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What are non-official statistical sources? Authority
Office for

« Statistics produced by non-official organisations, not covered by M
government or other formal standards (Code of Practice).

Statistics Regulation

« An output that does not come from a UK governmental
department or government-related body, local or devolved
authority, or an official international reporting body (e.g. Eurostat,
UNSD, OECD).

« Examples: charities, businesses, academia.

«  Benefits and risks @) conera Asemivy

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 29 January 2014
[without reference to @ Main Commitiee (A/68/L.36 and Add.1)]
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Protocol for assessment of non-official sources

« Based on a model from Statistics Netherlands, and aligned with
UKSA Code of Practice and Ethics Advisory Committee
guidelines

« Covers assessment of statistical data sources

 SDG-specific, but could be adapted to non-SDG context for

wider use S ‘og,
: - : . . NN o St, Ofpra
 Provides a numeric score for each source to aid decision for « R atisticsc%e
inclusion on the UK’s SDG data site Yy rv@”’%fZZf’sram
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https://code.statisticsauthority.gov.uk/the-code/

Protocol for assessment of non-official sources

Quality Gateway (pass or fail)
+ Ethics and Privacy

Original publication (July 2021):

UK Sustainable Development Goals:
v’ Transparency and Accountability use of non-official sources

v Need

All Pass Any Fail | .
Trustworthiness
Quality Matrix (score 0 to 3) Not for use on the Confidence in the people and organisations
Relevance (0-3) repurting platform that produce statistics and data
Methods (0-3) T
Coverage (0-3) Q .
| uality
. : L e Average score <= 1.5
Timeliness and availability (0-3) oR Agny ccore =0 e G G i e e
Data journey awareness (0-3) gssutedisigtistics
Quality assurance (0-3)
Auerage score > 1.5
AND No score =0 Statistics that support society’s needs
for information

Use on the reporting platform
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https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/environmentalaccounts/methodologies/uksustainabledevelopmentgoalsuseofnonofficialsources

Assessment template — quality gateway

Quality Gateway (pass or fail)
+ Ethics and Privacy

+ Transparency and Accountability

Criteria Assessment
Criterion i i v Need
Pass I Fail Source score |Explanation
Mo ethnical concemns, or any concerns are fully i i
d‘?"‘!l”?e"’fe':' a’_“j ad_:lons are in place_ I . iSignificant ethical concerns that may damage i
minimise identified risks. Fully compliant with all |ONS’ reputation. Not compliant with all parts of i
Ethics and parts '.:'f the Code principle T1 (honesty a’_":'_ iprinciple T1 and T6 of the Code. The source’s :N | dat
Privacy |_ntegr|_t5.r} T IEE gcver_n_ance}. SEEE iterms and conditions prevent use of the data as | O persond’ ca'a
line with the terms and conditions of the source. | required. Not liant with GDER and/or th :lnmlved_and the
. - : : quired. Not compliant wi and/or the
Frivacy policy is compliant with the General :Data Protection Act 2018 Idataset is rEQuIarI_}f
Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) for the UK | ’ lupdated and publicly
and the Data Protection Act 2018. i Pass iauailable
Source meets principles T4 1 and T4.5 of the | :uzligfaill_g;:;;z?ﬁgstgsz|w
Transparency Cnde__: ensuring processes far all parts of the ESDurce does not meet T4.1 and T4.5 of the inn Governance and
and datajnu[ney_r are transparent. If meta_data _ ICode. Source may r_mt_he fully transparent | data privacy and policy
Accountability information is not already in the public domain, |about any data quality issues and there is no \statements. The abide
permission must be granted to place this in the imetadata available. ib}“ the code of conduct Indicator 8.10.1
TEE LImE l Pass |of Bank of England .
There Is a clear identified need for the source, i i o
either due to a headline data gap or a priority | The proposed source does not fill a headline or : ATM Statistics
disaggregation gap (see above). In exceptional |priority disaggregation data gap. The source : and Trends
Need circumstances, it is possible that a non-official idGES not improve on information relative to i
source could replace an official source, where lanother source of non-official data currently ! (|_|N|( data)
the official source provides a proxy which 'reported on the Platform, or any existing proxy IF il it of th
scores lower on the Quality matrix than the idata. UTITES part of the
non-official source. l jindicator io UN
: Pass ispecifications
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Quality Matrix (score 0 to 3)
Relevance (0-3)

Assessment template — matrix scoring

‘ Criterion : Criteria : Assessment Methods (0-3)
3 - high ' 2 - medium ' 1-low ! 0-not acceptable |Source Score |Explanation

Source is sufficiently  [Source is sufficiently  [Source is older than 2 [Source is too old to be i Coverage (0-3)

current to be ~ |uptodatetobe  |years, butis still meaningful, with the ! Timeliness and availability (0-3)

informative, with a time |informative, with a time |meaningful in the latest data point(s) : :

series from at least lag no greater than 2 |social, environmental, |before 2015, or has too I Data journey awareness (0-3)

