

A g e n d a  it e m  5:
C o l le c t io n ,  m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  s h a r in g  o f  m ig r a t io n -r e la t e d  d a t a  in  t h e  C a r ib b e a n

The Population Affairs Officer, ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean, 
introduced her presentation by outlining the background o f her project. She stated that for 
migration purposes Caribbean countries acted as immigration, emigration and transit countries. 
However, within the region the management o f migration was hindered by the lack o f timely, 
objective and reliable statistics on migration in the region, and collection efforts were not 
systematic and varied vastly from one country to another.

The objectives o f the research being conducted on migration aimed to develop both 
national and regional authorities’ capacity to amass, manage and distribute migration-related 
data, in an attempt to enhance national and regional policy-making. Some o f the activities being 
conducted included building national capacity and developing plans to update information 
technology (IT) infrastructure and collaborating with intergovernmental bodies, such as 
CARICOM, the Regional Negotiating Machinery (RNM) to fortify Data Sharing Mechanisms 
(DSMs).

At the national level, she informed that the project intended to identify actors involved in 
the process, map the status o f data collection, evaluate the capacity-building and data collection 
needs in four to five countries, and make assessments in terms o f needs for IT infrastructure and 
capacity-building for officials. At the regional level, the project hoped to assess the needs and 
modalities for data sharing at the regional level and aid in designing and agreeing upon a set of 
variables which would be shared and eventually lead to the development o f a module for data 
sharing.

She closed her presentation by outlining some o f the end results that the project hoped to 
achieve. These included contributing to the advancement in collection management and overall 
access to migration statistics and the enhancement o f both national and regional policy-making 
within the Caribbean region.
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A g e n d a  it e m  6:
O v e r v ie w  o f  h o u s e h o ld  s u r v e y  p r o j e c t  a n d  p r e s e n ta t io n  o n  

h a r m o n iz a t io n  o f  s u r v e y  d a t a  a n d  m e t h o d o lo g ie s

The Statistician at the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean gave an 
overview o f the ECLAC-commissioned project on “I m p r o v in g  C a r ib b e a n  H o u s e h o l d  S u r v e y  ” 
which sought to improve the comparability o f social statistics in the Caribbean by ensuring 
international standards o f comparability. He noted that the objectives o f the project were in 
tandem with the Support to Poverty Assessment and Reduction in the Caribbean (SPARC) 
initiative which sought to support collection o f social data for poverty assessment, monitoring 
and achievement o f the M illennium Development Goals in the Caribbean. He also highlighted 
the four main outputs o f the project which included: (a) an Expert Group Meeting; (b) data 
collection, analysis and harmonization; (c) a regional training workshop on harmonization tools 
and Internet-based dissemination and processing o f micro data; and (d) dissemination o f micro 
data and meta data via the ECLAC Santiago Household Survey Databank (BADEHOG). In 
addition, a timeline o f the project activities was disclosed.

He then proceeded to elaborate on why the harmonization o f statistics was important in 
the subregion. He defined harmonization as “the process o f establishment, recognition and 
application o f internationally recognized measures or standards” and emphasized the fact that 
harmonization improved the overall quality o f data collected. This improvement in data quality 
allowed for more reliable data collection, faster production o f results and promoted 
comparability o f data, which would be a benefit throughout the Caribbean region. In addition, he 
stressed the difference between harmonization and standardization, where the former allowed for 
some deviations depending on prevailing national circumstances, whereas the latter required 
exact copies o f procedures and methodologies. He noted that steps towards harmonization had 
already been put into place and were started by the CARICOM Secretariat in 2003 at the 
CARICOM Secretariat meeting hosted in Grenada. This move towards harmonization was 
evident in the work o f organizations such as the International Labour Organisation (ILO) and 
CARICOM that coordinated efforts in harmonizing data in the areas o f labour/employment and 
population censuses, respectively. He concluded his presentation by providing an outline o f the 
status o f harmonization in the Caribbean and an overview o f the activities to be carried out by 
ECLAC in further promoting harmonization at a regional level.

D is c u s s io n

There was a measure o f consensus among participants on the need for harmonization, 
especially on the basis o f the advances made in that direction by a few Caribbean countries 
through initiatives undertaken by some regional agencies and institutions. Specific reference 
was made to steps in achieving harmonization on a smaller scale through the administration of 
common instruments, such as the poverty assessments conducted by the Caribbean Development 
Bank (CDB) and the M ultiple Indicator Cluster (MICS) surveys coordinated by the United 
Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). Notwithstanding that, a point o f contention for some 
participants, was the extent to which regional harmonization was attainable in view o f the fact 
that there was still little or no harmonization among agencies at a national/country level. In that
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regard, an appeal was made for United Nations agencies to mobilize resources with the aim of 
achieving harmonization at a national or country level before extending it to a regional level.

A g e n d a  it e m  7: 
C o u n t r y  p r e s e n t a t io n s  o n  h o u s e h o ld  s u r v e y  e x p e r ie n c e s

(i) Surveys o f Living Conditions — Measurement issues, concepts and methods: Saint
Lucia

The representative o f Saint Lucia presented his findings on SLC -  M easurement Issues, 
Concepts and Methods. He opened his presentation by defining poverty as a situation when one 
or more persons did not attain a level o f material well-being deemed to constitute a reasonable 
minimum by the standards o f that society.

He noted that household surveys acted as the most vital source o f collecting data about 
poverty and living conditions. This was because this type o f survey allowed for the collection of 
data which informed researchers on the manner in which the standard o f living was being 
distributed throughout a society. He informed that many Caribbean countries did in fact 
undertake a SLC or a Living Standards M easurement Survey (LSMS) up till 2003.

It was noted that the questionnaire design for SLCs had remained relatively constant 
throughout Central Development Banks and the Trinidad and Tobago SLC. The questionnaire 
design encompassed questions on health, inclusive o f risky behaviours, such as excessive 
drinking and smoking legal or illegal drugs, crime, life style, and technological developments. 
Many o f the SLCs were designed to consider the specific situation o f the particular country as it 
related to immigration status, and even had been designed to distinguish between chronic and 
other types o f diseases o f a lesser nature. He highlighted that SLCs had also incorporated an 
education section into the questionnaire and included questions that varied differently principally 
at the tertiary level o f education to facilitate the specific needs o f a particular Caribbean country. 
As a result o f the broad design o f the categories o f primary, secondary and tertiary education 
levels it provided an ample opportunity for harmonization at a wider level.

