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USE OF CITIZEN-GENERTED DATA (CGD) FOR SDG REPORTING IN THE 
PHILIPPINES: A CASE STUDY 

 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Significance and Objectives of the Study 
 
The 2030 Global Agenda has vast data needs. Ensuring that no one is left behind requires 
data at an unprecedented level of granularity, and available official data sources might 
not be enough to cope with this demand. In the case of the Philippines, the SDG data gap 
assessment led by PSA found that for more than 50% of the indicators relevant for the 
country, data are not available. Against this background, PSA decided to explore the 
potential use of non-traditional data sources such as citizen-generated data (CGD) for 
official reporting on SDGs. 
 
The Partnership in Statistics for Development in the 21st Century (PARIS21) has 
developed a proposal for a potential approach for national statistical organizations 
(NSOs) in using citizen-generated data (CGD) for official reporting1. The approach is 
being tested in the Philippines as the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA) has keen 
interest to explore the use of CGD to address the existing data gaps to monitor the 
Philippine Development Plan and the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). The 
collaboration between PSA and PARIS21 aims to identify strategic options and activities 
in order to establish a joint program of work around CGD.  
 
The use of CGD for official reporting is still in its nascent stage even at the international 
level. It is even more so, in the Philippine setting. There are conceptual differences and 
methodological challenges in its generation.  Based on various interpretations and 
definitions of CGD, three common aspects have been identified as mutually necessary2: 
1) data producers (WHO), 2) approach to data collection (HOW) and 3) primary purpose 
of data collection (WHY). CGD is, by nature, different from official statistics and requires 
a different approach for validating its quality and fitness for use in official reporting.   
 
This country case study addresses the above concerns by looking at the potentials and 
features of CGD in the Philippines: Who are the data producers? How are data obtained, 
and what is the CSO’s approach to data collection? What is the primary purpose for CGD 
production/collection? It identifies and defines the quality criteria to validate the use of 
CGD for official reporting in the Philippines. 
                                                           
1 PARIS21. Concept Note on Citizen-Generated Data. 
2 PARIS21. Ibid. 
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Creating an Enabling Environment for Collaboration 
 
PSA took an active role in creating an enabling environment for collaborating with CGD 
data holdings. The process started with a review of SDG indicators to assess whether the 
identified data gaps could be potentially addressed by using CGD.  PSA developed a tool 
in questionnaire format, “Inventory of Data Holdings and Citizen-Generated Data of Civil 
Society Organizations /Non-Governmental Organizations,” for the Philippine case study 
to review and assess data collected by CSOs, and how they are currently processed and 
used, in the context of the assessed data gaps on SDGs and the Philippine Development 
Plan (PDP).  
 
The inventory and conduct of survey on CSO data holdings yielded a total of 53 
accomplished questionnaires sent to 80 CSOs/NGOs that were identified through 
snowballing technique due to time constraints. These CSOs/NGOs were requested to 
respond, equivalent to a response rate of 66.25%. However, 14 out of the 53 CSOs/NGOs 
responded that they do not collect data, hence, were not included in the processing. 
 
A series of consultation meetings with CSOs/NGOs were also organized for the study, 
apart from the conduct of the Launching Workshop and the Dissemination Forum. These 
activities provided opportunity to advance a collaborative environment between the PSA 
and the CSOs/NGOs. Likewise, a Task Force was established by the PSA to  a) identify 
CGD as possible data source for official reporting, and b) develop a harmonized data 
ecosystem in collaboration with different stakeholders to establish a framework of data 
sharing, exchange of good practices on CGD, among others. The Task Force is 
composed of the PSA, CSOs and NGOs, as well as representatives from academia and 
international organizations. 

Developing Capacities for the Use of CGD in Official Reporting 

To be useful for official reporting purposes, statistics based on CGD are not required to 
be official statistics. One can afford to use CGD in specific contexts if it is qualified through 
a quality lens, such as a “Quality Assurance Framework” which makes it “fit for purpose.” 
In this study, based on the PARIS21 concept of CGD, the proposed operational definition 
for official reporting in the PSS is as follows: 

“Citizen-generated data are data produced by CSOs/NGOs in the 
Philippines, sourced from citizens as respondents, primarily for non-
statistical purposes, such as monitoring, tracking interventions and/or 
project monitoring.” 

A proposed rating scale to determine the quality of the CGD gathered was also formulated 
for the case study. The scale is an attempt to replicate the elements or criteria used in the 
UN National Quality Assurance Framework Manual (NQAF), the OECD Quality 
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Framework and Guidelines for OECD Statistical Activities, and how this can be applied in 
the Philippine setting. The following dimensions were proposed: a) relevance, b) 
credibility, c) timeliness and frequency, d) methods and e) accessibility.  

Based on the distribution of the scores given to the CSO/NGO data holdings, a minimum 
average score of 1.33 is obtained. Hence, a CSO data holding is considered “acceptable” 
if it passed all the following criteria: a) an average score across the quality dimensions of 
greater than or equal to 1.33, b) no zero score in any of the quality dimension and c) no 
blank entry in any of the quality dimensions. 

An “acceptable” CSO data/indicator is tagged as “possible Citizen-Generated Data (CGD) 
for official reporting” if it can either provide granular disaggregation to Tier 1 SDG 
indicators, or it can provide inputs to Tier 2 or Tier 3 SDG indicators. 

Possible CGD and CSO/NGO Data Holdings 

The inventory yielded a total of 519 CSOs/NGOs Data Holdings, classified as follows: a) 
251 or 48.4% are tagged as CGD, b) 220 items or 42.4% are tagged as CSO/NGO data 
holdings and c) 48 or 9.2% are tagged uncategorized data holdings. Uncategorized data 
holdings are not related to any SDG indicator. With the application of the approved quality 
assurance framework, the number of data holdings of “acceptable” quality was reduced 
to 220 data holdings. 
As a result, 141 data holdings are “possible citizen-generated data” for official reporting, 
while 79 data holdings – although not considered CGD – are CSO data holdings that can 
be used for official reporting of SDG indicators. Out of the 141 CGD data holdings, 61 can 
provide inputs to Tier 1 SDG indicators, 33 can address Tier 2 SDG indicators and 37 can 
address Tier 3 SDG indicators. No specific Goal or SDG indicators were identified relating 
to 10 of these CGD data holdings. 

In summary, 81 SDG indicators can be supported by the potential CGD and  CSO/NGO 
data holdings. Of the SDG indicators classified as Tier 1, 36 can be supported by the 
potential CGD and SO/NGO data holdings. Of the SDG indicators classified as Tier 2, 24 
can be supported by the potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings, while 21 SDG 
indicators classified as Tier 3 can be supported by potential CGD and CSO/NGO data 
holdings. 

Details of potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings that can support various indicators 
by SDG Goal are contained in this report. 
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Way Forward and Some Recommendations 

This study provided opportunities to bringing together a range of stakeholders, primarily 
from CSOs and NGOs, across sectors and data communities to collaborate and explore 
data holdings that can address SDG data gaps. To sustain the partnership with the 
CSOs/NGOs on CGD for official reporting in the SDGs, there is a need to undertake and 
continue initiatives, some of which were highlighted during the dissemination forum. 
These include the following:  

a) Conduct of similar studies on CGD 

b) Further refinement of the Quality Assurance Framework and development of 

guidelines on CGD 

c) Utilizing CSO/NGO data holdings to estimate SDG indicators 

d) Setting an enabling environment for coordination 

e) Capacity building for CSOs/NGOs 

f) Further exploration of CGD at the sub-national level 

g) Enjoining more funding support and investments on CGD and SDG statistics 
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COUNTRY REPORT OF THE USE OF CITIZEN-GENERATED DATA (CGD) FOR 

OFFICIAL REPORTING IN THE PHILIPPINES 
 
 
1. Introduction 

 
The 2030 Global Agenda has vast data needs as emphasized by the Under-Secretary 
General for Social and Economic Affairs at the 50th Session of the United Nations 
Statistical Commission (UNSC) in March 2019.3 He stated that ensuring that no one is 
left behind requires data at an unprecedented level of granularity. Thus, among the major 
challenges of the national statistical systems would point to two essentialities: (1) the “use 
of non-official data to supplement official statistics”; and (2) to lead the process of 
integrating Big Data and other data from non-traditional sources with official statistics.  
 
In the case of the Philippines, the SDG data gap assessment led by PSA identified that 
for more than 50% of the indicators that are relevant for the country, data are not 
available. This suggest that more work needs to be done to address data gaps, data 
disaggregation requirements, improve the monitoring and reporting, and continue the 
advocacy for the regular compilation of existing indicators.  
 
The Statistical Commission’s call for the “need to use and integrate both traditional data 
sources- such as censuses, surveys and administrative data – as well as emerging 
sources such as, citizen-generated data (CGD), Big Data and earth observations data”, 
requires strong statistical foundations as well as innovations over time.  
 
Emerging sources, also called new data sources, non-conventional data sources, or 
alternative data sources,4 are interchangeably seen as possible means to fill data gaps 
when official statistics do not exist.  Among these data sources, CGD has been seen as 
a potential source and a key element in the expanding data ecosystem, especially to 
monitor the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and fill the void due to the lack of 
official statistics. 
 
The Philippines remain committed to the SDGs and is open to innovate and accelerate 
actions that contribute to tackling the country data challenges. The Philippine Statistical 
Development Program (PSDP) 2018-2023 includes statistical activities to address SDG 
data disaggregation and encourages the use of new technologies and new data sources. 
One of these activities is the “development of a mechanism to capture data from the 
private sector, civil society organizations (CSOs) and the academe”. As part of this 
mechanism, the PSA is keen to explore the use of CGD. This is in accordance with the 
PSDP’s major thrust of strengthening the data ecosystem by enhancing the use of 
administrative data and exploring the use of big data and CGD as possible data sources 
for reporting on SDGs. 
 
                                                           
3 Opening remarks of Mr. Liu Zhenmin, UN Statistical Commission, 5 March 2019 (UNDESA, 2019[4]) 
4 PARIS21. Concept Note on Citizen-Generated Data, 17 April 2019 



 

2 

However, the use of CGD for official reporting is still in its nascent stage even at the 
international level. It is more so, in the Philippine setting. There are conceptual differences 
and methodological challenges in its generation, which require additional clarity on the 
constitution of CGD and the potential basis of qualification for its use in official reporting.5 
Leveraging CGD for official reporting requires that data to comply with certain standards 
to ensure essential trust on the data, aiding towards its fitness for purpose. Moreover, is 
not always clear how NSOs can engage with CGD providers, and what mechanisms are 
to be in place to facilitate coordination6. 
 
The Philippine Statistical System (PSS) through the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA) 
has accepted the challenge to engage with PARIS21 in this endeavor.  
 
This country case study addresses the above-mentioned concerns by looking at the 
potentials and features of CGD in the Philippines. The report documents the process 
undertaken by the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA), and supported by PARIS21, to 
operationalize the use of CGD for official reporting in the Philippines. The document 
shows how PSA and PARIS21 worked together to create an enabling environment for 
collaboration between PSA and CGD providers; and how PSA engages and coordinates 
with these new actors to improve SDG reporting in the Philippines. 
 
2. Significance and Objectives of the Study 
 
PARIS21 has developed a proposal for a potential approach for National Statistical 
Organizations (NSOs) in using CGD for official reporting7.  The approach is being tested 
in the Philippines as the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA) has keen interest to explore 
the use of CGD to address the existing data gaps to monitor the Philippine Development 
Plan and the SDGs. 
 
In this regard, the PSA and PARIS21 agreed to undertake a country case study on the 
potential of CGD for official reporting, both at national and subnational levels.  The 
objective of this collaboration was to identify strategic options and activities in order to 
establish a joint program of work around CGD. The project is intended to prepare a 
citizen-generated data (CGD) country case study aimed at documenting the use of CGD 
to address data gaps in the SDGs and other information needs in the PSS. 
 
This undertaking included a desk review/research by a national consultant to prepare the 
case study report and organization of a launching workshop and dissemination forum to 
facilitate the dialogue between PSA, Philippine Statistical System (PSS) and civil society 
organizations (CSOs), and to present the findings of the study, respectively. 
 
This case study is aimed at the following objectives: 
 
1. Undertake an assessment of the potential use of CGD by the Philippine Statistics 

Authority (PSA) in the Philippines 
                                                           
5 PARIS21. Concept Note. Ibid. 
6 (PARIS21-P4R, 2019[5]). National SDG Review: data challenges and opportunities, October 2019 
7 PARIS21. Concept Note on Citizen-Generated Data, 17 April 2019 (Annex 1) 
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2. Formulate an operational concept of CGD in the Philippines, what it consists of, how 

it is done and who is engaged in its generation 
 
3. Formulate a quality framework for CGD such as a “score allocation matrix” for quality 

assessment to be considered for official reporting in the Philippines 
 
The expected outputs are as follows: 

1. Inventory of CGD available and documentation of metadata (including 
methodology used for data generation) 

2. Inventory of data gaps that could be addressed using CGD 
3. Mapped data gaps vis-à-vis CGD available 
4. CGD data quality measures 
5. Country Case Study Report on CGD in the Philippines 
6. Possible agreement on the collaboration/coordination mechanism between the 

PSA/PSS and the CSOs 
 
3. Implementation and Monitoring of the 2030 Agenda in the Philippines: 

Institutional Architecture and Mechanisms 

Being one of the 193 member states that adopted the 2030 Agenda, the Philippines has 
“pledged to make this a reality and leave no one behind.” 8 It has taken further steps to 
identify the country’s roadmap towards sustainable development. This section presents 
the institutional structures and the mechanisms including other efforts put in place by the 
Philippine Statistical System in the country. 

3.1 Coordination of Implementation and Monitoring 

The Philippines has been an active participant of multiple initiatives leading to the 
adoption by the UN General Assembly resolution 70/1” Transforming our world: the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable Development” and is a member of the UN Inter-agency Expert 
Group on SDG Indicators (IAEG-GS). This resulted in high awareness of both politicians 
and statistical community on the need to plan the SDG implementation properly, including 
proper measurement of the progress towards SDGs and strengthening the data collection 
framework underpinning such measurement.9 While the National Economic and 
Development Authority (NEDA) coordinate the political process of the SDGs 
implementation, the central role in developing the strategic implementation plan for SDG 
monitoring in the Philippines is played by the PSA Executive Board. By virtue of Republic 
Act no. 10625, “Reorganizing the Philippine Statistical System and for other Purposes”, 
the PSA Board has the power and function to establish appropriate mechanisms to 
promote and maintain an efficient and effective statistical system in the government. 
Likewise, it is empowered to formulate policies on all matters relating to government 

                                                           
8 (UNDP, 2016[6]) https://www.ph.undp.org>articles, Philippines takes further steps towards sustainable 
development. 
9 (Markhonko, 2017[7]). The Philippine Report on the Third Country Mission, 5-9 June 2017, by UNSD Consultant 
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statistical operations, standards and classifications. The PSA Board acts on and decide 
matters before it through a Board Resolution by a majority vote of all its members.  All 
agencies of government are hereby mandated to comply with any and all directives 
requested by the PSA Board, either motu proprio or through the PSA. 10 

3.2 Overview of the Philippine Statistical System (PSS) and the Philippine 
Statistics Authority (PSA) 

The Philippine Statistical System (PSS)11 is a decentralized system that ensembles all 
statistical organizations at all administrative levels, its personnel and the national 
statistical development program. One of its main components for an effective and efficient 
national statistical system is the management and coordination mechanism within the 
government. It requires strategic and coherent planning, bringing together various 
stakeholders towards achieving the shared goal of a better statistics, better policies and 
better lives. 