2015 and no time lag  |years. There are no or economic context of |great a time lag, and/or i Quality assurance (0-3)
Timeliness greater than 15 months |gaps in the time series. [the indicator. The time |no reasonable !
and ongoing for annual data, or 6 Ngw timely sources series may have gaps, expectation of future 3 : U
availability months for monthly without previous data |or only one data point  |updates. i AND%\JO i = O

data. No gaps (missing |points that are is available. !

data) in the time series. |expected to be ! :

The source is updated and available ! Use on the reporting platform

reasonably expected to|in the future would be - .

be regularly updated [included. ET'mE lag is less than a

and available in the iyear

lose match with UN IParnaI match with UN :Does not fully report :Does not align well i

SDG metadata, or :metadata and/or :the indicator but is an :with the metadata for !

gives more detail than 'disaggregation in lappropriate proxy ithe indicator and/or ' .

the metadata requires. iindicator title. Fully irelevant to the UK iprovides no i Indicator 8.10.1

Fully compliant with the jcompliant with the inational context Fully {appropriate proxy for |

Code principles Q1.1 iCDdE principles Q1.1 icumpliant with the iheadline or relevant i

and Q1.5 on suitable |and Q1. May enable  |Code principles Q1.1 !disaggregation gaps. : ATM Statistics
Relevance data sources. lreporting of additional jand Q1.5 May enable | 3 I

Disaggregations iIDC disaggregations. ireporting of relevant i i and Trends

specified in the SDG ! :disaggregations. ! ! LINK d

speciiied| | i | | ata

e | | | |

. i i i i lrequirement, there are

minimum, potentially | [ [ | ,

supported by additionali i i i”ﬂ required

Inclusive Data Charter | ! ! idisaggregations
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Quality Matrix (score 0 to 3)
Relevance (0-3)
Methods (0-3)

Assessment template — matrix scoring

There is a iThe data journey is iParts of the data iNo data journey i
comprehensive, fully  loutlined from collection ljourney be may be lavailable, or parts of ! Coverage (0-3)
documented data Ifo publication phases. |described with limited |the data journey are : ) : N
journey from collection | 'detail, but the data 'missing or too poorly I Timeliness and availability (0-3)
to publication phases. i ljourney path can be idescribed to assess i Data journey awareness (0-3)
Data journey |Data validation : Ifollowed. ithe stages it has been ! 3
awareness procedures are ! ! Ithrough. 1 'No comprehensive Quality assurance (0-3)
tI:;_Iutlinve.-t:l. It is clear how i i i imetadata on this; the
‘TI Sotu:jce U;as i i i inumbers are publicly Average score > 1.5
coeec o i | | | lavailable and supplied iy i
pr;a—proc}essed (if i i i i pp ;
relevant). i i i idirectly by LINK U :
; . 1 . ; . se on the reporting platform
Fully documented and ILargerr compliant with ISDrne basic checks IND QA process has IRegular P &P
published QA process, Istandards in the Code 1have been conducted, 1been conducted, is not l
; I I l Iself-assessment
fully meeting the Iprinciple Q3, Isuch that accuracy and |presented, or the :
quality standards in the |specifically with Q3.3 |reliability of the source process is too poor to iconducted and
_ Code principle Q3 i{covering accuracy and ican be established. ipresent. No evidence ipublighed in line with
Quality (assured guality). ireliability). Some IFurther work may be  1of data accuracy and 2 'the principles of the
Assurance | particular or minor ineeded to explicitly ireliability. iTechnicaI Commitiee Indicator 8.10.1
idetails of the process |meet standards in I I )
imay be missing from iprinciple Q3 of the i imc the International
ithe documentation. 1Code. [ I0rganization of 2 ng
| | | - ATM Statistics
! ! ! ISECUFII’IES
| and Trends
|
|
| (LINK data)
Overall !
comments and I
average score 2.166666667| Pass
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Recent updates

« Case study: OSCAR research gender analysis report

« Useful for indicator 5.5.1: Proportion of seats held by women in
national parliaments and local governments

« |nitially failed because no public record of time series (overwriting
old data)

« Contacted supplier and arranged public record to timeseries —
PASS

« Highlighted the need to clarify “Timeliness and ongoing
availability”
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https://www.oscar-research.co.uk/data-intelligence/genderanalysis.php

ST — — e — L
Recent updates
Criteria Assessment
Criterion : ;
Source
3 - high 2 - medium 1-low 0 - not acceptable Score {Explanation

Timeliness
and
ongoing
availability

Source is sufficiently current to
be informative, with a time
series from at least 2015 and
no time lag greater than 15
months for annual data, or 6
months for monthly data. A
wider lag of 2 years is
acceptable when the impact of
any statistical change may
take longer to be observed,
e.g. for some environmental
statistics. No gaps (missing
data) in the time series. The
source is reasonably expected
to be regularly updated and
available in the future. There
must be a record of previous
data points (i.e. the source
provides a time series)

Source is sufficiently up to
date to be informative, with a
time lag no greater than 2
years (3 years for statistical
changes that may take longer
to be observed, such as
some environmental
statistics). There are no gaps
in the time series. There
must be a record of previous
data points (i.e. the source
provides a time series). New
timely sources without
previous data points that are
expected to be updated and
available in the future would
be included.