He incorporated into his presentation a segment on the various types o f indices that were 
used to calculate poverty measures in Caribbean studies based on living conditions proposed by 
Foster, Greer and Thorbecke (1984). These indices included the Head Count Index, The Poverty 
Gap Index and the Foster-Greer-Thorbecke P2 Index (“Poverty Severity Index”). He also 
presented a segment on the various types o f indices that were used to calculate poverty measures 
in Caribbean studies based on living conditions proposed by Foster, Greer and Thorbecke 
(1984). These indices included the Head Count Index, The Poverty Gap Index and the Foster- 
Greer-Thorbecke P2 Index (“Poverty Severity Index”). The Head Count Index which was 
defined as the proportion o f the population for whom consumption was less than the poverty line, 
was deemed the most commonly used measure o f poverty since it specifically measured the 
prevalence o f poverty. It was, however, noted that despite the popularity o f the Head Count 
Index, it had serious drawbacks which included a violation o f the monotonicity axiom postulated
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by Sen (1976) which stated that “given other things, a reduction in the income o f a poor 
household must increase the poverty measure” . The Poverty Gap Index was thus identified as a 
better measure o f poverty since according to Foster, Greer and Thorbecke (1984) it provided a 
good indication o f depth o f poverty since it was a function o f the distances o f the poor below the 
poverty line and did not violate Sen’s monotonicity axiom. He elaborated on the fact that the 
poverty gap index could be defined in uncomplicated terms as when a person who was below the 
poverty line was given just enough money to get him or her above the poverty line, therefore, the 
poverty gap would be zero and the head count would be zero, representing the minimum cost of 
eradicating poverty using targeted transfers.

The Poverty Severity Index which measured the degree o f inequality among the poor was 
discussed. In concluding his presentation, he touched on the measures o f inequality as defined 
by the Lorenz curve and its summary statistic called the Gini coefficient.

(ii) Outline o f Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS): Suriname

The representative o f Suriname presented her paper on the MICS used by the General 
Bureau o f Statistics in Suriname. She opened her presentation by briefly mentioning the various 
types o f surveys conducted in Suriname, which included the Current Population Survey (CPS), 
conducted as a quarterly labour force survey and the MICS conducted in 2000 and 2006.

She noted that the MICS was carried out by order o f the Ministry o f Social Affairs and 
Housing in 2000, by an independent consultant and then repeated in 2006 by the General Bureau 
o f Statistics. To ensure the success o f the survey in both instances, technical and financial 
assistance was provided by UNICEF.

She described the MICS and how it originated and stated that it was a household survey 
used to measure the Millennium Development Goals and other indicators based on a cluster 
sample design. The main focus o f the MICS was on the health o f children and mothers/women, 
and it was designed to incorporate the entire country as much as possible. Questionnaires used 
were distributed to each household used in the sample, to women aged 15 -  49 years and to 
providers o f children aged zero to four years. She pointed out that the MICS was developed by 
UNICEF in response to the W orld Summit for Children (WSC) hosted in 1990 and it was 
devised to compute the progress made towards an internationally fixed set o f goals. Since the 
initial conducting o f the MICS in 1995, it had been scheduled to be conducted every five years 
worldwide, however, it would possibly be changed to being conducted every three years.

During her presentation, she outlined the significance o f the MICS, stating that it 
provided estimates countrywide versus being conducted solely in inhabited segments of 
Suriname. The MICS also provided information about approximately 20 o f the 48 Millennium 
Development Goal indicators, in addition to providing a method o f measuring progress in 
attaining the various objectives set by policy makers.

Her discussion o f the MICS incorporated the aspects included in the questionnaire 
designed by UNICEF which consisted o f core modules, additional modules (for example, female
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genital cutting module) and optional modules (for example, maternal mortality module). She 
then proceeded to elaborate on some o f the challenges faced by Suriname when the MICS was 
conducted in 2000 and 2006.

In 2000, the translation o f the questionnaire manuals and all training and fieldwork 
materials into Dutch was not only time consuming but was not calculated into the budget for the 
survey. Field operations in the interior o f the country proved more costly that the entire survey 
and the small unit used to execute the survey was overwhelmed with the intense workload 
created by the execution o f the survey. Many o f the challenges faced in 2000 also carried over 
into 2006, due to the unexpected flooding o f the interior o f Suriname, forcing the postponement 
o f the survey. Another challenge meted out to the staff was the lack o f manpower available 
resulting from the simultaneous execution o f other projects, such as census publications and the 
Informal Sector Survey. This lack o f assistance resurrected the problem faced in 2000 o f an 
overwhelming workload for the small executing unit.

Although there were many challenges in executing the MICS, overall it was still a good 
tool for the harmonization o f data. The MICS acted as a good example because the definitions 
used were clear, methodology was specified, the model data processing programmes and 
syntaxes developed by UNICEF for the MICS (example, data entry) could be adjusted based on 
the adjustments made to the questionnaires and the dissemination tool used by the model MICS 
can be customized, to suit a specific database (for example DEVInfo).

She concluded her presentation by disclosing that the M inistry o f Social Affairs and 
Housing o f Suriname remained the custodian for the MICS, but any interested 
parties/organizations could contact that ministry to obtain copies o f the MICS datasets.

(iii) Barbados’ Experiences with the Conduct o f Labour Force Surveys

The representative o f Barbados provided an overview o f the meta data and methodologies 
used in conducting the Labour Force Survey (LFS), challenges encountered in the survey 
execution and the overall results and outcomes, inclusive o f use and comparability.