In the formulation of the Philippine Statistical Development Program (PSDP) 2018-2023, 
the PSS took into consideration the administration’s 0+10-Point Socioeconomic 
Agenda,12 AmBisyonNatin 2040 and its Philippine Development Plan (PDP) 2017-202213 
to respond to the new and emerging statistical requirements of the government, the 
private sector and other data users. Management and coordination plays a crucial role in 
support of the implementation, monitoring and review of the Sustainable Development 
Goals (SDGs) with its 17 goals and 169 targets, as well as other new and emerging 
concerns with demands for statistics. Likewise, it ensures that statistics produced by the 
PSS are relevant, of quality, timely and accessible, in a more efficient and coherent 
manner, needed for evidence-based policy and decision-making. 

A key enabler for coordination within the PSS, is the enactment of Republic Act No. 10625 
also known as the Philippine Statistical Act of 2013 which reorganized the PSS and 
established the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA) and the Philippine Statistical 
Research and Training Institute (PSRTI). With this, the PSA arises as the central authority 
for statistics in the country, rising up with renewed aspiration of building a solid and more 

                                                           
10 The PSA Executive Board formulates policy measures in the form of resolutions and memorandum orders 
designed to introduce new statistical frameworks and activities, enhance existing methodologies, and improve the 
quality and accessibility of government-produced statistics (PSA, 2015[8]). Source: https://psa.gov.ph/article/psa-
resolutions  
11 The PSS as operationally defined is the government-wide system of providing statistical information and services 
to the public including policymakers, research institutions, international organizations and citizens at large. The PSS 
consist of statistical organizational at all administrative levels, the personnel therein and the national statistical 
program (PSA, 2013[25]). https://psa.gov.ph/content/philippine-statistical-act-2013  
12 (NEDA, 2017[9]) http://www.neda.gov.ph. 0-10 socio-economic agenda 
13 “AmBisyon Natin 2040” represents the collective long-term vision and aspirations of the Filipino people for 
themselves and for the country in the next 25 years. It describes the kind of life that people want to live, and how 
the country will be by 2040. As such, it is an anchor for development planning across at least four administrations 
(NEDA, 2016[10]). http://2040.neda.gov.ph/about-ambisyon-natin-2040/ 

https://psa.gov.ph/article/psa-resolutions
https://psa.gov.ph/article/psa-resolutions
https://psa.gov.ph/content/philippine-statistical-act-2013
http://2040.neda.gov.ph/about-ambisyon-natin-2040/
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responsive statistical system for the Philippines. The PSA is primarily responsible for the 
implementation of the objectives and provisions of RA 10625. 

As such, the PSA shall plan, develop, prescribe, disseminate and enforce policies, rules 
and regulations and coordinate government-wide programs governing the production of 
official statistics, general purpose statistics, and civil registration services.14   

4. Institutional Mechanisms for SDG reporting 
 

4.1 Enjoining Government Agencies to Provide Data Support to the SDGs 

The PSA Board plays a central role in statistical coordination through the issuance of 
statistical policies as mandated per RA 10625. In 2016, The PSA Board15 issued 
Resolution No. 4, Series of 2016, “Enjoining Government Agencies to Provide Data 
Support to the Sustainable Development Goals.” This resolution aims to enjoin all 
concerned government instrumentalities to provide the necessary data support to monitor 
the country’s performance vis-á-vis the SDGs based on the indicator framework 
determined by NEDA, PSA and other government agencies. This resolution stipulates, 
among others, the following defined responsibilities: 

- The PSA will develop mechanisms by which all concerned data-producing 
agencies and local government units (LGUs) will be able to generate and regularly 
provide timely and accurate statistics and indicators for the SDGs, other than those 
already being generated by the PSA.  

  - The Philippine Statistical Research and Training Institute (PSRTI) will undertake 
capacity building activities to help PSA and other agencies generate the indicators to 
monitor the country’s/regional performance via the SDGs and archive data on such, 
and conduct methodological research to address issues in generating the SDG 
indicators.  

  - The oversight agencies will facilitate the provision of the necessary resources 
and other appropriate assistance in ensuring the generation of data on the SDGs, 
specifically, to consider the inclusion of statistical development programs/projects on 
the SDG indicators in the respective agency work programs and budgets. 

The resolution also states that the SDG indicators will be reviewed for prioritization in 
accordance with the national development indicators that will be identified by the 
Government. 

4.2 SDG Assessment 

From 2016 to 2017, the PSA, in collaboration with the NEDA and members of the PSS 
conducted an SDG assessment to evaluate the readiness of the country’s data 
ecosystem to monitor the SDGs. The assessment consisted of a series of multi-sectoral 
and technical workshops. Multi-sectoral workshops consist of participants from the 
                                                           
14 (PSA, 2013[11]) https://psa.gov.ph/about 
15 (PSA, 2016[12]) https://psa.gov.ph/content/2016-board-resolutions 

https://psa.gov.ph/about
https://psa.gov.ph/content/2016-board-resolutions
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government, the academe and private sector representatives who were grouped in terms 
of what sector or subject-matter they represent, e.g. education, health, etc. The technical 
workshops were later held to determine applicability of the indicator to the Philippine 
setting, discuss whether data are available, assess the data gaps as well as the quality 
of indicators currently produced by respective government agencies, vis-à-vis the global 
indicators. These workshops provided the inputs such as what agencies produce SDG 
indicators, when generated, level of disaggregation and whether these indicators are 
relevant to the country’s needs, for the development of the Philippine SDG Indicators 
framework for monitoring purposes.16 

This SDG assessment initiative was anchored on data availability, priorities and relevance 
in the national context. As initiated by the PSA in collaboration with the NEDA, a 
distinctively new approach in the development of an indicator framework for SDG 
monitoring was adopted as it reached beyond the usual borders of the PSS.17 In these 
workshop discussions, new voices and data partners such as the national government 
agencies (NGAs), NGOs, CSOs, academe, media, international organizations and the 
private sector were brought together, recognizing their roles not only in the monitoring, 
but more importantly in the implementation and realization of the SDGs. Further, the SDG 
assessment initiative facilitated the alignment of the SDG agenda in accordance with the 
national priorities through integration of some Philippine Development Plan (PDP) Results 
Matrix indicators and in accordance with the “AmBisyon Natin 2040”, a long-term vision 
of the country18. 
 
The SDG indicators assessment in the Philippines showed that, of the 232 unique 
indicators, 13 indicators (4.5%) do not apply to the Philippines context19 and the rest (219 
indicators) are categorized based on a Tier classification system20 as follows: 
 

- Tier 121: 102 indicators or 41.8% 
- Tier 222: 56   indicators or 24.6% 
- Tier 323: 74   indicators or 29.1%  

 
The classification shows that for more than 50% of the indicators data are not available. 
Results suggest that there is a need to develop methodologies, adopt new technologies, 
                                                           
16 (PSA, 2018[13]). Philippine Statistical Development Program (PSDP) 2018-2023, Chapter on Sustainable 
Development Goals Monitoring 
17 (PSA, 2013[14]) "The Philippine Statistical System (PSS) is a decentralized system – policy-making body, data 
producers, users, research and training institutions, and data providers. The PSS is the government-wide system of 
providing statistical information and services to the public". https://psa.gov.ph/philippine-statistical-system   
18 (PSA, 2018[13]). PSDP 2018-2023. 
19 Ibíd. 
20 The Inter-Agency and Expert Group on SDG Indicators classifies all SDGs indicators intro three tiers based on their 
level of methodological development and the availability of data at the global level. 
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/tier-classification/  
21 Indicators with existing and regularly produced data, clear methodology and established standards. 
22 indicators that are conceptually clear, with established methodology and standards, but whose data are not 
regularly produced by the PSS 
23 Indicators with no established methodology or standards 

https://psa.gov.ph/philippine-statistical-system
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/tier-classification/
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and explore alternative data sources, such as CGD, to address data and methodology 
gaps to improve monitoring of the SDGs.  
 

4.3 Approving and Adopting the Initial List of National SDG Indicators 
 
In May 2017, the PSA Board issued Resolution No. 09- Series of 2017, “Approving and 
adopting the initial list of sustainable development goal indicators for monitoring in the 
Philippines,”24 which contains 232 unique indicators. The resolution recognized that the 
global indicators will be the core of all other sets of indicators and that member states will 
develop indicators at regional and, national and sub-national levels to complement the 
global indicators, taking into account national circumstances. 
 

4.4 Regional Assessment Workshops of the National SDG Indicators 
 
Likewise, in line with the mainstreaming of the SDGs at the subnational or local 
development planning and policy formulation, the PSA saw the need to highlight the 
importance of localizing SDG monitoring. This called for a country-driven consultation 
process to tailor the global and national indicators to the subnational level. These 
initiatives were cascaded at the subnational level by conducting Regional Assessment 
Workshop of the National SDG Indicators at the Subnational Level on three different 
cluster regions, based on major island groupings as follows: 
  

Cluster 1: Luzon – CAR, NCR, Regions I, II, III, IV-A, IV-B, and V 
Cluster 2: Visayas - Regions VI, VII, VIII and NIR 
Cluster 3: Mindanao - Regions IX, X, XI, XII, Caraga and ARMM  

 
The regional workshops aimed at a) assessing the SDGs at the local level; and b) 
identifying the proxy and supplemental indicators. The City Planning Development 
Officers/Municipal Planning Development Officers (CPDOs/MPDOs) with the help of the 
PSA, Department of Interior and Local Government (DILG), NEDA and Provincial 
Planning Development Officers (PPDOs), assessed the SDG indicators by looking at the 
availability, data sources and actual policy uses of the indicators at the city and municipal 
levels. 
 
The main output of these assessment workshops is the Core Regional SDG Indicators or 
CoReSDGIs. This contains a minimum set of SDG indicators for sub-national compilation 
and dissemination to facilitate sub-national comparisons to help monitor the achievement 
of the SDGs. The selected indicators identified should meet certain criteria25 and be 
broadly consistent with Initial List of Philippine SDG Indicators as approved by the PSA 

                                                           
24 (PSA, 2017[15]). https://psa.gov.ph/content/2017-board-resolutions  
25 These criteria include the following: a) Indicators that are commonly available and tagged as Tier I in all regions; 
b) Philippine SDG indicators that were identified as available at the regional level based on the National Multi-
sectoral Workshops and the baseline information at the national level is already available in PSA’s SDG Watch; c) 
Classified as tier 1 in majority (70%) of the regions based on assessment submissions; and d) If data will be coming 
from official statistics (national surveys or administrative-based data collection) known to have regional 
disaggregation. 

https://psa.gov.ph/content/2017-board-resolutions
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Board Resolution no. 09, Series of 2017. The consolidated CoReSDGIs were presented  
by the PSA Central Office Staff at the Regional Statistics Committee (RSC) Summit in 
September 2018, to the Chairs and Co-Chairs of the various Regional Statistics 
Committees. 
 
To date, seven out of 18 regions have approved and adopted the minimum set of 
indicators or the CoReSDGIs. Each of these regions have issued their own resolutions 
that supports the approval and adoption process of the set of indicators.26 
 

4.5 Approving and Adopting the Core Regional SDGs 
 
In August 2019, on endorsement by the Regional Statistics Committees, the PSA Board 
issued PSA Board Resolution No. 12, Series of 2019, “Approving and Adopting the Core 
Regional Sustainable Development Goals Indicators (CoRe-SDGIs)” to facilitate sub-
national comparisons in monitoring the achievements of the SDGs. With this, the PSA 
through the Regional Statistics Service Offices shall compile and disseminate the 
CoReSDGIs at least on an annual basis through its field office websites. It was resolved 
further, that the CoReSDGIs will be reviewed, vis-à-vis, the updates of the Global and the 
Philippine SDG indicators. 
 

4.6  Incorporating the SDG Monitoring Requirements in the Philippine 
Statistical Development Program (PSDP) 

 
The PSDP provides a mechanism for setting the directions, thrusts and priorities of the 
PSS and ensures the continuous provision of vital information support to national, sectoral 
and local development plans, as well as international commitments. The PSDP is the 
country’s version of the National Strategy for the Development of Statistics (NSDS) 
advocated by PARIS21, which involves strategic planning and priority setting during the 
period of five to ten years within the context of the entire statistical system, covering all 
data sectors and users.27 The current version of the PSDP 2018-2023 includes a specific 
chapter, “Chapter 26- Sustainable Development Goals Monitoring” providing a strategic 
plan for the development and improvement of statistical data and indicators that aid in the 
creation, implementation and monitoring of policies and programs to promote and ensure 
achievement of the SDGs in the country. Further, the chapter steer data support and 
monitoring of the 17 SDGs, 169 targets and 232 unique indicators. 
 
In particular, the program covers various activities that are intended to address the data 
needs for SDGs monitoring as follows:  
 

                                                           
26 1) Cordillera Administrative Region through RSC Resolution No. 1, Series of 2019; 2) Ilocos Region through RSC I 
Resolution No. 2, Series of 2018; 3) Cagayan Valley through RSC II Resolution No. 1, Series of 2019; 4) Central Luzon 
through RSC III Resolution No. 4, Series of 2018; 5) Davao Region through RSCXI Resolution No. 3, Series of 2019; 6) 
SOCCSKSARGEN Region through Regional Development Council (RDC) Resolution No. 110, Series of 2018; and 7) 
CARAGA Region through RSC CARAGA Resolution No. 1, Series of 2019. 
27 (PSA, 2015[16]). PSA Resolution No. 08, Series of 2015 “Enjoining members of the PSS to participate in the updating 
of the PSDP 2011-2017”. https://psa.gov.ph/content/2015-resolutions  

https://psa.gov.ph/content/2015-resolutions
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• Generation of statistics on SDGs to address the data gaps in SDG Framework, 
particularly issues on disaggregation; 

 
• Develop statistical methodologies; 

 
• Strengthen and expand production and collection of statistics for SDG monitoring; 

 
• Improve registries and administrative data and other data from new and innovative 

sources; 
 

• Strengthen and expand data on all groups of population; 
 

• SDG monitoring and reporting strategies; 
 

• Statistical coordination; 
 

• National Reporting Platform;  
 

• SDG monitoring methodologies. 
 

• Dissemination and utilization of the SDG statistics for evidence-based decision 
making 

 
• Define and implement standardized structures for the exchange and integration of 

data and metadata on the social, economic and environmental pillars of 
sustainable development and at all levels, following the SDMX and related 
standards. 