Source is older than 2 years (3
years for statistical changes
that may take longer to be
observed, such as some
environmental statistics), but is
still meaningful in the social,
environmental, or economic
context of the indicator. The
time series may have gaps, or
only one data point is-available
has been produced.

Source is too old to be
meaningful, with the latest data
point(s) before 2015, or has too
great a time lag, and/or no
reasonable expectation of future
updates. The source does not

data (time series)

provide access to existing historic

SUSTAINABLE
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Recent updates

Quality Gateway (pass or fail)

- Based on feedback and practical v Ethics and Privacy
use v/ Transparency and Accountability

v Need

All Pass Any Fail

 Clarification for “Timeliness and
OngOing aVa”abi”tY" Quality Matrix (score 0 to 3) Not for use on the

reporting platform

Timeliness and availability (0 to 3)

- Merging the “Data journey Relevance (0to 3) I
awareness” and “Quality ORI e Average score is less
” . . . “ Methods (0 to 3) than or equal to 1.5
assurance” criteria into a "Data OR any score is 0
quality” dimension

Data quality (0 to 3)

Average score is
greater than 1.5
AND no scoreis 0

Use on the reporting platform
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Recent updates

3 - high § 2 - medium : 1-low i 0 - not acceptable
e e §ee+leenen4e—pubhcauen—phase& beudeseﬁbed—wmbrhm%edrde%al# paﬁ%eﬁh&dataﬂeame%ape

Lo e e el o Lo iCompliant with principle Q3.2 bH-t—t-hG—d—&t&—jGH—l’-H—@y—p&t—h—G&H—be irissing-or-too-poorly
publicationphases: Data ffrom the Code - transparency  ifellewed-Some basic checks ielesenbed—teassess%he—stages

validation procedures are iabout the quality assurance ihave been conducted, such that H—ha&been%hlteugbrNo
outlined. It is clear how the {approach taken throughout the accuracy and reliability of the linformation on data quality or
Data jeurney |source-wasdata were ipreparatlon of the statistics. Any idata source can be established, quallty assurance of the
awareness collected and pre-processed lissues with quality of the data  but no formal quality assurance statlstlcs
qguality (if relevant). Largely iand statistics are transparently avallable

compliant with standards in Eoutlined
[the Code principle Q3

(assured quality), specmcally
outlining aspects of accuracy

and reliability
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Recent updates

3 - high § 2 - medium

publicationphases: Data

ECompIiant with principle Q3.2
from the Code - transparency

1-low

0 - not acceptable

- Roeseserbec e L e e agl
but the data journey-path-can-be Fmssm@‘ Q3.2 Quallty assurance arrangements should be

followed-Some basic checks

ithas by

ol

narts
uu I T

validation procedures are iabout the quality assurance have been conducted, such that

outlined. It is clear how the iapproach taken throughout the Baccuracy and reliability of the informa|
Data jeurney |lsource-wasdata were ioreparation of the statistics. Any fdata source can be established, iquality
awareness collected and pre-processed lissues with quality of the data  fbut no formal quality assurance istatistic
qguality (if relevant). Largely Eand statistics are transparently javailable.

compliant with standards in outlined g

[the Code principle Q3 §

(assured quality), specmcally §

outlining aspects of accuracy §

and reliability §

Some-basicchecks-havebeen No-QA

'@ Office for National Statistics

describ{ proportionate to the nature of the quality issues
and the importance of the statistics in serving the
public good. Statistics producers should be
transparent about the quality assurance approach
taken throughout the preparation of the statistics.
The risk and impact of quality issues on statistics and
data should be minimised to an acceptable level for
the intended uses.

Q3-3-The quality of the statistics and data, including
their accuracy and reliability, coherence and
comparability, and timeliness and punctuality, should
be monitored and reported regularly. Statisties

peveLopment GESALS



Current non-official sources examples

 |ndicator 8.10.1 — ATM numbers from LINK -

« Indicator 6.6.1 — Ground water levels from British Geological
survey and river flow data from Centre for Ecology and

Hydrology (in progress)
* Indicator 3.1.1 — Maternal mortality from The National Perinatal (JMBRRACE-UK
Epidemiology Unit and MBRRACE charity o/

. Indicator 12.3.1 — Food waste per capita from WRAP charity m

« Indicator 1.4.2 — Rights to land and tenure security from Prindex .
Prindex
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