He explained that the Continuous Labour Force Sample Survey (CLFSS) was conducted 
by the Statistical Service under the provisions o f the Statistics Act CAP 192. The CLFSS sought 
to obtain socio-economic data on the adult population o f the country (15 years and over), who 
were possibly in the Labour Force, either employed or unemployed, or who might be classified 
as being inactive (not in the Labour Force). He noted that the survey only covered the resident, 
non institutional population o f the island and was two stages in design.

He noted that the first stage o f the design comprised Phase 1 which started in October 
1975 and used a sample o f 26 Enumeration Districts (EDs) out o f a total o f 340 EDs. Phase 2 of 
the survey started in 1980 with a sample o f 45 EDs; followed by Phase 3 in 1990 after the 1990 
Population and Housing Census and comprised the 11 parishes stratified into four strata-samples 
reduced to 40 EDs and then by Phase 4, which was conducted after the 2000 Population and 
Housing Census and used 45 EDs, with the same sample design. The second stage o f the sample
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design used an average o f 40 households sampled from each ED, in every Round (quarter), that 
is, a total o f approximately 1800 households (2 per cent o f the total number o f private 
households in the island).

One o f the main components o f this type o f survey involved the use o f a schedule 
referred to as Schedule 0. Schedule 0 was a listing o f households used to construct a sample 
frame o f the various private households in each ED or Second Stage Sample Frame, and 
facilitates the selection o f a sample o f households each quarter. The information collected from 
Schedule 0 was used to prepare a separate Sample Listing Sheet, made up o f all the households 
chosen for the particular sample in each Round o f the survey.

The survey was distributed in the form o f a two-part questionnaire, Form 1 referred to as 
the Household Members Schedule and Form 2 referred to as the Individual Schedule. Form 1 
was used to list all household members and other details, some o f which were transferred to 
Form 2. Form 2, however, was completed for each member o f the household, that is, a resident 
o f the household, 15 years and over and encompassed two components, Forms 2 and 2b. Form 
2b was slightly shorter in length and was completed in instances where a vacant dwelling unit 
was encountered, in cases where an entire household refused to provide any information, or 
when no contact was made with any member o f a particular household after several attempts.

Upon receipt o f the completed questionnaires from the respective field staff, the office 
staff would then verify, code, and enter the data collected into the computer system. The 
computer software used in this data entry process was the Statistical Package for the Social 
Sciences (SPSS), which was used to generate the desired tables using ratio estimation techniques 
to tabulate the data collected. Mr. Browne pointed to the use o f the following international 
classifications, as a means o f ensuring comparability:

(a) For industry (ISIC Rev. 3/BARSIC);

(b) Occupation (ISOC/BARSOC);

(c) Education and employment status.

He highlighted that with every data collection process there were challenges that 
accompanied the survey execution phase. In the case o f the CLFSS, ensuring a good
representation o f household samples was one o f the major challenges encountered. He noted
that the sequential numbering o f Dwelling Units (DU) in each category, within the sample frame, 
which ensured that occupied DUs were numbered before vacant ones posed another problem. 
He alluded to the fact that it was necessary to determine sampling intervals and ensure that 
households were systematically chosen to ensure that each category was represented in the 
sample. The minimization o f non-response o f households was an additional challenge faced in 
the execution phase, especially in the instances o f repeat visits in subsequent quarters. He 
suggested that this problem could be alleviated through publicity, via news media and flyers 
requesting participation from households.
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H e  in d ic a te d  th a t r e su lt in g  fro m  th e  d ata  c o l le c te d  fro m  th e  su r v e y , q u arterly  an d  an nu al 
b u lle t in s  w e r e  p ro d u c ed . T h e  L F S  r e su lts  w e r e  th e n  d is se m in a te d  to:

(a ) G o v e r n m e n t m in istr ie s;

(b ) T h e  C en tra l B a n k ;

(c ) T rad e u n io n s  an d  em p lo y e r s;

(d ) In d iv id u a ls  an d  th e  p u b lic ;

(e ) R e g io n a l an d  in te rn a tio n a l o r g a n iz a tio n s

H e  c o n c lu d e d  h is  p rese n ta t io n  b y  e la b o r a tin g  o n  s o m e  o f  th e  d e f in it io n s  u se d  in  th e  L F S , 
in c lu d in g :

(a )  Employed Labour Force -  A c c o r d in g  to  IL O  1 9 8 2  d e f in it io n s  o f  e m p lo y m e n t ,  
e m p lo y m e n t  w a s  c o m p r ise d  o f  a ll p e r s o n s  a b o v e  th e  a g e  s p e c if ie d  fo r  m e a su r in g  th e  
e c o n o m ic a lly  a c t iv e  p o p u la tio n  w h o  d u r in g  a s p e c if ie d  p er io d , th e  r e fe r e n c e  p er io d  (o n e  w e e k ) ,  
p er fo r m e d  a m in im u m  o f  an  h o u r ’s w o r k  fo r  p a y  or p ro fit.

(b )  Unemployed labour Force -  ( th e  in te rn a tio n a l stan d ard  is  b a se d  o n  th ree  criteria):

( i)  W ith o u t  w o r k  -  n o t  in  an y  p a id , e m p lo y m e n t  or s e l f  e m p lo y m e n t;

( i i)  A v a ila b le  fo r  w o r k  d u r in g  su rv e y  p eriod ;

( i i i )  S e e k in g  w o r k  -  h a v e  ta k e n  s p e c if ic  s tep s  to  s e e k  p a id  e m p lo y m e n t  or s e l f  
e m p lo y m e n t.

(c )  Inactive Persons -  T h e s e  in c lu d e d  p e r so n s  w h o  m ig h t  b e  at sc h o o l, retired , 
in c a p a c ita te d , k e e p in g  h o u s e  an d  d id  n o t  w a n t  to  w o r k  a lth o u g h  th e y  c o u ld  w o rk .