 
The Philippine Statistical Development Program (PSDP) 2018-2023 specifies that major 
statistical development programs and activities for the period include “addressing SDG 
data disaggregation needs such as: sex, age, income, geographic location, 
ethnicity/indigenous status, migratory status, disability, vulnerable groups and other 
characteristics, religion, economic activity, and others.”28 
 
The PSDP 2018-2023 has put emphasis on greater and more efficient use of new 
technologies and new data sources. This is in accordance with the program’s major thrust 
of strengthening the data ecosystem by enhancing the use of administrative data and 
exploring the use of big data and CGD as possible data sources for reporting on SDGs. 
A program specified for the purpose is the “development of a mechanism to capture data 
from the private sector, civil society organizations (CSOs) and the academe”. 
 
5. Operationalizing CGD for Official Reporting in the Philippines: Methodology 

and Activities Undertaken  

                                                           
28 (PSA, 2018[13]). PSDP 2018-2023. 
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The terms of reference in implementing the CGD Project was approved by the National 
Statistician in an Aide Memoire: “Citizen Generated Data Country Case Study – A 
Collaborative Project proposed by PARIS21 for the PSA”, dated 24 May 2019. 
Henceforth, a PSA CGD Project Team was organized, tasked with coordinating the 
various activities of the study in collaboration with a National Consultant and PARIS21. 
 

5.1  Advocacy and Outreach - Preparation of a Background Document 
  

In coordination with PARIS21 task manager and in close collaboration with PSA, a 
National Consultant prepared a background document on the significance of CGD and 
how this could be explored in the PSS. This involved a review of the concept note 
prepared by PARIS21. While the initial background document discussed the methodology 
on how the study will be carried out, a final document, the Country Case Study Report   
will provide information on the conceptual development of the CGD in the context of the 
Philippines, its possible applications both at the national and at the subnational level. 
Likewise, the report will discuss how CGD is viewed in the PSS, the possible indicators 
that could be measured using CGD, their uses and who the users are. 

 
5.2  Mapping the Data Ecosystem 

A look into the CSOs/NGOs legal framework, how they are defined as well as the range 
of activities they engaged in is important to determine how they could play the role as 
potential sources of CGD for SDG monitoring. A review of previous collaboration of the 
PSA with the CSOs/NGOs on statistical developmental activities was also done. A review 
of previous collaboration of the PSA with the CSOs/NGOs on statistical developmental 
activities was also done to identify potential clients to the CGD study, having partnered 
with the PSS in previous years. Likewise, CSOs/NGOs who had actively participated in 
the conduct of forums and major statistical conferences/events29 of the PSS, were 
identified as potential respondents or collaborators. The conduct of the First International 
Conference on SDG Statistics held in Manila in 2017, hosted by the PSA in partnership 
with the UN Statistics Division also paved the way to invite CSOs as presenters or 
participants in sessions on localizing the SDGs. In these sessions, the CSOs had 
opportunities to present their on-going work on the SDGs. 

 The CSOs who participated or joined in various collaborative activities cited above 
included the following: Plan International Philippines; International Council for Local 
Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI); CODE-NGO; Demographic and Research and 
Development Foundation (DRDF); Philippine Business for Social Progress (PBSP); 
Grameen Foundation; Jaime Ongpin Foundation; and Makati Business Club. These 
CSOs became the initial participants in the consultation process that followed and also 

                                                           
29 These include major activities and events sponsored by the Philippine Statistical System (PSS) as follows: 1) annual 
celebration of the National Statistics Month in October of each year;  b) conduct of the National Convention on 
Statistics which is a triennial gathering of statisticians, academicians, users and the civil society to discuss major 
developments and issues in the PSS and c) International Conference on Sustainable Development Goal Statistics. 
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became the initial respondents of the survey conducted for the CGD (discussed in another 
section of this report.) 

 
5.2.1 Looking into CSOs and NGOs in the Philippines: Legal 

Framework,  activities they engage in and how they are 
defined 

 
Legal Framework. The 1987 Constitution of the Philippines, forged and shaped 
in the aftermath of the 1986 People Power revolution, clearly recognizes 
participation and empowerment, including the important role of civil society 
organizations (CSOs). This is reflected in several provisions of the Constitution, 
most prominently in Article II, Section 23 and Article XIII. Sections 15 and 16.30 

 
Definition. Civil society organizations (CSOs) are non-state, not for profit, 
voluntary entities formed by people in the social sphere that are separate from the 
State and the market.31 CSOs represent a wide range of interests and ties. They 
can include community-based organizations as well as non-government 
organizations (NGOs). In the Philippines, a non- governmental organization (NGO) 
is any non-profit, voluntary citizens’ group which is organized on a local, national 
or international level.32   

 
Activities. The CSOs/NGOs in the Philippines engage in a broad range of 
activities, the most common being in (i) education, training and human resource 
development; (ii) community development; (iii) enterprise development and 
employment generation; (iv) health and nutrition; (v) law, advocacy and politics; 
and (vi) sustainable development.33 As cited in the Asian Development Bank 
Report 2009, the strength of Philippine CSOs lies in their number, the extensive 
workings with the sector and with other sectors of society, the experience and skills 
from many years of development work, the dedication and creativity of  CSO 
leaders and workers and the flexibility that is linked to the small size of most CSOs. 
Complementing this, most CSOs especially NGOs, sector organizations and 
cooperatives, are linked together through provincial, regional and national 
networks or federations or coalitions.34  
 
How many NGOs are there in the Philippines? “It is estimated that there are as 
many 60,000 registered NGOs in the Philippines today.35 This number includes all 
non-profit organizations, including about 10,000 that are listed as people’s 
organizations.”36 People’s organizations are also referred to as grassroots 

                                                           
30 (Bitonio, 2017[17]) https://es.slideshare.net/jobitonio/role-of-ngo-81057860. 
31 (Shift&Mazars, 2015[18]). https://www.ungpreporting.org/glossary/civil-society-organizations-csos/  
32 (UNDPI, 2008[19]). https://outreach.un.org/ngorelations/content/about-us-0  
33 (ADB, 2007[20]). Civil Society Briefs: Philippines. Asian Development Bank (ADB) 2007. 
34 Ibid.  
35 (PCNC, 2012[21]) 
36 (Moshman, 2009[22]) culled from Asian Development Bank (ADB) 1999. A Study of NGOs Philippines. 

https://es.slideshare.net/jobitonio/role-of-ngo-81057860
https://www.ungpreporting.org/glossary/civil-society-organizations-csos/
https://outreach.un.org/ngorelations/content/about-us-0
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organizations or community -based organizations (CBOs), and generally serve a 
specific population in a narrow geographic area. The number of development-
oriented NGOs on the other hand, is estimated to be between 3,000 and 5,000. 
Development type NGOs have made the greatest impact on the Filipino society 
thus far.37 They “address issues of poverty and governance, but also [build up] 
alternative practices and paradigms of the development vision they advocate.” 
Though most NGOs in the Philippines are called development NGOs, they provide 
a range of services and expertise. A number of them focus on environmental and 
agrarian issues and are successful in impacting policy and coming up with 
programs that involve the community, e.g. anti-pollution campaigns. 
 
The NGO and civil society sector in the Philippines have come a long way in the 
past two decades. This is generally due to the generally positive government and 
presidential support they have received. NGOs have been able to network and 
create partnerships, campaign for reform, and spur sustainable development.38  
 
Examples of well-known civil society organizations include Amnesty International, 
he International Trade Union Confederation, the World-Wide Fund for Nature 
(WWF), Greenpeace and the Danish Refugee Council.  
 

5.2.2 Review of Previous PSS Efforts Engaging CSOs in 
Exploring New Methods of Measuring Indicators 

Previous efforts in the PSS in exploring new methods of measuring indicators 
which involved the cooperation of CSOs in the country are also briefly discussed 
in this report. This is in recognition of the fact, that this is not the first time for the 
PSS to engage CSOs/NGOs in statistical developmental activities. It is in this light, 
that the PSA remains optimistic to engage CSOs/NGOs in this case study.  In 
these previous collaborations, the concerned CSOs/NGOs provided various inputs 
in responding to questionnaires, providing requested data, engaging in focus group 
discussions with the PSS, and other related matters. These three projects are as 
follows: a) measurement of contribution of volunteer work in the Philippines; b) 
“Metagora” Project; and c) Statistical Handbook on Women and Men in the 
Philippines.  
 
a) Measurement of volunteerism in the Philippines: The study conducted by 

the defunct National Statistical Coordination Board (NSCB) in cooperation with 
the United Nations Volunteers (UNV) and the Johns Hopkins University, was 
an effort towards the formulation of a conceptual and statistical framework for 
the measurement of contribution of  volunteer work in the Philippines.39 
Information were provided by the Philippine National Volunteers Service 
Coordinating Agency (PNVSCA) as well as the Caucus of Development Non-
Profit Organizations (CODE-NGO). The CODE- NGO is an umbrella coalition 
of various non-profit groups, many of which utilize volunteer labor for their 

                                                           
37 (Moshman, 2009[22]) culled from: ADB 1999:1 
38 (ADB, 2007[20]). Civil Society Briefs: Philippines. Asian Development Bank (ADB) 2007. 
39 (Virola et al., 2010[23]).   
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programs, projects or advocacies. In the study, other NGOs/CSOs involved in 
volunteerism were also consulted, such as the (1) Ugnayan ng Pahinugod and 
Jesuit Volunteers Philippines; (2) Philippine Business for Social Progress 
(PBSP); and (3) League of Corporate Foundations (LCF). 
 

b) “Metagora” Project: In another study by then NSCB, the Philippines was 
chosen as one of the pilot areas for the evidenced-based national human rights 
and diagnosis under the Metagora Project under the auspices of the OECD 
and PARIS2140. An analytical framework was developed by the NSCB to 
formulate a questionnaire to measure attitudes of indigenous peoples. The 
work involved a  survey  in collaboration with the Commission on Human Rights 
(CHR), National Commission on Indigenous Peoples (NCIP) and 
complemented by focus group discussions as well as local consultations with 
Indigenous Peoples (IPs) Groups and Organizations in selected regions of the 
country. The study was considered a milestone as it provided benchmark 
information on important aspects of the IP’s level of awareness, knowledge and 
practices on their ancestral domains and ancestral lands, albeit on a pilot 
level.41 

 
c) Statistical Handbook on Women and Men: The statistical handbook was 

developed as one of the outputs of the UN Economic and Social Commission 
for Asia and the Pacific (UN ESCAP) Project on Improving Statistics on Gender 
Issues. The project sought to improve the availability of statistics on and 
sensitivity to gender issues in national statistical systems. The statistical 
handbook included indicators on the situation of men relative to men, such as: 
a) counting women’s household work and b) financial assistance provided to 
farmers and fisherfolk, all sourced from CSOs/NGOs. The project was done in 
collaboration with the Philippine Commission on Women, the National 
Economic and Development Authority and women non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) such as the Women’s Action Network for Development 
(WAND), Development Concepts, Inc. (DEVCON), PILIPINA and other NGOs.  

  
5.2.3 A Look Into Related Studies for SDG Monitoring in Other 

Countries 

The PSA CGD Project Team looked at studies done by other countries for SDG 
monitoring, which are produced by CSOs and NGOs, as reference. Highlights of 
the studies and the entities involved in the generation of the SDG indicators is 
presented as Annex 2 in this report. 

5.3  Data Gap Assessment and Prioritization 
 

5.3.1 Review of SDG Indicators and Results Matrix Indicators 
Data Gaps 

                                                           
40 (NSCB, 2005[24]) 
41 Ibid. 
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The CGD Project Team reviewed the Philippine SDG Indicator Framework42 and 
the PDP Results Matrix where data gaps classified as Tier 2 were already identified 
as part of the SDG assessment exercise. This was based on an assessment work 
done by the PSA as described in Section 3.2 on SDG Assessment. These data 
gaps were further assessed if they could be addressed by using CGD.  Given the 
numerous indicators classified as Tier 2 and Tier 3, a closer assessment was done 
for Tier 2 indicators characterized as “with defined concepts and/or methodologies, 
but which are not yet available nor generated in the PSS, nor at the international 
level”. A review of Tier 3 indicators was not included, as it will require more time 
and effort as there are no definitions or concepts, nor methodologies to speak of, 
which may not be possible given the short time frame for this undertaking.   
 

5.3.2 Development of a Tool to Assess Potential CGDs from 
CSOs 

A questionnaire, “Inventory of Data Holdings and Citizen-Generated Data of Civil 
Society Organizations (CSOs)/Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs”, was 
developed by the CGD Team together with the National Consultant for the 
Philippine case study to review and assess data collected by CSOs and how they 
are currently processed and used, in the context of the SDGs and the PDP. The 
PSA through the National Statistician and Civil Registrar General wrote a formal 
letter of request to the prospective CSOs/NGO respondents. This was 
accompanied by a brief introduction about the data collection tool (e.g. purpose of 
data collection, organizations involved in the data collection, and where the 
information will be used.) The letter also states that information about the 
respondent will be held strictly confidential, while the rest of the information 
provided will be used for the CGD Country Case Study. 

 
Part I of the questionnaire gathered profile information about the CSOs/NGOs  as 
follows: 1) its official name 2) acronym; 3) thematic areas where the CSOs are 
primarily involved; 4) geographic areas where the organization operates or 
primarily implements its programs or activities; 5) whether the organization collects 
data or not answerable by either “yes” or “no,” and includes a profile of the 
respondent or person accomplishing the form, his position or designation, date and 
signature. Should the institution’s response to question number 5 is a “yes”, he will 
be asked to proceed to Part II; otherwise, the respondent is advised to no longer 
proceed to Part II.   

 
The CSOs were then asked basic information on the topics/questions relating to 
CGD for SDG monitoring, e.g. what data are being collected from whom, and for 

                                                           
42 In May 2017, the PSA Board issued Resolution No. 09- Series of 2017, “Approving and adopting the 
initial list of sustainable development goal indicators for monitoring in the Philippines”, which contains 232 
unique indicators.   https://psa.gov.ph/content/2017-board-resolutions 
 

https://psa.gov.ph/content/2017-board-resolutions
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what purpose, to determine their potentials as CGD. This pertains to Part II of the 
questionnaire with the following items of information:   

 
Q1. What data are being collected by your organization that are related to 
the   SDGs and/or PDP indicators (the SDG indicators and PDP indicators 
were attached to the questionnaire as reference);  
 
 Q2. What is the specific SDG and PDP Results Matrix indicator that can 
possibly be addressed by your organization? The respondent is asked to 
indicate the goal number and indicator number in the SDG or PDP results 
matrix that can possibly be complemented by the organization’s data. 
Examples were provided in the questionnaire; 
 
Q3. In which project or program of your organization are these data a 
component of? 
 
Q4. Who are your partner organizations or institutions in the project or 
activity where these data are collected? 
 
Q5. On the method: How do you collect these data? Specify the method. 
Examples are provided, e.g. personal interview, registration, focus group 
discussion, etc. 
 
Q6. Purpose: Why are you collecting these data? Specify the reasons for 
collecting data, e.g. monitoring conditions of beneficiaries, etc. 
 
