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Overview of presentation
• Understand the global SIDS 

framework: SAMOA Pathway
• Recap of indicator framework for quantitative analysis 

of SAMOA Pathway
• What transpired for reporting progress against the 

SAMOA Pathway

• Data Gaps issues encountered
• What can be done to address these 

Data Gaps moving forward 



III. Monitoring and evaluation framework for the SAMOA 
Pathway: an in-depth analysis

A: Quantifying implementation of the SAMOA Pathway: trend 
analysis

Overview of the progress of small island developing States

Data availability

B: Assessing implementation 

Report of the Secretary-General: UN General Assembly, July 2022



• Increased cooperation between custodian 
agencies and national statistical systems to 
produce indicators that are internationally 
reported; 

• Increased investments in regular household 
surveys, with corresponding questions and 
modules; 

• Increased data integration and coordination at 
the national level to harness administrative data. 

Reporting framework: 2014-2024 in SAMOA Pathway 

SAMOA Pathway indicators 
come from sources: 

Household surveys

National administrative 
data

International reporting



SAMOA Pathway (Developing a monitoring framework)

SAMOA Pathway Alignment with 
existing Global 

Frameworks

Fill data gaps Resulting 
Monitoring 

Frameworks

SDGs

Sendai

FfD

Paris

Cluster Priority Action Clusters
Thematic Areas

1 Economic Growth
2 Tourism
3 Climate Change
4 Energy
5 DRR
6 Oceans
7 Food Security
8 Water and San.
9 Transport

10 Cons & Prod
11 Waste
12 Health
13 Gender
14 Social Dev
15 Culture/Sport
16 Peace
17 Education
18 Biodiversity
19 Land Deg.
20 Forests
21 Invasice Species

22. Means of Implementation
23 Partnerships
24 Financing
25 Trade
26 Capacity Building
27 Technology
28 Data & Stats
29 UN & Inter-Gov
30 Inst Support

8 priority actions 
identified as not 
being aligned to 
one of the 4 key 

global frameworks 

8 indicators 
proposed to cover 

these areas 

Trend analysis
76 priority actions 

requiring quantitative data 
for monitoring 

Policy Progress
63 priority actions for 
qualitative analysis



SAMOA Pathway (Trend Analysis)

Trend analysis
76 priority actions 

requiring quantitative data 
for monitoring 

109 Indicators
93 SDGs

+
1 Paris

+
7 Sendai

+
8 New proposed

Challenges encountered

1. Data set we ended up working with contained just those 
indicators from the SDGs

2. Still a large number of data gaps for just those SDGs
• Around 30 indicators have sufficient data for most countries
• 13 indicators have no data for all countries
• 8 more countries have insufficient data for all countries

3. No targets available for SAMOA Pathway
• A simplified approach thus adopted to show progress



Data availability by Sub-regional Area



Data availability by Thematic Area



Addressing Data Gaps – moving forward

Global/Regional related issues
• Globally selected indicators aren’t always prioritized as highly at the national level

• Lack of demand for their production 

• Capacity to produce globally selected indicators is somewhat limited at the National 
level, especially for SIDS

National related issues
• Information required not always aligned appropriately with information 

collected/produced 
• Data sharing amongst producers and users needs strengthening

Why are data gaps occurring?



Addressing Data Gaps – moving forward

Global/regional related issues
• Globally selected indicators aren’t always prioritized as highly at the national level

• Lack of demand for their production 

• Capacity to produce globally selected indicators is somewhat limited at the National 
level, especially for SIDS

What can be done to address these issues?

For consideration
• Can a “core set” of indicators be proposed for which all SIDS are encouraged to produce

• Need a criteria for defining “core set” indicators

• Countries could then perhaps top up this “core set” with additional “national” indicators 
which they also find highly relevant to the SIDS agenda, and are comfortable about 
measuring



Addressing Data Gaps – moving forward

National related issues
• Information required not always aligned appropriately with information 

collected/produced 
• Data sharing amongst producers and users needs strengthening

What can be done to address these issues?

ESCAP and SPC initiative
• Work with countries more on addressing and managing their overall indicator production 

requirements (NDPs the center piece)
• Currently developing “Pacific Indicator Guidelines”  “National Indicator Strategies”

• Identify indicator reporting priorities and how they can be better aligned
• How do countries plan to report against these priorities

• Clarifying roles of national stakeholders in identifying and producing indicators
• Guidelines on producing quality indicators



THANK YOU
Follow us:

www.unescap.orgunitednationsescap

united-nations-escap

unescap

unescap unescap
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