K e y  r e c o m m e n d a t io n s  in c lu d ed :

(a )  T h e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  r e d u c in g  n o n -r e s p o n s e  in  sa m p le  h o u s e h o ld s  u sed ;

(b ) S a m p le  ro ta tio n  o v e r  c o n s e c u t iv e  quarters (5 0  p er  c e n t  ro ta tion );

(c )  E n su r in g  th a t IL O  g u id e lin e s  an d  u s e  o f  in te rn a tio n a l c la s s if ic a t io n s  fo r  
co m p a r a b ility  w e r e  o b se r v e d .
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(iv) Household surveys: The Bahamas

The representative o f The Bahamas noted that household surveys had been conducted 
annually in The Bahamas since 1988, except in census years. The annual household surveys 
conducted were the Labour Force and the Household Income surveys; in addition to the more 
recent Household Expenditure and Living Conditions Surveys (2006/2007).

According to international definitions, households were defined as arrangements made by 
persons, individually or in groups, for providing themselves with food and other essentials for 
living. Households consisted o f a family with or without lodgers or servants, or a person living 
alone. However, a group o f unrelated persons living together or persons living in institutions, 
hotels or other quarters were excluded. It was noted that for the purpose o f the Household 
Survey, the individuals included in the survey were as follows:

(a) Everyone who usually lived in the household such as family members, lodgers 
and live-in employees;

(b) Persons who were temporarily away on business trips or vacation or in a general 
hospital;

(c) Persons away in school or university, with the exception o f the Household 
Expenditure Survey in which they were excluded.

In The Bahamas a dwelling unit was synonymous with household, that is, a household 
was said to occupy a dwelling unit. The representative explained that a dwelling unit was 
therefore classified as a structurally separate living quarters with a common private entrance 
from the outside or from a common hall, lobby or stairway inside a building. For a dwelling unit 
to be considered a legitimate dwelling unit, the entrance must not pass through someone else’s 
living quarters, for example, each single house, each half o f a duplex and each self-contained 
apartment, flat or suite in an apartment block.

In the case o f the Labour Force Survey, the labour force was defined as all persons 15 
years and over who were classified as employed or unemployed. For the purpose o f the survey 
employed persons were:

(a) All persons who worked for any length o f time for pay or profit during the
reference week

(b) Unpaid family workers if  they worked for at least one hour during the reference
week in a family business/enterprise.

Unemployed persons were considered:

(a) Persons who did not work nor did they have jobs from which they were
temporarily absent during the reference week
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(b) Persons must actually be looking for work in the four weeks prior to the survey 
week and were able and willing to work.

The Bahamas defined its poverty line as an absolute line which represented the minimum 
amount o f money necessary to purchase an adequate low-cost diet based on 2,400 kilo-calories 
for an adult; and the “poor” were referred to as any household where per-capita was below the 
poverty line.

It was highlighted that the main objectives o f the 2006/2007 Household Expenditure 
Survey conducted were:

(a) To provide data on income level and expenditure o f households in The Bahamas;

(b) To provide data for the use in compilation o f the national accounts and estimates 
o f private consumptions expenditures o f households;

(c) To provide data for poverty analysis and research;

(d) To provide data for health and safety network programmes;

(e) To collect information for the revision o f weights, and the selection o f a relevant 
basket o f goods and services to up-date the Consumer Price Index.

The survey design used utilized updated census data as a frame and was a three staged 
stratified sample. It covered 2,000 households throughout the country, representing 
approximately 2.3 per cent o f the total households. It also comprised six stratums based on the 
size o f the population. Stratum 1 - New Providence; Stratum 2 -  Grand Bahama; Stratum 3 -  
Abaco; Stratum 4 -  Andro, Eleuthera inclusive o f Habour Island; Stratum 5 -  Exuma, Long 
Island; and Stratum 6 -  all other islands. Strata 1 -  3 accounted for 88.3 per cent o f the total 
households in the country. Strata 1- 3 also were used to collect monthly prices, while Strata 4 -  
6 were over sampled because o f their small size but was justified in its attempt to capture 
“better” poverty indicators.

To ensure that the surveys were executed in the most efficient manner, intensive training 
programmes were instituted consisting o f four one-week sessions, three in N ew Providence and 
one in Grand Bahama. Resulting from the comprehensive nature o f the survey, surveys were 
conducted during the day (a full day) to ensure that sufficient time was allotted to the execution 
process. As a result o f a lack o f permanent staff, The Bahamas had to employ temporary and 
part-time workers to assist in the process.

She closed her presentation by outlining some o f the major challenges encountered in 
administering the surveys. These included:

(a) Inability to contact all household members even though announcements were 
made publicly to indicate that information was being sought from the respective individuals;
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(b) During the execution phase persons were unable to itemize clothing costs, 
especially in households where extended families existed.

(c) Gifts given to the household were overlooked or underestimated;

(d) The execution process was hampered due to a shortage o f enumerators;

(e) Home grown products were under-recorded as enumerators did not probe into this 
area sufficiently;

(f) M any o f the households could not recall the age o f the furniture, thus were unable 
to apply a resale value to said items;

(g) Some members o f households refused to cooperate and preferred to report only 
bulk purchases; and

(h) Supervisor edits suggested that certain types o f expenditure reported were under­
reported while others were exaggerated.

In closing, she also noted that the data cleaning process took three times longer than was 
originally scheduled, since missing data had to imputed and incorrect data had to be rectified or 
eliminated. She, however, stated that measures were being implemented to rectify some o f the 
problems encountered, in an attempt to prevent recurrence in future surveys.

D is c u s s io n

The meeting felt that there was a need to further define what was meant by a dwelling 
unit. Although, the representative had defined a “dwelling unit as a structurally separate living 
quarter with a common private entrance from the outside or from a common hall, lobby or 
stairway inside a building” the consensus o f the participants was that the words “household” and 
“dwelling unit” were being used interchangeably by The Bahamas and a more conscious effort 
should be made on The Baham as’ part to ensure that both remained and were used as separate 
defining entities. The representative o f The Bahamas attempted to clarify this concern by 
reiterating that a household, as referred to in the definitions for the survey, was comprised o f all 
family members, inclusive o f married children and was considered to be one household as long 
as they ate at least one meal together; while a dwelling unit was a physical structure, in which the 
household resided.