Q7. Source: From whom do you collect the data? Specify the respondents 
or the source of data being collected. Examples such as women aged 15-
49, children aged 5-14; etc. are provided. A note to provide further 
explanation on what respondents means is also included. 
 
Q8. Frequency of data collection: How often do you collect the data? 
Examples such as quarterly, annually, one-time, etc. are provided.  
 
Q9. In which time period/s (years) are these data available? Examples 
such as Q1-Q4 of 2017, First and second semester of 2017, years 2012-
2016, are provided. 
 
Q10. What geographic area is covered by your data? Examples such as: 
National Capital Region, Province of Camarines Sur, Davao City, Barangay 
Payatas, etc. are given. 
 
Q11. What is the reference period of the most recent data that you 
collected? Examples were cited such as January to March of 2019, etc. 
 
Q12. How accessible are your data? The following choices/categories 
are provided:  
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 a) Data are freely shared with anyone in print and/or online 
publication of reports 

  b) Data are freely shared with anyone upon request 
 c) Data are freely shared only with partner 

institutions/sponsors/beneficiaries upon request 
 d) Data are available at a price  
 e) Data are for internal use only 

 
The finalized questionnaire (Annex 3) benefitted from the discussion of the PSA 
CGD Team, National Consultant and CSOs who were present during the First 
Consultation with CSOs held on June 14, 2019. 

 
5.4  Creating an Enabling Environment for Collaboration 

 
5.4.1 Inventory of CSO Data Holdings and Conduct of Survey 

 
In the Philippines, there was no single comprehensive list of NGOs/CSOs. In view 
of this and due to the limited time allocated for data collection, the initial list of 
CSOs/NGOs to be covered was made considering the predetermined list of SDG 
data gaps, which PSA and PARIS21 national consultant identified before the start 
of data collection phase. The PSA also distributed the CGD inventory tool to other 
CSOs/NGOs that the core group of CSOs/NGOs recommended to be covered in 
the study since they knew that these other CSOs/NGOs also had efforts in line 
with the SDGs. 
 
The developed questionnaires were sent  by the PSA starting 14 June 2019, via 
email to an initial 10 respondents engaged in social sector activities, and who were 
agency participants to the International Conference on SDG Statistics held in 
Manila on October 2017. The e-copy of the questionnaires were also provided to 
the CSOs/NGOs who were present during the Launching Workshop, and who had 
not received them. Additional questionnaires were given to CSO/NGO 
representatives of umbrella organizations and certifying bodies who were present 
during the Launching Workshop to farm out the questionnaires to their member 
institutions. This facilitated the increase in coverage of the survey to an overall total 
of 80 CSOs/NGOs.  
 
Regular communication and follow-ups were made by the PSA CGD Team through 
phone, and via e-mail, and provided answers to queries raised by the respondents 
pertaining to items or difficulties in accomplishing the questionnaire. As soon as 
submissions were received the PSA CGD Team,  these were tabulated these into 
worksheets developed for the purpose.  
 
As of 11 September 2019, the PSA CGD Team received a total of 53 accomplished 
questionnaires. This represents a response rate of 66.25%. However, 14 CSOs 
out of the 53, responded that their institutions do not collect data and no longer 
accomplished Part II of the questionnaire. Thus, responses of a total of only 39 
CSOs/NGOs were included in the processing.  
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Annex 4 provides the list of CSOs that were sent out questionnaires, and the CSOs 
who have responded to the survey. 
  

5.4.2 Consultation Meeting with CSOs and Other Stakeholders 
 
A series of consultation meetings with CSOs/NGOs were organized for the CGD 
study by the PSA CGD Team together with the National Consultant. Three 
consultation meetings were held on: June 14, July 12 and August 8, of 2019. 
Attendees to the first consultation included the following:   a) International Council 
for Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI)-Local Governments for Sustainability, 
Southeast Asia Secretariat; b) Plan International; c) Demographic Research and 
Development Foundation, Inc. (DRDF); and d) Philippine Business for Social 
Progress (PBSP). The attendees to the second consultation include the following: 
a) Jaime V. Ongpin Foundation; b) World- Wide Fund (WWF); ICLEI- Southeast 
Asia Secretariat; c) Grameen Foundation; d) PBSP; and e) Makati Business Club. 
On August 8, 2019, a special consultation meeting was held to discuss the 
Sustainability Reports (SRs) on SDGs of the Philippine Business for Environment 
as a potential source for SDG indicator on environment. 
 

5.4.3 Mapping of Related SDG Indicators with CSO Data Holdings 
 

An initial mapping of data gaps in SDGs that could be addressed by CGD was 
processed by the PSA CGD Team before the Launching Workshop. This was 
based on the submitted data holdings submitted by CSOs that pertain to some 
specific SDG indicators. Initial results show that data holdings of the PBSP, ICLEI, 
DRDF, Grameen Bank and Plan International may be used to support SDG data 
gaps. The mapping is presented in Annex 7. An extensive assessment was further 
done based on this initial mapping which is discussed in Section 3.5.2 of this report. 

 
5.4.4 Conduct of a Launching Workshop 

 
The Launching Workshop on Citizen-Generated Data (CGD) for Official Reporting 
was conducted on 24 July 2019 at Seda Vertis North in Quezon City. A total of 52 
participants (Table 1) attended the event with 30.8 percent of the participants from 
the CSOs and NGOs. The complete list of participating CSOs/NGOS, government 
agencies, and development partners is attached herein as Annex 4. 

Table 1: Participants of Launching Workshop 
 

Type of Participant Number 
Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) and Non-
Governmental Organizations (NGOs) 16 

Development partners / International organizations 6 
Other government agencies 11 
PSA 19 
TOTAL 52 
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The Launching Workshop on CGD for Official Reporting provided the opportunity 
to produce the following outcomes:  

 
a) Provision of technical guidance in the use of CGD in official reporting by 
presenting the concept and its applications 
b) Facilitated a collaborative environment between the Philippine Statistics 
Authority (PSA) and civil society organizations (CSOs) through a consultation 
process 
c) Reviewed current practices in the Philippines in using data from CSOs 
d) Discussed and offered comments on CGD quality measures for possible use 
in official reporting of (SDG) indicators and other key development indicator 
frameworks 

 
The message of the PSA National Statistician43 emphasized the challenge that 
CGD could be a very rich source of untapped data and provide relevant information 
that would potentially help monitor the Philippines’ road to sustainable and 
equitable development. It is thus important for the PSA and other government 
agencies to have a collaborative relationship with the CSOs in order to fully 
harness the potentials of CGD, as well as, develop a standard to assess the quality 
of CGD for official reporting. 
 
Various presentations were covered during the launching workshop as follows: 1) 
overview of the CGD Project; 2) objectives of the workshop; 3) overview of the 
CGD concept; 3) Applications of CGD for SDGs and Official Statistics; 4) 
Questionnaire on the inventory of data holdings and CGD of CSOs and NGOs; 
and 5) the way forward.   
 
A special presentation from Grameen Foundation was also made during the 
Launching Workshop that highlights the potentials of CGD in the Philippines. The 
feature box below summarizes the presentation of the Grameen Foundation.  
 

 
A proposed quality assurance framework (QAF) for CGD for official reporting in the 
Philippines was also discussed by the National Consultant44 to assess the quality 
and usability of the CGD from CSOs and NGOs. The proposed QAF was initially 
evaluated by the PSA CGD Team using the UN National Quality Assurance 
Framework (NQAF) Manual for Official Statistics, espoused by the UN Statistical 

                                                           
43 Delivered on his behalf by his Executive Assistant. 
44 The proposed dimensions were based on the Quality Framework for OECD statistics, PARIS21 Concept Note on 
CGD. 

Box 1. Potentials of CGD in the Philippines: The Case of the Grameen Foundation 
 
Ms. Beverly J. Brul of Grameen Foundation started her presentation by providing 
an overview about her organization, the thematic areas where the organization 
work, and their affiliations in some of the work they do. She then identified the 
possible SDG indicators where Grameen Foundation’s data can make inputs. 
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Commission (UNSC). While the UN NQAF principles are anchored on eight 
dimensions of data quality, namely: (1) relevance; (2) accuracy; (3) reliability; (3) 
timeliness; (4) punctuality; (5) accessibility; (6) clarity, (7) coherence and (8) 
comparability. After several rounds of discussion, The CGD Team and The PSA 
agreed on a QAF for this CGD study. The proposed QAF consists of a scoring 
system that looks into five (5) dimensions only, as follows: (1) Relevance, (2) 
Credibility, (3) Timeliness and Frequency, (4) Methods, and (5) Accessibility. 
Comments and recommendations on the draft quality measures for CGD for official 
reporting were solicited during the breakout workshops.   

 
Key highlights of the workshop include major recommendations and points as 
follows: 

 
• Exploring the use of CGD to complement official statistics and rethinking 

the statistical capacity development in the PSS towards the formulation of 
an integrated framework as stated in the Philippine Statistical Development 
Program 2018-2023. 
 

• Implementation of the PARIS21’s approach in operationalizing CGD 
through the: 

o Dissemination of a comprehensive concept on CGD for official 
reporting in the Philippines and CGD quality measures. 

o Capacity building for CSOs on statistical standards and frameworks 
for data compilation. 

o Partnership between PSA/PSS and CSO to institutionalize the use 
of CGD for official reporting in SDGs and/or key development 
indicator frameworks. 

o Identification of thematic concerns/sectoral involvement and data 
being collected by CSOs. 

o Development of harmonized methodologies for the sectors (PSRTI, 
interagency committees (IACs), and PSA) 

o Coming up with an inventory of data being collected by other 
government agencies but are not being provided to the PSA. 

o Data sharing through the respective agencies’ websites. 
o Creation of a Task Force on CGD to come up with recommendations 

on standard operational concepts and procedures for CGD for official 
reporting.   

 
The Key Outcome Report on the Launching Workshop on CGD for Official 
Reporting which contains details on the program and the detailed comments is 
attached as Annex 5.  

 
5.4.5 Creation of a Task Force (TF) on CGD for Official 

Reporting in the Philippines 
 

The Launching Workshop on CGD for Official Reporting in the Philippines held on 
24 July 2019 paved the way to a profound discussion on how citizen-generated 
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data could be used as possible data source in addressing data gaps for the 
monitoring of the SDGs and other development plans. One of the major 
recommendations during the Launching Workshop was to establish a core 
group/task force comprising representatives from the government, CSOs/NGOs, 
development partners, private sector and academia to institutionalize the use of 
CGD for official reporting of SDGs and key development indicators. 

In view of the foregoing, the TF on CGD for Official Reporting was established 
through PSA Memorandum Order No. 09, Series of 2019. It is composed of the 
PSA as Chair, with Demographic Research and Development Foundation (DRDF) 
as Vice-Chair. Members consist of the following: two representatives from 
government agencies; six representatives from CSOs/NGOs; one representative 
from academia; and two representatives from international organizations. 
Representatives from nine CSOs/NGOs are to be invited on a need basis as 
resource persons45. 

The identified core group shall serve as basis for determining a quorum. A 
technical and secretariat group to be drawn from the Statistical Standards Division 
of PSA will backstop the work of the TF. 

The Task Force has the following tasks: 

1. Identify CGD as possible data source for official reporting; 
2. Develop a harmonized data ecosystem in collaboration with different 

stakeholders to establish a framework of data sharing, exchange of good 
practices on CGD; 

3. Involve stakeholders in data planning/gap assessment in SDGs and/or key 
development frameworks; 

4. Craft a capacity building program for CSOs on SDGs and data quality 
frameworks; 

5. Develop a quality assurance framework for CGD for possible use in official 
reporting; 

6. Recommend to the PSA Board measures to provide a viable environment 
for CGD to be used to better inform/complement official reporting; and 

7. Recommend to the PSA Board policies and standards and validation 
mechanisms on the utilization of CGD for official reporting for the PSS, 
especially in support of monitoring the SDGs. 

The Memorandum Order took effect August 27, 2019. The Task Force is to render 
reports on its operations to the PSA. A copy of the memorandum order is contained 
in this report as Annex 8. 

5.5  Developing Capacities for the Use of CGD in Official Reporting  
 

                                                           
45 The composition of the Task Force is shown in Annex 8.  
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5.5.1 Formulation of Operational Concept for CGD in the 
Philippines 

 
To be useful for official reporting purposes, statistics based on CGD are not 
required to be official statistics46. To be considered official statistics, the CGD must 
meet two conditions. Firstly, the data produced should comply with the United 
Nations Fundamental Principles of Official Statistics (UNFPOS), notably 
confidentiality and professional independence. Second, the data producer must be 
officially mandated and resourced ex-ante, to produce the data according to 
provisions of the country’s statistical laws. Obviously, citizen generated data 
cannot meet these two conditions, having a non-achievable UNFPOS status, and 
its incompatibility with the country’s Statistical Law. Hence, to be useful for official 
reporting purposes, statistics based on CGD are not necessarily required to be 
official statistics. One can afford to use CGD in specific contexts, if it gets qualified 
through a quality lens, such as a “Quality Assurance Framework” which makes it 
“fit for purpose”. 

However, as indicated in the PARIS21 Concept Note, harnessing CGD for official 
reporting on SDGs is not without challenges. One of the challenges is the need to 
clarify and understand what CGD is. Another challenge is the identification and 
agreement of the quality criteria against which CGD will be validated to make it fit 
for purpose. To address those challenges, the PSA identified an operational 
definition of CGD and defined quality criteria for validating CGD. 

In this study, based on the PARIS21 concept of CGD, the proposed operational 
definition follows the three necessary conditions as shown below: 

PARIS21 Concept Note Proposal for the PSS 
Who produces the data:  
                        WHO?   non-state actors 
 

Who produces the data? 
                WHO? CSOs and NGOs 

Data collection approach:  
                         HOW?   Active giving 
                                       

Data collection approach: 
              HOW?   Sourced from citizens 

Primary purpose: 
                 FOR WHAT?   Non-statistical 
                                         Purposes 

Primary purpose: 
      FOR WHAT? Non-statistical  
                           purposes, such as: 
                            monitoring, 
                           tracking interventions,  
                           and/or project reporting 

 
Thus, the proposed operational definition for official reporting in the PSS is as 
follows: 

                                                           
46 PARIS21 Concept Note on CGD. 
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“Citizen generated data are data produced by CSOs/NGOs in the Philippines, 
sourced from citizens as respondents, primarily for non-statistical purposes, 
such as monitoring, tracking interventions and/or project monitoring.” 

Henceforth, this operational definition will become the basis in determining 
indicators to be considered as CGD for official reporting in the Philippines. The 
three necessary conditions on who produces the data, how data are sourced and 
for what purpose are the data gathered, all form part of operationalizing CGD in 
the country. 

5.5.2 Formulation of Quality Assessment Framework for CGD 
in the Philippines and a proposed score allocation rating 
system47.  

 
A proposed rating scale to determine the quality of the CGD gathered and enable 
the process was formulated for the CGD study. This was referenced from the score 
allocation matrix developed by the National Statistics Office of Netherlands for 
externally sourced SDG data.48 The scale is an attempt to replicate the elements 
or criteria used in the UN National Quality Assurance Framework Manual (NQAF), 
the OECD Quality Framework and Guidelines for OECD Statistical Activities, and 
how this can be applied in the Philippine setting. Initially, the following dimensions 
were proposed based on the PARIS21 Concept Note of CGD: a) relevance; b) 
credibility; c) timeliness and frequency; d) methods and e) accessibility. These are 
defined as follows: 

A. Relevance – this dimension assesses the value of the data in terms of 
degree to which the data serves to address a specific purpose. This 
dimension should answer the question whether the data gathered/holding 
characterizes or monitor a specific SDG indicator. 

 
B. Credibility – captures the level of trust in the objectivity of the data. In 
part, this may be determined by the image of the data producer. This 
dimension should capture the level of trust of data producer. 
 
C. Timeliness and frequency – data are up to date and realized on time 
or on a periodic basis.  

 
D. Methods – follows an existing protocol or scientific method of data 
collection.  The method of gathering data is based on an international 
protocol or a recognized standard. 

 
E.  Accessibility – measures  how available data are released or shared 
to users. 

 

                                                           
47 Ibid. 
48 Ibid. 
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It should be noted that these dimensions were selected and defined considering 
simplicity and practicality for application on data collected for non-statistical 
purposes, which is a pre-condition for CGD. For example, it will be difficult to 
measure accuracy in terms of sampling errors, and measures of precision. 
Information for these dimensions can be obtained from the corresponding 
responses in the questionnaire. 
 
A scoring system from 0 to 2 points was developed for each dimension as shown 
in Table 2- Proposed Score Allocation Matrix for Citizen Generated Data for Official 
Reporting in the Philippines. 
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Table 2: Proposed Score Allocation for the Quality Assurance Framework for 
Citizen Generated Data 

 
 

Dimension Scores 
 2 1 0 
Relevance Aggregate data directly 

measure or serve to 
monitor a specific SDG 
indicator 

Aggregate data can be 
used to compare a proxy 
indicator or can serve as 
inputs (e.g. as numerator 
or denominator) to the 
generation of the SDG 
indicator 

Aggregate 
data could not 
be used as 
either input or 
direct 
measure of 
SDG Indicator 

Credibility and 
Trust 

Institution is affiliated with 
an international 
organization or the data 
collection is done in 
collaboration with an 
international organization; 
and the institution is 
certified by a local body 
that issues 
certification/accreditation 
(e.g. SEC, DSWD, DOLE, 
etc.) 

Institution has affiliation 
to another local CSO or 
works with another local 
organization, or certified 
by a local body that 
issues 
certification/accreditation 
(e.g. SEC, DSWD, 
DOLE, etc.) 

Not affiliated 
with another 
organization; 
or not certified 
by a 
certification-
issuing body 

Frequency Data collection schedule 
has a defined periodicity, 
e.g. once every three 
years, yearly, quarterly, 
monthly, etc. 

The data collection 
activity is only a one-time 
activity 

No definite 
time period 
indicated 

Timeliness Aggregate data are 
available within the year 
of reference period 

Aggregate data are 
available 1- year after 
reference period 

Aggregate 
data are 
available 2 or 
more years 
after reference 
period 

Documentation 
on methodology 
or procedure 

The institution follows or 
adheres to an 
international or national 
standard or protocol in 
data collection 
(instrument/tool) and has 
a documentation of 
methodology available 

Method for data 
collection and/or 
estimation/computation 
procedure are available 

No 
documentation 
of 
methodology 
available 

Accessibility Aggregate data are freely 
shared with anyone in 
print and/or online 
publication 

Aggregate data are 
freely shared with 
anyone upon request or 
can be provided to the 
PSA and general public 
through a Memorandum 

Aggregate 
data are for 
internal use 
only of the 
CSO/NGO 
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of Agreement 
(MOA)/data sharing 
agreement 

 
Examples of how scores were assigned for the various dimensions are shown in the 
following tables: a) Table 3 for relevance, b) Table 4 for credibility, c) Table 5 for 
methods and d) Table 6 for accessibility. 

 
Table 3: Examples of Proposed Scoring on Relevance 

 
 Data Relevance 

SDG indicator/s Tier Disaggregation Candidate for 
official reporting? 
(Yes/No) 

Score 

Literacy 
level of 
Indigenous 
beneficiarie
s under the 
Educational 
assistance 
program 

4.1.1 Proportion of 
children and young 
people: (a) in grades 2/3; 
(b) at the end of primary; 
and (c) at the end of 
lower secondary 
achieving at least a 
minimum proficiency level 
in (i) reading and 
(ii) mathematics, by sex 

3 

Barangay 
Baclayan, 
Puerto Galera 

Yes 1 

Number of 
disclosures 
on child 
sexual 
abuse and 
exploitation 
and actions 
taken 

5.2.2 Proportion of 
women and girls aged 15 
years and older subjected 
to sexual violence by 
persons other than an 
intimate partner in the 
previous 12 months, by 
age and place of 
occurrence 

3 

Cities/ 
Municipalities/ 
Provinces of 
NCR, CAR, 
CALABARZON, 
MIMAROPA, VI, 
VII. VIII, IX, X, 
XI, XII, XIII 

Yes 1 

 
Table 4: Examples of Proposed Scoring on Credibility 

 
Data Credibility 

Affiliation/ Partnership Score 

Literacy level of Indigenous 
beneficiaries under the Educational 
assistance program 

N/A 0 
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Number of disclosures on child 
sexual abuse and exploitation and 
actions taken 

Break the Silence National Network 
Members and Partners (non-government 
and government organizations to include 

DSWD, PNP and DepEd) 

1 

 
Table 5: Examples of Proposed Scoring on Methods 

 
Data Methods 

How data are being collected Score 

Literacy level of Indigenous 
beneficiaries under the 
Educational assistance program 

Academic assessment of IP beneficiaries 1 

Number of disclosures on child 
sexual abuse and exploitation 
and actions taken 

Collected Report Forms, Meetings, Referrals 2 

 
Table 6: Examples of Proposed Scoring on Accessibility 

 
Data Accessibility 

How data are being shared Score 

Literacy level of Indigenous 
beneficiaries under the 
Educational assistance 
program 

Data are freely shared only with partner 
institutions/sponsors/beneficiaries upon request. 

1 

Number of disclosures on 
child sexual abuse and 
exploitation and actions taken 

Number of cases are what can be freely shared to 
partners; other data are confidential 

1 

        
Conditions. A minimum standard score of 1.33 should be obtained from the average 
scores, combined together, from all the dimensions, to be considered as a CGD for official 
reporting. It should be noted however, that before these scores are assigned, the 
preconditions for identifying CGD should be obtained for each data holding as follows: 
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1. Data holding is collected/gathered by CSOs/NGOs; 
2. Citizens are respondents of the information collected; and  
3. Data holdings are primarily produced for non-statistical purposes. 

 
This is demonstrated below in Table 7 for indicators on 1) literacy level; 2) number 
of barangays whose population has access to immunization; and 3) abundance, 
species composition and biomass levels. Note that in this case, while indicators 1 
and 2 will be considered as CGD, the third indicator did not satisfy all three 
conditions discussed above, since, the data were not sourced from citizens 
(second precondition), 

 
Table 7: Preconditions for Identifying CGD 

 
Data Preconditions CGD? 

(Yes/No) 
CSO as data 
producer? 
(Yes/No)  

Citizens as 
respondents? 

(Yes/No) 
 

Non-statistical 
purpose? 
(Yes/No) 

Literacy level of Indigenous 
beneficiaries under the 
Educational assistance 
program 

Yes Yes Yes  Yes 

Number of barangays whose 
population have access to 
immunization 

Yes Yes 
 
 

Yes 
 
 
 

Yes 

Abundance, Species 
Composition and Biomass 
Levels of Reef Fishes in the 
Municipalities of Araceli and 
Roxas, Palawan 

Yes N/A 
 
 

Yes 
 

No 

 
  

IP beneficiaries 
For literacy intervention 

and development 

Barangay officials and 
community elderly 

Community profiling for 
providing additional services 

There is no respondent 
for these data 

To determine the current status of reef 
fishes in coastal areas of Araceli and Roxas in 

terms of species composition, abundance 
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5.5.3 Conduct of the CGD Dissemination Forum 

The results and findings of the CGD study were presented in a dissemination forum 
with partners and stakeholders for advocacy and future work to prosper the use of 
CGD in the PSS when official data is not available. The dissemination forum was 
conducted on 16 October 2019 at the Seda Vertis North Hotel in Quezon City. Dr. 
Clare Dennis Mapa, Undersecretary, PSA National Statistician and Civil Registrar 
General welcomed the participants while Johannes Jutting, Executive Head of 
PARIS21, gave a video message. All Deputy National Statisticians of the PSA also 
attended the forum together with representatives from CSOs/NGOs, government 
agencies, private organizations, and development partners.  

Specifically, the forum discussed the following: a) activities and milestones of the 
CGD initiative; b) the dynamics and concept of CGD; c) assessment of viability of 
CSO/NGO data holdings for official reporting and proposed quality assurance 
framework; d) CSO/NGO potential data holdings as CGD that could possibly 
address data gaps in the SDG indicators; and e) some recommendations on future 
directions on CGD generation for official reporting. 

As panelists, reactions and feedback on the CGD study were also provided by the 
following: a) Dr. Lisa Grace Bersales, former PSA National Statistician and CRG, 
now President of the Philippine Statistical Association, Inc.; b) Ms. Millicent Gay 
Tejada, Project Officer for Asia and the Pacific of PARIS21; and c) Ms. Ela Victoria 
Sarmago, Division Chief   of the Philippine National Volunteer Service Coordinating 
Agency. 

Highlights of their comments focused primarily on the commendable work of the 
CGD pilot study in the Philippines in partnership with CSOs/NGOs. The panelists 
also emphasized taking on the advantages and the opportunities resulting from 
the CGD study in providing granularity of data (i.e. subnational and sectoral 
statistics about ageing, disabled, indigenous peoples, farmers, etc.) to address 
the data gaps of the Tier 2 and Tier 3 SDG indicators. They likewise gave 
suggestions on how to advance work on CGD further: a) Sustain the good 
collaborative work/partnership with the CSOs/NGOs towards CGD for official 
reporting; b) methodological work and research to firm up indicators that can be 
derived from the CSO data holdings; c) look into other quality dimensions to 
strengthen the quality assurance framework based from the paper entitled 
“Citizen science and the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals” by 
Fritz, et. al. (2019), which looks further into the spatial, temporal and inter-
operability aspects of merging/combining CSO and official data sets for SDG 
indicator reporting; d) for the PSRTI to conduct special capacity building for 
CSOs/NGOs; e) continuing advocacy and awareness at all levels of CSO/NGO; 
f) exploring how the community based monitoring system (CBMS) can be utilized 
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for community based indicators; g) conduct of regular Regional Statistics 
Committee summits to tackle data gap concerns on SDGs, and making the 
CSOs/NGOs part of the discussion; h) of PARIS21’s willingness to support 
Phase 2 of the Country Case Study for Official Reporting, thus continuing 
engagement with the PSA and the PSS; and i) sharing the Philippine experience 
on CGD.  

The key outcomes of the forum focused on sustaining the citizen-generated data 
for official reporting in the Philippines. The suggested actions and 
recommendations were as follows: 
a) Improvement of the Proposed Quality Assurance Framework (QAF): This 

will entail a review and refinement of the elements/dimensions included in the 
proposal as well the proposed scoring system. Specifically, other dimensions 
such as interoperability, temporal resolutions may be considered. Likewise, a 
closer look into the actual data of the CSOs/NGOs and the corresponding 
metadata will be done with the help of the Task Force on CGD for Official 
reporting in the Philippines. 
 

b) Utilizing CGD and CSO data holdings to estimate SDG indicators: 
Primarily, it is recommended that the Task Force identify the priority indicators 
that could be addressed by CGD. Likewise, research will be conducted with the 
help of the academe and the PSRTI, on statistical modelling and estimation 
techniques that can be used to generate national level estimates from 
subnational and local level data from CSOs. Likewise, the PSA will look into 
the possibility of incorporating the CGD to the Community Based Monitoring 
System, technical aspects of which, are now lodged with the PSA. The 
recommended set of CGD and CSO data holdings will also be integrated into 
the national SDG Data Flow. 

 
c) Providing the environment for coordinating work on CGD at the national 

and subnational level: This entails continued partnership and collaboration by 
the PSA with the CSOs/NGOs. A data sharing agreement between the PSA 
and the CSOs/NGOs with identified CGD and CSO data holdings addressing 
data gaps for SDG monitoring will be formulated. It is also suggested the 
Regional Statistical Committee Summits be the avenue for further discussion 
on the improvement of CGD that will address data gaps identified at the 
subnational level. This will involve the CSOs/NGOs located at the subnational 
level.  

 
d) Developing statistical capacities of the CSOs/NGOs: An orientation 

organized by the PSA on the following topics: a) UN National Quality Assurance 
Framework (UN-NQAF), b) CGD QAF and c) Generic Statistical Business 
Process Protocol will include participants from CSOs/NGOs. The PSRTI will 
likewise conduct capacity building programs for CSOs/NGOs, with focus on 
SDGs. The Key Outcome Report of the CGD Dissemination Forum is found in 
Annex 7. 
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6. Findings and Observations 
 

6.1  Insights about CSOs/NGOs with Data Holdings 

As shown in Table 8, a total of 54 CSOs/NGOs responded to the survey. Of those, 39 
collect data, while 15 CSOs/NGOs responded as not collecting data. 

Table 8. Number of respondent CSOs/NGOs 

Respondents Number 

CSOs/NGOs that collect data 39 

CSOs/NGOs that do not collect data 14 

Total 53 
 

Each CSO/NGO may be involved in several activities. 

In this inventory, the respondent CSOs/NGOs are involved in various demographic and 
social sector activities as shown in Fig. 1.  

These include primarily: a) scholarships, trainings, seminars and day care center support 
services; b) sexual and reproductive health and nutrition programs; and c) technical 
support to LGUs, disaster risk reduction, mitigation and management (DRRM), 
comprehensive development planning, etc. as well as support to local communities. 
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Figure 1. Number of respondent CSOs/NGOs* focusing on demographic and social sectors 
 
 
 

 
 

They are likewise involved in various activities on economic sectors to include among 
others, the following: a) technical and technological support to farmers, sustainable 
forestry and fishing practices; b) corporate social responsibility, partnerships and 
networks among corporations and projects’ monitoring; and c) partnerships with NGAs, 
LGUs to finance infrastructure and other projects; as depicted in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2. Number of respondent CSOs/NGOs focusing on economic sectors 
 

  
 

On environment and multi-domain sectors, the CSOs/NGOs are involved in the following 
activities, among others, as shown in Fig. 3: a) monitoring of fish catch, reefs, forest cover, 
support to DRRM and solid waste management practices, and pollution monitoring; b) 
financial and employment opportunities for people in poverty, and providing means for 
access to basic services; and c) programs for the welfare of the elderly, persons with 
disability, youth, children and women. 
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Figure 3. Number of respondent CSOs/NGOs focusing on environment and multi-domain 
sectors 
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Figure 4. Location of CSOs/NGOs 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As shown in Fig. 4 above, 13 of 39 CSOs/NGOs operate nationwide, while 21 of 39 
CSOs/NGOs have operations in the National Capital Region (NCR).  