(v) The Jamaica Survey o f Living Conditions (JSLC)

The representative o f Jamaica opened her presentation by providing an overview o f the 
Jamaica Survey o f Living Conditions (JSLC). She noted that the JSLC was established as a joint 
project between the Statistical Institute o f Jamaica (STATIN) and the Planning Institute of 
Jamaica (PIOJ) and that the project came on stream in July 1988, with technical assistance being 
provided by the W orld Bank in conjunction with other international agencies. The JSLC was
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initially intended to be conducted as a semi-annual survey, however, was later changed to be 
executed annually since the data collected on an annual basis was considered sufficient. 
Resulting from that decision, the survey had been carried out annually since its inception in 
1988.

She indicated that the initial purpose o f the JSLC was to provide data for the household 
level, in an attempt to aid the Jamaican Government in effectively evaluating its policies towards 
the living conditions o f the general population. The management o f the JSLCs consisted o f the 
combined efforts o f a steering committee comprised o f members o f PIOJ, STATIN, the social 
sector ministries (health, education and labour) and the University o f the W est Indies (UWI). 
The JSLCs planning process took one year, which was deemed necessary to ensure that 
appropriate adjustments were made to questionnaires, in the event that new modules were 
introduced and for the expansion o f the committee for the planning o f special modules.

She noted that the JSLC was used to provide not only household level data but, also to 
assist in the measurement o f the poverty line, to aid in the establishment o f baseline measures of 
household welfare and to monitor the impact o f Jam aica’s Human Resource Development 
Programme (HRDP) geared towards health, education and nutrition. Outside o f the specific 
information, the survey also allowed for the collection o f data which was used to estimate 
poverty lines and assist in the formulation o f initiatives directed towards social policy and 
alleviating poverty in Jamaica. Out o f the information gathered programmes, such as the 
Program for Appropriate Technology in Health (PATH-Program), had been instituted to provide 
aid to children, the elderly poor, pregnant mothers, the disabled and the destitute poor.

She explained that the survey instrument for this type o f survey was in the form o f a 
household questionnaire encompassing the following main sections: general health, education, 
anthropometric measurements (children <5 years), daily expenses, food expenses, housing 
conditions and related expenses, inventory o f durable goods owned, miscellaneous income 
received by the household, non-food consumption expenditure, special module (if any) and the 
household roster.

In the case o f the sample design, the design was similar to that used for the LFS and 
comprised the following features:

■ “A two-staged stratified random sample with the first stage being a selection o f 
Enumeration Districts (EDs) and the second stage a selection o f dwellings.

■ Enumeration districts are stratified by parish and urban/rural demarcation and are 
selected by probability proportionate to size (PPS)” .

The sample size normally consisted o f 2,560 dwellings but every four to five years (periodic 
basis) increased to the size o f the LFS (8128 dwellings). The target population, however, was 
inclusive o f the head o f household and any respondent as specified by the special module. The 
point was also raised that 10 out o f the 32 indicators for Goals one through seven o f the 
M illennium Development Goals were compiled from the JSLC.
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She concluded her presentation by briefly outlining the lessons learnt/key 
recommendations gathered from the survey:

(a) Varying the households used when conducting annual surveys, as a means of 
minimizing respondent fatigue;

(b) Training was required annually to ensure the efficient execution o f the survey;

(c) Each survey must be conducted as though it were a new one; each level must be 
allotted equal amounts o f effort yearly;

(d) The use o f consistent methodology was vital and;

(e) In order to maintain sustainability, commitment and sufficient resources were 
required.

A g e n d a  it e m  8:
I n t r o d u c t io n  to  B A D E H O G  a n d  B A D E I N S O

During this session, the representative o f ECLAC Headquarters made a presentation on 
the workings o f BADEHOG and BADEINSO, two o f the social statistics databases currently 
used by ECLAC Headquarters. W hile the aim o f the presentation was to enlighten the 
participants on the workings o f those two databases in the Latin American context, it also served 
to gauge participants’ sentiments on the usefulness o f those databases for housing o f Caribbean 
household survey datasets.

The Banco de Datos Encuestas de Hogares (BADEHOG) is the household surveys 
databank developed in 2002 as an instrument for providing access to micro data for the 18 Latin 
American countries. The contents o f the database were micro data from household surveys 
which date as far back as 1980, as well as the survey manuals and questionnaires for the 
respective surveys. Its key features included the online processing o f data and the generation of 
data in diverse tabular formats such as frequency tables and/or two and three dimensional tables. 
In addition to a description o f the features o f the database and a demonstration o f its 
performance, he addressed the issue o f confidentiality as it related to data dissemination and 
access to micro data, which remained as an area o f concern for many Caribbean countries. In 
that regard, he gave the assurance that the databank was presently being used strictly for internal 
use. He further noted that a move to providing public access was more futuristic and would be in 
accordance with the conditions set by the country. On that point, reference was made to the 
current practices o f ECLAC as they related to the different Latin American countries.

In the second part o f his presentation, he focused on the Base de Datos de Indicadores 
Sociales (BADEINSO), the social statistics and indicators database which formed part of 
ECLAC’s online database portal called CEPALSTAT. In terms o f its genesis and contents, he 
indicated that BADEINSO was developed as part o f the United Nations-funded Network of
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Institutions and Experts on Social and Environmental Statistics (REDESA) project and featured 
130 social indicators for Latin American and Caribbean countries in areas such as demography, 
education, health, housing, employment and wages, poverty and income distribution, economy 
and the M illennium Development Goals. In addition, the database contained technical notes 
with definitions, methodology and comments on each indicator; a data query system which 
allowed users to generate customized reports based on their specifications and links to the 
databases and web pages from which the social indicators were sourced. To supplement his 
discourse, he provided participants with a demonstration o f the features o f BADEINSO which 
highlighted the efficiency o f the database in generating tabular data as well as a display of 
graphing abilities o f the database.

D is c u s s io n

Taking account o f the points presented by the ECLAC representative about what obtained 
between ECLAC and its Latin American member countries and in full cognition o f the overall 
objective o f the forum to promote data sharing among Caribbean countries, a number o f issues 
were raised. Among them was the concern about the level o f informality o f the relations which 
existed between ECLAC and the Latin American countries as it related to data sharing. In that 
regard, participants strongly expressed the need for more formal arrangements. This was raised 
especially in view o f the fact that some imputations were performed on the data and, as a result, 
the modification o f the countries official statistics. W hile participants were assured the 
imputations were done solely on income because o f the lack o f good data on income for Latin 
American countries, there was still a level o f concern on the process. To that end, it was 
recommended that official sources o f data from the countries should be informed o f any 
imputations or adjustments made. The issues were raised against the backdrop o f past 
experiences with other multilateral institutions such as the IMF. In addition, concerns were 
raised about the extent to which multilateral institutions made data sharing a larger priority over 
capacity-building.

The exclusion o f gender indicators from the BADEINSO was singled out as a concern for 
ECLAC representatives. This was o f particular interest since ECLAC was presently engaged in 
a gender indicators project which produced 69 indicators which should have been incorporated 
into BADEINSO. In response, the ECLAC representative indicated that BADEINSO currently 
housed the most representative indicators o f which gender indicators were included but not 
categorized separately.

Participants also raised the concern about the possible overlap between BADEINSO and 
DevInfo indicating that they produced similar indicators. On a point o f correction from 
UNICEF, it was noted that there were numerous differences between the two databases. In 
addition it was noted that DevInfo had numerous advanced capabilities such as generating maps, 
tables and graphs. The representative o f Saint Lucia took the opportunity o f the discussion on 
DevInfo to inform the meeting o f the recent launch o f Helen Info which was Saint Lucia’s 
adaptation o f Dev Info.

Concerns were raised about the steps which could be taken by ECLAC to assist countries 
in safeguarding against the exploitation o f data and protecting data credibility.
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R e c o m m e n d a t io n s

(a) In view o f the concerns about the possible overlap in existing databases and 
initiatives now being undertaken by multilateral organizations, it was recommended that ECLAC 
should conduct an audit o f the existing platforms;

(b) Formal arrangements needed to be instituted between international organizations 
and countries for data sharing;

(c) Guidelines needed to be established to protect country privacy and to safeguard a 
country’s data, in an attempt to avert exploitation.

A g e n d a  it e m  9: 
A c h ie v in g  c o n s e n s u s  o n  d a ta  s h a r in g  a n d  h a r m o n iz a t io n  

R e c o m m e n d a t io n s  o f  E x p e r t  G r o u p  M e e t in g

Out o f the roundtable discussion on data sharing and harmonization the meeting agreed 
upon the following recommendations:

•  Respondent confidentiality and the anonymization o f data

Regional organizations should mobilize training for appropriate staff o f regional offices 
on the anonymization o f data. In addition to training, it was recommended that guidelines be 
developed on how best to maintain anonymity in this area.

• Instituting o f policies regarding data sharing

Formal arrangements needed to be instituted between countries and international 
organizations for the sharing o f data.

•  Inconsistencies in data published by agencies and National Statistical Organisations 
(NSO)

There should be regularization o f data shared between international organizations and 
countries to ensure that datasets provided yielded consistent results with those o f what the 
country had produced.
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•  Single repository for Caribbean data

ECLAC should spearhead an initiative to design a data facility to store, retrieve and 
disseminate data from Caribbean countries. The data would be submitted by NSAs or official 
agencies from each country. The suggested location for storing this data base was the OECS 
Secretariat; ECLAC should provide support in its maintenance.

•  Inaccessibility o f data produced by government ministries

NSA/CSOs should be the main repositories o f data from government ministries. Data 
sharing must first start at the national level, for example, local ministries sharing data, before 
data sharing could be extended to the regional level.

•  Need for revision o f Statistics Act

The Statistics Act should be revised so as to encourage the dissemination o f information 
but incorporate the rights and responsibilities o f all parties. The revised act should allow for the 
sharing o f micro data especially for research purposes.

•  Collaboration o f statistical offices

An inventory o f available surveys in the region should be carried out and hosted in a 
central repository. This would provide a means o f facilitating the collaboration or exchange of 
information among offices from each statistical office on surveys being conducted by individual 
offices, along with a timeline o f the dates on which the exercises were conducted. This 
information could be referenced by statistical offices so that they could seek support and allow 
for an active exchange between statistical offices o f meta data, best practices, etc. A specific 
process also needed to be formulated for distribution o f the surveys and circulated to all 
countries within the region for their input prior to distribution to ensure standardization o f the 
information collected.

•  Need for training in collection o f qualitative data

Regional agencies should facilitate a strategic alliance between experts in qualitative 
research from institutions such as UW I and NSOs/agencies for providing training in qualitative 
methods and manipulating qualitative data. In addition it was recommended that qualitative data 
needed be designed to capture the perceptions o f the local people in order to understand the 
needs o f the people.

•  Assistance with human resource training and capacity-building

Regional agencies should invest resources in the training o f staff from statistical offices, 
the development o f statistical methods on larger countries, as well as capacity-building. 
Emphasis was needed in the field o f Human Resource Development and clarification was needed 
as to which area experienced a loss o f expertise.
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•  Absence o f CARICOM from forum

Discussions and conclusions o f the meeting should be communicated to CARICOM. The 
role o f CARICOM and its link with ECLAC needed to be examined more closely and more 
frequent discussions o f issues needed to occur to identify the underlying systems at all levels.

•  Assistance from other United Nations organizations

The meeting called on regional and international organizations to mobilize training and 
financial assistance to countries to facilitate surveys, where needed. The establishment of 
SPARC proposed a corrective measure in the mobilization o f support in alleviating some o f the 
possible problems.

T h e  w a y  f o r w a r d

1. The 15 CDCC member countries which are beneficiaries under the project on “Improving 
Caribbean Household Surveys” would be approached for access to their household 
survey datasets.

2. ECLAC would prepare a Letter o f Understanding (LOU) between its office and the NSOs 
in the beneficiary countries, outlining the conditions for data sharing ahead o f the data 
collection exercise. Copies o f the proposed LOU would be circulated to member 
countries for vetting prior to the institutionalizing o f those arrangements.