 

 

  

13 of 39 CSOs/NGOs* 
operate nationwide 

21 of 39 CSOs/NGOs* 
have operations in NCR 
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Figure 5 shows the location of CSOs/NGOs where they operate in various regions of 
the country. 

 
Figure 5. Number of respondent CSOs/NGOs* by location of operations  

Other characteristics of the CSOs/NGOs are as follows: 

On data management: The CSOs/NGOs roles on data management belong to any of 
the following:  

a) As data collectors for specific surveys, personal interviews, registration of 
beneficiaries, recording of progress of projects, scientific research, etc.; 

a) As producers of aggregate data on specific sectors and geographic/subnational 
areas; and  

b) As compilers of information from various sources (e.g. secondary data from partner 
CSOs/NGOs, government agencies and LGUs. 

On providers of information: Based on the inventory, apart from or other than “citizens”, 
there were other “providers” from whom the CSOs/NGOs collect their data/information, 
as follows: a) research findings and findings derived from the use of scientific tools; b) 
LGUs, e.g. barangay health units; c) private establishments/businesses, such as 
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MSMEs49 and cooperatives; and d) beneficiary/partner organizations such as schools, 
day care centers, other CSOs or NGOs. 

On purposes of data collection: The CSOs/NGOs gather information for any of the 
following non-statistical purposes: a) project monitoring of progress and evaluation; b) 
inputs to strategies and planning for future engagements/projects; c) providing the best 
possible service to beneficiaries; d) monitoring of resources available; and e) reporting to 
funding organizations. 

6.2 Resulting Scores on CSOs/NGOs Viability for Official Reporting 

Table 9 shows the distribution of scores of the CSO data holdings. Based on this, the 
minimum average score of 1.33 is obtained. A corresponding chart is also shown (Fig. 6). 
Hence, a CSO data holding is considered “acceptable” if it passed all the following criteria:  

a) An average score across the quality dimensions of greater than or equal to 
1.33; 

b) No zero score in any of the quality dimension; and 
c) No blank entry in any of the quality dimensions. 

An “acceptable” CSO data/indicator is tagged as “possible Citizen-Generated Data (CGD) 
for official reporting” if it can either provide granular disaggregation to Tier 1 SDG 
indicators or it can provide inputs to Tier 2 or Tier 3 SDG indicators. Otherwise, it is tagged 
as “possible CSO data holding for official reporting”, but not as CGD. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                                           
49 Micro, small and medium enterprises. 
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Table 9: Distribution of Scores                     Figure. 6 - Distribution of QAF Scores 

 

                                                       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Score Count 

0.00 2 (0.49%) 

0.50 1 (0.25%) 

0.67 5 (1.23%) 

0.83 27 (6.67%) 

1.00 22 (5.43%) 

1.17 74 (18.27%) 

1.20 2 (0.49%) 

1.33 71 (17.53%) 

1.50 110 (27.16%) 

1.60 1 (0.25%) 

1.67 70 (17.28%) 

1.80 12 (2.96%) 

1.83 8 (1.98%) 

Total 405 (100.00%) 

Average Score: 1.33 
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Figure 7 shows a pie chart of CSOs/NGOs Data Holdings of 519 data sets, classified as 
follows: a) two hundred fifty-one or 48.4% are tagged as CGD; b) 220 items or 42.4% are 
tagged as CSO/NGO data holdings; and c) 48 or 9.2% are tagged uncategorized data 
holdings. Uncategorized data holdings are not related to any SDG indicator. 

Figure 7. CSO/NGO data holdings by category 

                                 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

6.3 Possible CGD and CSO/NGO Data Holdings 

Table 10 presents a summary of CGD and CSO/NGO Data Holdings50 tagged to SDG 
indicators by the CSOs/NGOs. Of the 251 CGD data holdings, 97 can address granularity 
of Tier 1 SDG indicators; 69 can address Tier 2 SDG indicators; 52 can address Tier 3 
SDG indicators; while 33 data holdings, do not refer to any SDG goal or indicator.  

 
Of the 220 CSO/NGO data holdings which are not considered CGD, 71 can address Tier 
1 SDG indicators; 38 can address Tier 2 SDG indicators; 13 can address Tier 3 SDG 
indicators; while no goal or SDG indicator is identified for 98 data holdings. Out of the 48 
“uncategorized” data holdings, mostly or 43 of them did not identify or do not relate to any 
goal or SDG indicator. 

 
 

                                                           
50 The assessment undertaken considered the responses in the questionnaires collected from the 80 CSOs/NGOs. 
The PSA technical staff have slated activities in 2020 to verify the actual datasets, estimates generated and 
methodologies employed by CSOs/NGOs before these CGD can be used for SDG official reporting. 
 

 

 

 

48%

43%

9%

CGD CSO data holdings Uncategorized
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In summary, 170 data holdings can address Tier 1 SDG indicators, 108 data holdings 
can address Tier 2 SDG indicators, while 67 data holdings can address Tier 3 SDG 
indicators. 
 
  

 

Type of CSO/NGO 
data 

Total 
Number 

Number of CGD/CSO data holdings that can address: 

Tier 1 
SDG 

indicators 

Tier 2 
SDG 

indicators 

Tier 3 
SDG 

indicators 

No specific 
global SDG 
indicator 
identified 

CGD 251 97 69 52 33 

CSO/NGO data 
holdings 

220 71 38 13 98 

Uncategorized 48 2 1 2 43 

Total 519 170 108 67 174 

 
With the application of the approved quality assurance framework, however, the number 
of data holdings of “acceptable” quality was reduced to 220 data holdings as shown below 
in Table 11. It should be noted that these CSO/NGO data holdings do not have zero 
score/s in any of the quality dimensions, and there are no blanks or missing information. 
Besides meeting the CGD Quality Assurance Framework criteria, a data holding is also 
tagged as “acceptable” if it can either provide granular/other disaggregation to Tier 1 SDG 
indicators, or it can provide inputs to Tier 2 or Tier 3 SDG indicators. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 10: Summary of CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings tagged to SDG indicators by 
the CSOs/NGOs 
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Table 12 shows the possible CGD and CSO data holdings for official reporting of SDG 
indicators by Tier. One hundred forty- one data holdings are “possible citizen-generated 
data” for official reporting, while 79 data holdings although not considered CGD, are CSO 
data holdings that can be used for official reporting of SDG indicators. Out of the 141 
CGD data holdings, 61 can address Tier 1 SDG indicators; 33 can address Tier 2 SDG 
indicators and 36 can address Tier 3 SDG indicators. No specific Goal or SDG indicators 
were identified relating to 10 of these CGD data holdings.  

Of the 71 (not CGD) possible CSO data holdings for official reporting, 49, 18 and 7 data 
holdings can address Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 SDG indicators respectively. No goal or 
SDG indicator was identified for 5 CSO data holdings. In summary, 110 data holdings can 
address Tier 1 SDG indicators, 51 can address Tier 2 SDG indicators, while 44 can 
address Tier 3 SDG indicators.  

  

Rating Number 

"Acceptable” 
(With ratings 1.33 
or higher*) 

220 
(42.4%) 

“Not Acceptable” 
(With ratings less 
than 1.33) 

299 
(57.6%) 

Total 519 

141

79

Figure 8. CGD and CSO/NGO Data Holdings 
for SDG Official Reporting

CGD CSO/NGO data holdings

35.9%

64.1%

Table 11. Summary of CGD QAF 
Ratings of CGD and CSO/NGO 
data holdings 
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Table 12: Possible CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings for SDG official reporting by 
Tier classification of SDG indicators 

Type of CSO/NGO data Total 
Number 

Number of CGD/CSO data holdings that can 
address: 

Tier 1 
SDG 

indicators 

Tier 2 
SDG 

indicators 

Tier 3 
SDG 

indicators 

No specific 
global SDG 
indicator 
identified 

"Possible Citizen-
Generated Data (CGD) 
for official reporting" 

141 61 33 37 10 

"Possible CSO/NGO data 
holdings for official 
reporting" 

79 49 18 7 5 

Total 220 110 51 44 15 

 

Note that 24 CGD and CSO data holdings that can serve as inputs to Tier 1 SDG 
indicators are available at the national level. Sixty (60) CGDs can serve as inputs to Tier 
1 SDG indicators particularly in providing subnational and other categorical dis-
aggregations.  Twenty-six (26) CSO data holdings can serve as inputs to Tier 1 SDG 
indicators, particularly in providing sub-national level and other categorical dis-
aggregations.  

6.4 Potential CGDs and CSO/NGO Data Holdings that can Support Tier 1 
SDG Indicators 

In tables: In summary, a total of 36 SDG indicators classified as Tier 1 can be supported 
by 91 potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings51. The full list of SDG indicators, by 
goal and the potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings are shown in Table 13, marked 
with ‘CGD” icons created for the purpose.  

Detailed tables (Tables 13a-13k) of potential CGDs that can support data gaps of Tier 1 
SDG indicators by goal and by producing CSO/NGO are shown in Annex 10. The 
annexed  tables, provide additional information on available disaggregation  of the various 
data holdings  as follows: a) specific city/municipality/province/region; b) sex; c) age; d) 
special population groups (e.g. persons with disability, children, elderly, farmers, 
indigenous peoples, etc.) e) crop produced, e.g. coffee or coconut; and f) aquatic species. 

 

                                                           
51 Similar data holdings commonly produced by one or two CSO/NGO were counted as one.  
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Table 13: Potential CGDs and CSO/NGO Data Holdings that can Support Tier 1 
SDG Indicators 

 
Goal Indicator Citizen-Generated data/CSO 

Data Holding 
Legend 

Goal 1: No 

Poverty (6) 
 

1.1.1 Proportion of the 
population living below the 
international poverty line 
by sex, age, employment 
status and geographic 
location (urban/rural) 

Poverty Probability Index (PPI)  

1.2.1. Proportion of 
population living below the 
national poverty line, by 
sex and age 

Number of HH below poverty 
threshold 

 

1.5.1. Number of deaths, 
missing persons and 
directly affected persons 
attributed to disasters per 
100,000 population 

Disaster risk reduction; 
number/proportion of affected 
population post disaster 

 

1.5.4. Proportion of local 
governments that adopt 
and implement local 
disaster risk reduction 
strategies in line with 
national disaster risk 
reduction strategies 

LGUs with Child Centered 
DRRM Plans 

 

Barangay LGUs that underwent 
DRRM Training and with DRRM 
Plans 

 

1.a.2. Proportion of total 
government spending on 
essential services 
(education, health and 
social protection) 

Local government's spending 
on education (Amount) 

 

1.a.3. Sum of total grants 
and non-debt-creating 
inflows directly allocated to 
poverty reduction 
programmes as a 
proportion of GDP 

Number of Private 
organizations willing to partner 
with Synergeia in funding the 
upliftment of education 
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Goal 2: Zero 
Hunger (4) 

 
 
 
 
 

2.2.1. Prevalence of 
stunting (height for age <-2 
standard deviation from 
the median of the World 
Health Organization (WHO) 
Child Growth Standards) 
among children under 5 
years of age 

Prevalence of stunting in 
children under five years of age 

 

2.2.2. Prevalence of 
malnutrition (weight for 
height >+2 or <-2 standard 
deviation from the median 
of the WHO Child Growth 
Standards) among children 
under 5 years of age, by 
type (wasting and 
overweight) 

Prevalence of wasting in 
children under five years of age 

 

Number and Proportion of 
underweight children 
rehabilitated 

 

Malnourished children fed  

Goal 3: Good 
Health and Well-
being (6) 
 

 

3.2.1. Under-five mortality 
rate 

Under-five mortality rates  

3.2.2. Neonatal mortality 
rate 

Neonatal mortality rates  

3.3.2. Tuberculosis 
incidence per 100,000 
population 

Prevalence of tuberculosis  
Number of presumptive TB 
cases examined 

 

Number and percentage of 
smear positive TB cases 
undergoing treatment 

 

3.7.1. Proportion of 
women of reproductive 
age (aged 15-49 years) who 
have their need for family 
planning satisfied with 
modern methods 

Early pregnancy  

Goal 4: Quality 
Education (15) 

4.1.1. Proportion of 
children and young people: 
(a) in grades 2/3; (b) at the 
end of primary; and (c) at 
the end of lower secondary 

Proportion of children who are 
functionally literate 

 

Number of school children 
participated in remedial reading 
classes 
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achieving at least a 
minimum proficiency level 
in (i) reading and (ii) 
mathematics, by sex 

Increased in reading proficiency 
of grades 3 to 6 

 

4.2.2. Participation rate in 
organized learning (one 
year before the official 
primary entry age), by sex 

Number of boys and girls 
participating in reading sessions 
and literacy building activities 
at home and in the community 

 

4.3.1. Participation rate of 
youth and adults in formal 
and non-formal education 
and training in the previous 
12 months, by sex 

Number of children going to 
school 

 

Proportion of vulnerable boys 
and girls currently enrolled in 
and attending a structured 
learning institution 

 

Number of boys and girls who 
regularly attend the 
learning/literacy programs 

 

Name of techvoc student, 
assessed, NC certified and 
employed/ able set up business 

 

Directory information like 
name, email address, telephone 
number, and other contact 
details 

 

4.6.1. Proportion of 
population in a given age 
group achieving at least a 
fixed level of proficiency in 
functional (a) literacy and 
(b) numeracy skills, by sex 

Proportion of children who are 
functionally literate 

 

Proportion of boys and girls 
with improved performance in 
literacy and numeracy skills 

 

Number of LGUs with 
decreasing number of non-
readers and frustration readers 

 

Achievement Tests, Fast and 
Slow Learners, Promotion by 
Levels 

 

4.a.1. Proportion of schools 
with access to: (a) 
electricity; (b) the Internet 
for pedagogical purposes; 

Number of schools per 
municipality 

 

Schools provided with hand-
washing facilities 
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(c) computers for 
pedagogical purposes; (d) 
adapted infrastructure and 
materials for students with 
disabilities; (e) basic 
drinking water; (f) single-
sex basic sanitation 
facilities; and (g) basic 
handwashing facilities (as 
per the WASH indicator 
definitions) 

Schools passing the Quality 
Learning Environment criteria 

 

Goal 5: Gender 
Equality (3) 

 

5.2.1. Proportion of ever-
partnered women and girls 
aged 15 years and older 
subjected to physical, 
sexual or psychological 
violence by a current or 
former intimate partner in 
the previous 12 months, by 
form of violence and by 
age 

Cases of violence against 
children 

 

5.2.2. Proportion of 
women and girls aged 15 
years and older subjected 
to sexual violence by 
persons other than an 
intimate partner in the 
previous 12 months, by age 
and place of occurrence 

Child Trafficking  

5.3.1. Proportion of 
women aged 20-24 years 
who were married or in a 
union before age 15 and 
before age 18 

Child Marriage  

Goal 7: Affordable 
and Clean Energy 
(2) 

7.1.2. Proportion of 
population with primary 
reliance on clean fuels and 
technology 

Volume of different types of 
fuel sold within a geo-political 
boundary through a survey 
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7.2.1. Renewable energy 
share in the total final 
energy consumption 

Cities with renewable energy 
facility installations in their 
jurisdictions including the 
following details – renewable 
energy type and generation 
capacity 

 

Goal 8: Decent 
Work and 
Economic Growth 
(8) 

 

8.5.2. Unemployment rate, 
by sex, age and persons 
with disabilities 

Unemployment number in a 
specific geographical area 

 

Educational Attainment of 
trainees by 
sex/age/gender/location 

 

Means of livelihood/ 
Employment status 

 

8.6.1. Proportion of youth 
(aged 15-24 years) not in 
education, employment or 
training 

Unemployment number in a 
specific geographical area 

 

Educational Attainment of 
trainees by 
sex/age/gender/location 

 

Means of 
livelihood/Employment status 

 

Number of Out of school youth 
(OSCY) 

 

8.10.2. Proportion of adults 
(15 years and older) with 
an account at a bank or 
other financial institution 
or with a mobile-money-
service provider 

Number of households with 
saving scheme 

 

Goal 11: 
Sustainable Cities 
and Communities 
(1) 

 
and  

11.5.1. Number of deaths, 
missing persons and 
directly affected persons 
attributed to disasters per 
100,000 population 

Disaster risk reduction; 
number/proportion of affected 
population, post disaster 

 

13.1.2. Number of 
countries that adopt and 
implement national 
disaster risk reduction 
strategies in line with the 

Disaster risk reduction; 
number/proportion of affected 
population post disaster 
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Goal 13: Climate 
Action (3) 

 

Sendai Framework for 
Disaster Risk Reduction 
2015-2030 
13.2.1. Number of 
countries that have 
communicated the 
establishment or 
operationalization of an 
integrated 
policy/strategy/plan which 
increases their ability to 
adapt to the adverse 
impacts of climate change, 
and foster climate 
resilience and low 
greenhouse gas emissions 
development in a manner 
that does not threaten 
food production (including 
a national adaptation plan, 
nationally determined 
contribution, national 
communication, biennial 
update report or other) 

Data on preparedness, 
adaptation, loss and damage, 
vulnerability, exposure, risk and 
resilience (including socio 
economic profile of 
respondents) 

 

Climate and weather-related 
data, media coverage of climate 
change issues, selected socio-
ecological systems data, climate 
adaptation tools and resilience 
solutions, and feedback on the 
uses and application of climate 
information 

 

Goal 14: Life 
Below Water (12) 

 

14.5.1. Coverage of 
protected areas in relation 
to marine areas 

Status of Coral Communities 
and Reef-Associated Fish 
and Invertebrates in the 
Municipality of Araceli, Palawan 

 

Live corals and fishes of Black 
Rock Reef in Taytay and Hart 
Reef in Araceli, Palawan 2016 

 

Fish and coral monitoring in 
Black Rock Reef, Taytay and 
Hart Reef, Araceli, Palawan 
2019 

 

Status of Coral Communities 
and Reef-Associated Fish and 
Invertebrates in the 
municipality of Araceli Palawan 
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Reef Fish and Benthic Lifeform 
Assessments in Near Shores of 
Araceli, Palawan July 2010   

 

Reef Fish and Benthic Lifeform 
Assessments in the Inshore of 
Quezon, Palawan July 2010   

 

Reef Fish and Benthic 
Assessment for Taytay Bay 
August 2010 

 

Reef Fish and Benthic Lifeform 
Assessments in the Inshore of 
Quezon, Palawan July 2010   

 

Status of Benthic and Reef Fish 
Communities of Araceli, 
Palawan July 2011 

 

Status of Benthic and Reef Fish 
Communities of Dumaran, 
Palawan June 2011 

 

Status of Benthic and Reef Fish 
Communities of Hart Reef, 
Araceli, Palawan July 2011   

 

Number of Pawikan Hatchlings    
Goal 15: Life on 
Land (25) 

 

15.1.1. Forest area as a 
proportion of total land 
area 

Forest cover per municipality  
Total Trees Planted (fruit 
bearing and indigenous trees) 

 

Total number of land reforested  
Total number of lands utilized 
for alternative Agricultural 
Livelihood 

 

Trained community leaders and 
data on developing barangay 
development plan 

 

Existing resources and previous 
development plans 

 

Biophysical and social setting of 
mountain range; geospatial 
data e.g but not limited to Land 
use, Thematic Map (ECAN 
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Zones, KBAs), Remaining forest, 
tenure (eg. CBFM, Ancestral 
Domain Claim, Settlements, 
etc), projects, implemented 
(including NGP areas, etc), 
threats to forests 
Priority conservation areas and 
species; checklist of flora and 
fauna of protected landscape 

 

GIS datasets– forest, DEM, 
protected area boundaries, LGU 
boundaries; satellite images; 
maps 

 

15.1.2. Proportion of 
important sites for 
terrestrial and freshwater 
biodiversity that are 
covered by protected 
areas, by ecosystem type 

Forest cover per municipality  
Traditional governance of ICCs 
and IPs; traditional resources 
governance mechanisms 

 

Trained community leaders and 
data on developing barangay 
development plan 

 

Existing resources and previous 
development plans 

 

GIS datasets– forest, DEM, 
protected area boundaries, LGU 
boundaries; satellite images; 
maps 

 

Steps and considerations on 
nursery and out-planting of 
beach forest trees 

 

15.2.1. Progress towards 
sustainable forest 
management 

CBFMA holders; areas covered; 
status of CRMF 

 

Protection and conservation 
status; community efforts 

 

Traditional governance of ICCs 
and IPs; traditional resources 
governance mechanisms 
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Trained community leaders and 
data on developing barangay 
development plan 

 

Biophysical and social setting of 
mountain range; geospatial 
data e.g. but not limited to 
Land use, Thematic Map (ECAN 
Zones, KBAs), Remaining forest, 
tenure (eg. CBFM, Ancestral 
Domain Claim, Settlements, 
etc), projects, implemented 
(including NGP areas, etc), 
threats to forests 

 

Biophysical and social setting of 
mountain range; geospatial 
data e.g but not limited to Land 
use, Thematic Map (ECAN 
Zones, KBAs), Remaining forest, 
tenure (eg. CBFM, Ancestral 
Domain Claim, Settlements, 
etc), projects, implemented 
(including NGP areas, etc), 
threats to forests 

 

Priority conservation areas and 
species; checklist of flora and 
fauna of protected landscape 

 

GIS datasets– forest, DEM, 
protected area boundaries, LGU 
boundaries; satellite images; 
maps 

 

15.5.1. Red List Index Priority conservation areas and 
species; checklist of flora and 
fauna of protected landscape 

 

15.9.1. Progress towards 
national targets 
established in accordance 
with Aichi Biodiversity 
Target 2 of the Strategic 

Priority conservation areas and 
species; checklist of flora and 
fauna of protected landscape 
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Plan for Biodiversity 2011-
2020 

Goal 16: Peace, 
Justice, and 
Strong 
Institutions (4) 

 

16.6.1. Primary 
government expenditures 
as a proportion of original 
approved budget, by sector 
(or by budget codes or 
similar) 

Public investment in programs 
for children 

 

16.9.1. Proportion of 
children under 5 years of 
age whose births have 
been registered with a civil 
authority, by age 

Public investment in programs 
for children 

 

Children covered by projects 
with birth registration 

 

Brgys. with birth registration 
services either at a fixed centre 
or mobile services 

 

 
In charts: A summary of the number of Tier 1 SDG Indicators that can be supported by 
potential unique CGD/CSO data sources with subnational disaggregation and other 
dimensions, is shown in Figure 9.  In this chart, the CGD/CSO similar data holdings, albeit 
with several dimensions (e.g. by sex, or by different areas, etc.) are counted only once. 
As reflected, the number of CSO/CGD data holding that can support 36 Tier 1 SDG 
indicators, ranges from one to six for the various goals. Goal 1 can be supported by 6 
potential CGD/CSO data holdings, at the most, while goals 11 and 14 can be supported 
by only 1 CGD/CSO data holding. 
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Figure 9: Number of Tier 1 SDG indicators with potential 
CGD/CSO data sources with subnational and dimensional 

disaggregations

36 
SDG Tier 1 
indicators 
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6.5 Potential CSO/NGO Data Holdings that Support Tier 2 SDG Indicators 

In tables: In summary, a total of 24 SDG indicators classified as Tier 2 can be supported 
by 49 potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings52. The full list of SDG indicators, by 
goal and the potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings are shown in Table 14.  

Detailed tables (Tables 14a-14i) of potential CGDs that can support data gaps of Tier 2 
SDG indicators by goal and by producing CSO/NGO are shown in Annex 11. The 
annexed tables, provide additional information on available disaggregation of the various 
data holdings as follows: a) geographic location – 49 data holdings; b) sex – 20  data 
holdings; c) age – 10 data holdings; and d) ethnicity – 1 data holding. 

Table 14: Potential CGDs and CSO/NGO Data Holdings that can Support Tier 2 
SDG Indicators 

 
Goal Indicator Citizen-Generated data/CSO 

Data Holding 
Legend 

Goal 1: No 

Poverty (2) 
 

1.4.1. Proportion of 
population living in 
households with access to 
basic services 

Number of HH living in 
makeshift housing 

 

Food Security 
 

 

Goal 2: Zero 

Hunger (2) 

2.1.1. Prevalence of 
undernourishment 

Height and weight of 
Indigenous children/students 
from kinder to Grade 6 

 

Prevalence of underweight in 
children under five years of 
age 

 

Goal 3: Good 
Health and Well-

being (5) 

3.1.1. Maternal mortality 
ratio 

WRA provided information on 
MNCHN services 

 

WRA utilizing MNCHN services  
3.3.1. Number of new HIV 
infections per 1,000 
uninfected population, by 
sex, age and key populations 

Notified cases of all forms of 
TB 

 

TB cases with RR-TB and/or 
MDR-TB notified     

 

                                                           
52 Similar data holdings produced in common by CSOs/NGOs are counted only once. 
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 3.c.1. Health worker density 
and distribution 

No. of skilled personnel    

Goal 4: Quality 
Education (8) 

 

4.2.1. Proportion of children 
under 5 years of age who are 
developmentally on track in 
health, learning and 
psychosocial well-being, by 
sex 

Number of children in tutorial 
program 
 

 

 

4.4.1. Proportion of youth 
and adults with information 
and communications 
technology (ICT) skills, by 
type of skill 

Data submitted in application 
forms, letters, writing 
samples, or other written 
materials;   

 

Senior HS students into 
enterprise or land jobs 

 

4.b.1. Volume of official 
development assistance 
flows for scholarships by 
sector and type of study 

List of organization providing 
scholarship for higher 
education 

 

Total Number of existing 
Scholars 

 

Total Number of Scholar 
Graduates 

 

4.c.1. Proportion of teachers 
in: (a) pre-primary; (b) 
primary; (c) lower secondary; 
and (d) upper secondary 
education who have received 
at least the minimum 
organized teacher training 
(e.g. pedagogical training) 
pre-service or in-service 
required for teaching at the 
relevant level in a given 
country 

No. of teachers per grade level  
Number of teachers trained 
on the conduct of remedial 
reading classes 

 

Goal 6:  Clean 
Water and 
Sanitation (6 ) 

6.1.1. Proportion of 
population using safely 
managed drinking water 
services 

Households provided access 
to potable water 

 

No. of HH with access to safe 
water   
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Barangays with access to 
water supply   

 

6.3.1. Proportion of 
wastewater safely treated 

Domestic wastewater 
treatment – number of 
households in a city using 
different types of treatment 
and discharge flow (e.g. 
septage, centralized aerobic 
treatment, river discharge) 

 

6.3.2. Proportion of bodies of 
water with good ambient 
water quality 

No. of bodies of water 
accessed for multi-purpose 
use   

 

Water quality based on the 
following parameters: Total 
Coliform and fecal coliform, 
heavy metals such as mercury 
and Zinc. Other parameters 
including BOD, TDS, pH, 
nitrates were also monitored.   

 

Goal 8: Decent 
Work and 
Economic 
Growth (3) 

 

8.3.1. Proportion of informal 
employment in non-
agriculture employment, by 
sex 

Families provided with 
livelihood  

 

Individuals matched for 
employment  

 

MSMEs benefitting from 
credit and non-credit services 

 

Goal 11: 
Sustainable Cities 
and Communities 
(5) 

 

11.1.1. Proportion of urban 
population living in slums, 
informal settlements or 
inadequate housing 

Number of malnourished 
children 

 

Kind of shelter  

11.4.1. Total expenditure 
(public and private) per 
capita spent on the 
preservation, protection and 
conservation of all cultural 
and natural heritage, by type 
of heritage (cultural, natural, 
mixed and World Heritage 

Budget allocation for climate 
change mitigation- and 
adaptation-related programs, 
activities, and projects (PAPs) 
of selected cities, based 
climate change expenditure 
tagged investment plans. 
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Centre designation), level of 
government (national, 
regional and local/municipal), 
type of expenditure 
(operating 
expenditure/investment) and 
type of private funding 
(donations in kind, private 
non-profit sector and 
sponsorship) 
11.6.1. Proportion of urban 
solid waste regularly 
collected and with adequate 
final discharge out of total 
urban solid waste generated, 
by cities 

Volume of solid waste 
generation (city-wide, per 
capita) as well as its 
composition, treatment types, 
and disposal types of selected 
cities based from their 
respective Waste Analysis and 
Characterization Studies 
(WACS) and/or 10-Year Solid 
Waste Management Plan. 

 

11.7.2. Proportion of persons 
victim of physical or sexual 
harassment, by sex, age, 
disability status and place of 
occurrence, in the previous 
12 months 

Violence against children  

Goal 12: 
Responsible 
Consumption and 
Production (2) 

 

12.5.1. National recycling 
rate, tons of material 
recycled 

Volume of solid waste 
generation (city-wide, per 
capita) as well as its 
composition, treatment types, 
and disposal types of selected 
cities based from their 
respective Waste Analysis and 
Characterization Studies 
(WACS) and/or 10-Year Solid 
Waste Management Plan. 