3. ECLAC would engage in discussions with the OECS at the secretariat level.

A g e n d a  it e m  10:  

K n o w le d g e  s h a r in g :  t h e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  t h e  C a r ib b e a n  K n o w le d g e  M a n a g e m e n t  C e n te r

The Chief o f the Caribbean Knowledge M anagement Center (CKMC) and the ECLAC 
Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean commenced her presentation by alerting the 
participants to the fact that the Center was renamed CKMC approximately 20 months prior to the 
Expert Group Meeting to reflect new expectations for the Center. She highlighted the fact that 
her first address to statisticians was approximately 19 years earlier, in 1989, and she lamented 
that many o f the same challenges faced by librarians and statisticians in 1989 were still prevalent 
in 2007. These challenges included:

(a) Demanding clients, more strident in their criticisms o f services perceived to be 
inadequate;

(b) Inadequate resources;

(c) Output not always associated with a tangible benefit, so both parties were under 
constant pressure to prove their worth;
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(d) Resources that should be used are diverted to departments considered more
modern.

She noted that although there were many similarities between statisticians and librarians, 
and both parties should consider themselves “information specialists”, however, there were 
equally important differences that also existed. She singled out that fact that although both 
parties were equally involved in data collection, librarians focused on disseminating data versus 
statisticians who focused on the compilation o f data.

Acknowledging the differences between librarians and statisticians and understanding the 
requirement o f librarians to act as data disseminators had motivated the CKMC to incorporate a 
fresh means o f ensuring that data was distributed in an effective manner to those seeking it. This 
had since lead to the commissioning o f a Web Portal which offered new services, such as:

(a) Digital Library (Development related documents under 27 broad headings);

(b) Website;

(c) Intranet (electronic subscriptions, bridge to some o f our web-based resources);

(d) Development profiles;

(e) ICT profiles;

(f) Skills Bank;

(g) Communities o f practice.

However, she noted that the services outlined in the Web Portal would soon be converted into 
the new Knowledge M anagement Portal.

She summed up her presentation by stressing that in order to make continued progress 
toward rectifying the noticeable deficits in the area o f data transfer, cooperation and sustained 
collaboration between librarians and statisticians was a necessary factor. She expressed that 
collaboration could be enhanced by the statisticians present at the meeting volunteering their 
names to the CKMC Skills Bank, and further contemplating working with ECLAC to develop a 
statistical profile o f each country, which would be used to complement the ECLAC development 
profiles.

A g e n d a  it e m  11:  

C lo s u r e  o f  t h e  m e e t in g

ECLAC thanked all participants for giving o f their time and their contributions to the 
meeting, which was concluded with the usual exchange o f courtesies.
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Annex 

L is t  o f  P a r t ic ip a n t s

Brendalee D. Adderley, Statistician 1, Department o f Statistics, Thompson Boulevard, Oakes 
Field, P.O. Box N3904, Nassau, Bahamas. Tel: (242)-302-2412; Fax: (242)-325-5149; Email: 
brendaleeadderley@ bahamas.gov.bs

Sherene Lisa Ali, Research Specialist II, Ministry o f Social Development, 69 Independence 
Square, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-625-9221/8565 ext. 3153; Email: 
sherenelisa@hotmail.com

Vida Ali, Research Officer 1, M inistry o f Social Development, 69 Independence Square, Port-of- 
Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-625-8565; Fax: 1-(868)-624-8675

Glenn Avilez, Director -  General, Statistical Institute o f Belize, 1902 Constitution Drive 
Belmopan, Belize. Tel: (501)-822-2207; Fax: (501)-822-3206; Email:
glennavilez@statisticsbelize.org.bz

Fabio Balboni, UNV Private Sector Engagement, 3A Chancery Lane, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad 
and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-623-7056 ext. 226; Email: fabio.balboni@ undp.org.tt

May G. Batas, Deputy Chief Statistician, Department o f Economic Planning & Statistics, South 
Base, Grand Turk, Turks & Caicos Island, British W est Indies. Tel: (649)-946-2801 ext 11206; 
Fax: (649)-946-2557; Email: mgbatas@gov.tc

Lennox Benjamin, Chief Statistician, Bureau o f Statistics, Avenue o f the Republic and 
Brickdam, P.O. Box 1070, Georgetown, Guyana. Tel: (592)-225-6150; Fax: (592)-226-2036; 
Email: lbenjamin@statisticsguyana.gov.gy

Carol Boyd-Scobie, Country Representative for Trinidad & Tobago, 49 Jerningham Avenue, 
Belmont, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad and Tobago, P.O. Box 898. Tel: 1-(868)-624-7524; Fax: 1- 
(868)-624-5643; Email: boydscoc@ trt.paho.org

Aubrey Victor Browne, Senior Statistician, Barbados Statistical Service, 3rd Floor N.I. S. 
Building, Fairchild Street, Bridgetown, Barbados. Tel: (246)-427-7396; Fax: (246)435-2198; 
Email: barstats@ caribsurf.com

Lancelot Busby, 7A Flamboyant Avenue, Petit Valley, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-637- 
5724; Fax: 1-(868)-633-2317; Email: lancelott@yahoo.com

Prayma Carrette, Chief Statistician, Central Statistical Office, Financial Centre, Kennedy 
Avenue, Roseau, Dominica. Tel: 767)-266-3400; Fax: (767)-449-9128; Email:
csoda@ cwdom.dm
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M. Beryl-Ann Clarkson, Statistician, Central Statistical Office, M inistry o f Finance, Financial 
Complex, Carenage, St. G eorge’s, Grenada. Tel: (473)-440-1369; Fax: (473)-440-4115; Email: 
berylann.clarkson@ gov.gd

Dave Clement, Assistant Director o f Statistics (Ag), Central Statistical Office, 80 Independence 
Square, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-625-1669; Fax: 1-(868)-625-3802; 
Email: dave.clement@ statistics.gov.tt

Angela Estwick, Statistician, Statistics Department, Government Headquarters, Brades, 
Montserrat. Tel: (664)-491-3797; Fax: (664)-491-4632; Email: estwicka@gov.ms

Catherine Ferreira, Research Officer 1, Ministry o f Social Development, 69 Independence 
Square, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-623-8028; Fax: 1-(868)-624-9875; 
Email: catherineferr@ gmail.com

Eartha Groenfelt, Coordinator -  Social Statistics, General Bureau o f Statistics, Klipstenenstraat 
5, Paramaribo, Suriname. Tel: (597)-474061 / 520501; Fax: (597)-597-425004; Email: 
egroenfelt@ yahoo.com

Amory Hamilton-Henry, Coordinator - Support to Poverty Assessment and Reduction in the 
Caribbean (SPARC), UN House, Marine Gardens, Hastings, Christ Church, Barbados. Tel: 
(246)-467-6029, Email: amory.hamilton-henry@ undp.org

Beverly Harris, Director o f Statistics, Statistics Department, Ministry o f Sustainable 
Development, Church Street, Basseterre, St. Kitts & Nevis, P.O. Box 186. Tel: (869)-465-2521; 
Fax: (869)-466-7398; Email: stats@ sisterisles.kn

Sonia Jackson, Director General, Statistical Institute o f Jamaica, 7 Cecelio Avenue, Kingston 10, 
Jamaica. Tel: (876)-926-5311; Fax: (876)-926-1138; Email: sonia.iackson@ statinja.com

Franck Jacobs, Chief Statistician, Statistics Division, 1st Floor A.C.T. Building, Church & 
Market, St. John’s, Antigua. Tel: (268)-462-4775; Fax: (268)-562-2542; Email:
stats@ antigua.gov.ag

Ezra Jean-Baptiste, Head - Social Policy Unit, OECS Secretariat, The Morne, Castries, St. Lucia, 
P.O. Box 179. Tel: (758)-455-6397; Fax: (758)-453-1628; Email: ejmb aptiste@ oecs.org

Patlian Johnson, Deputy Director, Development Planning Unit, Central Administration Complex, 
Government o f the Virgin Islands, Road Town, Tortola, B.V.I. Tel: (284)-468-3015; Email: 
pajohnson@ gov.vg

Rachel King, Programmer / (Ag) Systems Analyst 1, Central Statistical Office, 80 Independence 
Square, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-623-5333; Email:
rachel.king@ statistics.gov.tt
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Xavier Mancero, Expert in Social Statistics, ECLAC Headquarters, Av. Dag Hammarskjold 
3477, Santiago, Chile. Tel: (562)-210-2442; Fax: (562)-210-2472; Email:
xavier.mancero@ cepal.org

John A. Mensah, WB. Project Consultant -  Data Processing, Bureau o f Statistics, Avenue o f the 
Republic and Brickdam, Georgetown, Guyana. Tel: (592)-227-1155; Fax: (592)-226-3620; 
Email: johnappiahmensah@ yahoo.com

Leisa Perch, Programme M anager - Poverty Reduction/Gender/HIV-AIDS Focal Point, UNDP 
SRO & OECS, UN House, M arine Gardens, Hastings, Christ Church, Barbados. Tel: (246)-467- 
6005; Fax: (246)-429-2448; Email: leisa.perch@ undp.org

Gisela Ileana Pifferrer Campins, Head o f the Department o f Social Development, National 
Statistics Office, Paseo No. 60, 3rd & 5th Vedado Plaza (10400), Ciudad de La Havana, Cuba. 
Tel: (537)-830-0518 / 4467; Fax: (537)-833-3083; Email: pifferrer@ one.gov.cu

Gatlin Roberts, Chief Statistician (Ag), Statistical Office, Central Planning Division, M inistry of 
Finance & Planning, Kingstown, St. Vincent & the Grenadines, P.O. Box 608. Tel: (784)-457- 
2921; Fax: (784)-456-2430; Email: groberts.stats@mail.gov.vc

Isele Robinson-Cooper, Senior Programme Officer, EU -  Poverty Reduction Programme, 
Ministry o f Social Development, 45 A-C St. Vincent Street, Port-of-Spain. Tel: 1-(868)-625- 
5665; Email: irobinson@ ssd.gov.tt

Koen Rossel-Cambier, Social Policy Consultant, UNICEF -  Eastern Caribbean Office, UN 
House, M arime Gardens, Hastings, Christ Church, Barbados. Tel: (246)-467-6172; Email: 
krosselcambier@ unicef.org

Glen Smith, National Programme Officer, 60 Knutsford Boulevard, Pan Caribbean Building, 8th 
Floor, New Kingston, Jamaica. Tel: (876)-906-8591-2; Fax: (876)-906-8593; Email: 
smith@unfpa.org

Lalita Sohai, MICS Dissemination Coordinator / Statistics Consultant, 72 Brickdam, 
Georgetown, Guyana. Tel: (592)-225-9993; Fax: (592)-226-5894; Email: lalitas@yahoo.com

Edwin St. Catherine, Director o f Statistics, Statistical Office, Castries, Saint Lucia. Tel: (758)- 
453-7670; Fax: (758)-451-8254; Email: edwins@stats.gov.lc

Patrick Watson, Director, The University o f the W est Indies, St. Augustine Campus, Trinidad 
and Tobago. Tel: 1-(868)-662-2002 ext. 2037; Fax: 1-(868)-645-6329; Email:
pkwatson@ fss.uwi.tt

M aria Zingapan, Director, Economics and Statistics Office, 4th Floor Elizabeth Square, Phase 4, 
Georgetown, Grand Cayman. Tel: (345)-244-1614; Email: maria.zingapan@ gov.ky
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E C L A C  s y s t e m

Neil Pierre, Director, ECLAC Sub-Regional Headquarters for the Caribbean, 1 Chancery Lane, 
P.O. Box 1113, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad. Tel: 1-(868)-623-5595; Fax: 1-(868)-623-8485; Email: 
neil.pierre@ eclac.org

Sylvan Roberts, Statistician, Email: sylvan.roberts@eclac.org

Karoline Schmid, Population Affairs Officer, Email: Karoline.schmid@ eclac.org

Sandra John, Chief -  Caribbean Knowledge Management, Email: sandra.john@eclac.org
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