 

Solid Waste Management 
-Kilo of plastic collected for 
Eco-bricks 
-Proper waste segregation   
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Goal 14: Life 
Below Water (9) 

 

14.4.1. Proportion of fish 
stocks within biologically 
sustainable levels 

Community-based Fish Catch 
Monitoring Report Quezon, 
Palawan July 2010 

 

Fish catch monitoring in 
Quezon, Palawan October 
2010 To September 2011 

 

Fish Catch Monitoring in 
Taytay, Palawan October 2010 
To September 2011 

 

Preliminary Report on Fish 
Catch Monitoring, Taytay, 
Palawan August 2010 

 

Live Reef Fish for Food 
Industry Study: Northern 
Palawan 

 

CPUE of Fishing Gears in 
Malampaya Sound, Western 
Taytay, Palawan, Philippines 
April 2017 

 

Fish Catch Monitoring in 
Taytay, Palawan 

 

Fish Catch Monitoring in 
Araceli, Palawan, 2010 And 
2013 

 

Fish Catch Monitoring in 
Dumaran, Palawan 

 

Goal 15: Life on 
Land (1) 

 

15.4.1. Coverage by 
protected areas of important 
sites for mountain 
biodiversity 

Forest cover per municipality  

Goal 16: Peace, 
Justice, and 
Strong 
Institutions (6) 

16.1.3. Proportion of 
population subjected to (a) 
physical violence, (b) 
psychological violence and (c) 
sexual violence in the 
previous 12 months 

Crime rate in the municipality  
Profile of children who are 
victims of child abuse   

 

Violence against children    
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16.2.1. Proportion of children 
aged 1-17 years who 
experienced any physical 
punishment and/or 
psychological aggression by 
caregivers in the past month 

Incidence of corporal 
punishment 

 

16.2.2. Number of victims of 
human trafficking per 
100,000 population, by sex, 
age and form of exploitation 

Cases of violence against 
children; Child Trafficking   

 

16.3.1. Proportion of victims 
of violence in the previous 12 
months who reported their 
victimization to competent 
authorities or other officially 
recognized conflict resolution 
mechanisms 

Number of children who 
experienced violence who 
reported the incident to the 
authorities and/or service 
providers 

 

 
In charts: The number of Tier 2 SDG Indicators with potential unique CGD/CSO data 
sources with subnational disaggregation and other dimensions is shown in Figure 10. In 
this chart, the CGD/CSO similar data holdings, albeit with several dimensions (e.g. by 
sex, or by different areas, etc.) are counted only once. As reflected, the number of 
CSO/CGD data holding that can support 24 Tier 2 SDG indicators, ranges from one to 
four, for the various goals.  
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CGD/CSO data sources with subnational and dimensional 

disaggregations 
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6.6 Potential CSO/NGO Data Holdings that can Support Tier 3 SDG 
Indicators 

In tables: In summary, a total of 21 SDG indicators classified as Tier 3 can be supported 
by 44 potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings53. The full list of SDG indicators, by 
goal and the potential CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings are shown in Table 15.  

Detailed tables (Tables 15a-15h) of potential CGDs that can support data gaps for 21 
Tier 3 SDG indicators by goal and by producing CSO/NGO are shown in Annex 12. The 
annexed tables, provide additional information on available disaggregation of the 
various data holdings as follows: a) geographic location – 44 data holdings; b) sex – 10 
data holdings; c) age – 5 data holdings; d) ethnicity – 4 data holdings; e) by species – 
11 data holdings; and f) by crop – 1 data holding. 

Table 15: Potential CGDs and CSO/NGO Data Holdings that can Support Tier 3 
SDG Indicators 

 

Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

Goal 1: No Poverty 
(5) 
 

1.3.1. Proportion of 
population living in 
households with access 
to basic services 

Proportion of boys and girls who 
know of the presence of services 
and mechanisms to receive and 
respond to reports of abuse, 
neglect, exploitation or violence 
against children 

 

Number of community- based 
child protection mechanisms 
(CBCPM) with functional reporting 
and referral mechanisms  

 

1.4.2. Proportion of 
total adult population 
with secure tenure 
rights to land, (a) with 
legally recognized 
documentation, and (b) 
who perceive their 
rights to land as secure, 
by sex and type of 
tenure 

Farm production and adoption of 
good agricultural practices 

 

CBFMA holders; areas covered; 
status of CRMF 

 

Traditional governance of ICCs and 
IPs; traditional resources 
governance mechanisms 

 

                                                           
53 Similar data holdings produced in common by CSOs/NGOs are counted only once. 
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Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

Goal 2: Zero 
Hunger (3) 

 

2.3.1. Prevalence of 
undernourishment 

Community organizations, number 
of members, types of activities and 
businesses, trainings underwent 
(CDA-mandated), agriculture 
production increase, with business 
continuity plans 

 

Farm Produce Production  

2.3.2. Average income 
of small-scale food 
producers, by sex and 
indigenous status 

Community organizations, number 
of members, types of activities and 
businesses, trainings underwent 
(CDA-mandated), agriculture 
production increase, with business 
continuity plans 

 

Goal 3: Good 
Health and Well-
being (3) 
 

3.8.1. Coverage of 
essential health 
services (defined as the 
average coverage of 
essential services based 
on tracer interventions 
that include 
reproductive, maternal, 
newborn and child 
health, infectious 
diseases, non-
communicable diseases 
and service capacity 
and access, among the 
general and the most 
disadvantaged 
population) 

WRA provided information on 
MNCHN services 

 

WRA utilizing MNCHN services  

3.b.1. Proportion of the 
target population 
covered by all vaccines 
included in their 
national programme 

Barangays whose population has 
accessed to immunization 
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Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

Goal 5: Gender 
Equality (2) 

 

5.2.2. Proportion of 
women and girls aged 
15 years and older 
subjected to sexual 
violence by persons 
other than an intimate 
partner in the previous 
12 months, by age and 
place of occurrence 

Number of disclosures on child 
sexual abuse and exploitation and 
actions taken 

 

5.6.1. Proportion of 
women aged 15-49 
years who make their 
own informed decisions 
regarding sexual 
relations, contraceptive 
use and reproductive 
health care 

Early Pregnancy  

Goal 6:  Clean 
Water and 
Sanitation (1) 

 

6.6.1. Change in the 
extent of water-related 
ecosystems over time 

Protection and conservation 
status; community efforts 

 

Goal 8: Decent 
Work and 
Economic Growth 
(3) 

 

8.3.1. Proportion of 
informal employment 
in non-agriculture 
employment, by sex 

Community organizations, number 
of members, types of activities and 
businesses, trainings underwent 
(CDA-mandated), agriculture 
production increase, with business 
continuity plans   

 

8.7.1. Proportion and 
number of children 
aged 5-17 years 
engaged in child labour, 
by sex and age 

ZEP PPI Profiling Tool    
Worst forms of child labor    

Goal 12: 
Responsible 

12.8.1. Extent to which 
(i) global citizenship 

The Tagbanua Of Malampaya 
Sound. Conserving Nature as 
Lifeways (Book) 
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Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

Consumption and 
Production (13) 

 

education and (ii) 
education for 
sustainable 
development (including 
climate change 
education) are 
mainstreamed in (a) 
national education 
policies; (b) curricula; 
(c) teacher education; 
and (d) student 
assessment 

Field Guide to Coastal Fishes of 
Palawan 

 

Fishing gears and fishing methods 
of the Malampaya Sound 
Philippines: An Approach to 
Fisheries and Ecosystem 
Management 

 

Environmental Awareness 
Campaigns 
-reached target audience 

 

12.a.1. Amount of 
support to developing 
countries on research 
and development for 
sustainable 
consumption and 
production and 
environmentally sound 
technologies 

Socio-economic and MPA 
Management System Assessment 
for Aborlan Municipality and 
Options for Developing Private 
Sector Financing August 2015 

 

Mariculture Sustainability 
Assessment in Araceli, Palawan 
2010   

 

Assessment of Mariculture 
Sustainability in Quezon, Palawan   

 

Seasonality of Fecundity and 
Spawning of Leopard Coralgrouper 
(Plectropomus Leopardus: 
SERRANIDAE) in Quezon and 
Taytay, Palawan October 2010 to 
September 2011   

 

Live Reef Fish for Food Industry 
Barangay Beton, Taytay, Palawan 
2008   

 

Culture of Leopard Coral Trout 
Grouper (Plectopomus leopardus 
Lacepede, 1802) in Hanging and 
Floating Net Cages on Biton, 
Taytay, Palawan August 22, 2008 to 
January 06, 2009   

 

Income Profile of LRFF Fishers in 
Palawan and Tawi-Tawi July 2009   

 



 

63 

Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

Tracking sustainability 
opportunities in the live reef fish 
trade using a value chain approach 
February 2011   

 

12.b.1. Number of 
sustainable tourism 
strategies or policies 
and implemented 
action plans with 
agreed monitoring and 
evaluation tools 

List of species being found in 
Puerto Princesa Underground 
River 

 

Goal 13: Climate 
Action (3) 

 

13.3.2. Number of 
countries that have 
communicated the 
strengthening of 
institutional, systemic 
and individual capacity-
building to implement 
adaptation, mitigation 
and technology 
transfer, and 
development actions 

Environmental Awareness 
Campaigns 
-reached target audience 

 

13.b.1. Number of least 
developed countries 
and small island 
developing States that 
are receiving 
specialized support, 
and amount of support, 
including finance, 
technology and 
capacity-building, for 
mechanisms for raising 
capacities for effective 
climate change-related 
planning and 
management, including 

Impact of Mass Coral Bleaching 
and Crown-of-thorns Sea Stars on 
Selected Reefs in the Philippines 
September 2011 

 

Assessment of the Vulnerability 
Taytay, Palawan to Geologic and 
Climate Change   
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Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

focusing on women, 
youth and local and 
marginalized 
communities 

Goal 14: Life 
Below Water (9) 

 

14.1.1. Index of coastal 
eutrophication and 
floating plastic debris 
density 

Volume of Waste Collected in 
drainage/ coastal clean-up/ and 
Adopt a Estero   

 

Solid Waste Management 
-Kilo of plastic collected for 
Ecobricks 
-Proper waste segregation 

 

Environmental Awareness 
Campaigns 
-reached target audience 

 

14.2.1. Proportion of 
national exclusive 
economic zones 
managed using 
ecosystem-based 
approaches 

Status of Mangroves Forest in the 
Municipality of Dumaran, Palawan 

 

Status of Mangroves Forest in the 
Municipality of Araceli, Palawan 

 

Abundance and Species 
Composition of Seagrass in the 
Municipality of Araceli, Palawan, 
Philippines 

 

Mangrove, Seagrass and Seven 
Lines Reef Ecosystems Assessment 
in Aborlan, Palawan, Philippines 

 

Steps and considerations on 
nursery and out-planting of beach 
forest trees 

 

14.7.1. Sustainable 
fisheries as a 
proportion of GDP in 
small island developing 
States, least developed 
countries and all 
countries 

Policies, Monitoring and 
Surveillance Apropos to the Live 
Reef Fish Trade in the Province of 
Palawan, Philippines 
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Goal Indicator 
Citizen-Generated data/CSO Data 

Holding 
Legend 

Goal 16: Peace, 
Justice, and Strong 
Institutions (2) 

 

16.1.2. Conflict-related 
deaths per 100,000 
population, by sex, age 
and cause 

Cause of spouse's death  

16.7.2. Proportion of 
population who believe 
decision-making is 
inclusive and 
responsive, by sex, age, 
disability and 
population group 

Cognition test  

 

 
  

  

2 2 2 2

1

2

3

2

3

0

2

0
0

1

2

3

4

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
Sustainable Development Goals

Figure 11: Number of Tier 3 SDG indicators with potential CGD/CSO 
data sources with subnational and dimensional disaggregations 

21 
SDG Tier 3 
indicators 



 

66 

7. Way Forward and Some Recommendations 

We need not over-emphasize why the PSS through the PSA, in partnership with 
PARIS21, embarked in this CGD study. The Global Agenda adopted by our country 
presented a new demand for assessment and accountability in terms of the SDG 
indicators. One thing clear, is the importance of data to achieving the global goals and 
the crucial role of the indicators in ensuring effective monitoring and management. 
However, the PSS is faced with serious data gaps across the goals that cannot be 
obtained from official and/or traditional data sources. Given the “exploding” world of data 
and technology, the so called “data revolution”, provides leverage and opportunities to 
explore non-traditional or new data sources, such as the citizen-generated data for official 
reporting. 

This study provided opportunities to bringing together a range of stakeholders primarily 
of CSOs and NGOs across sectors and data communities to collaborate, explore data 
holdings that could address these data gaps. To sustain the partnership with the 
CSOs/NGOs on CGD for official reporting in the SDGs, there is need to undertake and 
continue initiatives, some of which were highlighted during the dissemination forum. 

The following suggestions are offered if a similar study will be done in the future.  

7.1 Suggestions on the conduct of similar studies on CGD 

1) Coverage - to be able to cover all CSOs/NGOs it is best to have an exhaustive list of 
them operating in the country 

2) Information gathering - consider conducting field interviews for the survey, rather than 
sending the questionnaire or tool by email 

3) Human resources - assign at least two dedicated and full-time staff for the conduct of 
the CGD study 

4) Time frame - the average time considered for study should be at least one year 

5) Strategic reach out - for extensive coverage, reach out to NGO networks 

Further refinement of the Quality Assurance Framework and development of 
guidelines on CGD: A closer look into the methods employed by CSOs/NGOs in 
generating CGD could be done thru the Task Force on CGD for possible refinement and 
standardization. This would involve a review of the tools, questionnaire or forms used by 
the CSOs including the actual/sample data or indicator produced. Likewise, the Task 
Force on CGD could further refine the operational concept of CGD for endorsement to 
the PSA Board for approval and adoption by all concerned. The Quality Assurance 
Framework (QAF) could be further refined in evaluating “affordance” of the data and 
considering other spatial or temporal dimensions applicable in the Philippine setting. 
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Utilizing CSO/NGO data holdings to estimate SDG indicators: Considering that most, 
if not all, of CSO/NGO data holdings are of specified geographic areas and not of national 
level, it is recommended that research be explored on statistical modelling techniques 
and estimation methodologies to generate national level estimates from local level 
estimates. 
 
Setting an enabling environment for coordination: A sustained collaboration between 
the PSA and CSOs/NGOs will be institutionalized. It is proposed that the PSA Board issue 
a resolution on the approved CSO/NGO CGD data holding for official reporting, based on 
recommendations of the Task Force on CGD. Likewise, a data sharing agreement could 
be signed between the PSA and the CSO/NGO with CGD data holding to ensure an 
efficient data flow to include information on the data series and frequency of providing the 
data for official reporting in the SDG database.   
  
As a way of ensuring commitment and sustainability for SDG official reporting, it is also 
proposed that the CSOs/NGOs have representation in standing sectoral inter-agency 
committees of the PSA, especially in the discussion of methodologies and data gaps 
identified as Tier 2 and Tier 3 SDG indicators. A move to include CSOs/NGOs in the PSS 
Inclusive Data Charter will also be explored. Apart from these initiatives, discussion and 
involvement of CSOs/NGOs at the level of the Regional Statistical Committees on the 
potentials of CGD at the subnational level will also be explored. 
 
Capacity building for CSOs/NGOs:  Activities towards this end would involve improving 
the CSOs/NGOs capacity to produce quality data, among others, to tailor fit training 
modules on basic statistical concepts and generation of tables and charts. An orientation 
on the UN NQAF, CGD QAF and Generic Statistical Business Process Model is planned 
to be conducted for CSOs/NGOs in the near future. Likewise, it is proposed that a training 
program for CSOs/NGOs that produce SDG-relevant data be conducted by the PSRTI. 
 
Further exploration of CGD at the sub-national level: The pilot study could be 
extended at the sub-national level, focused on the data gaps of the Core Regional SDG 
Indicators. This could be done in areas where CSOs/NGOs are actively operating. 

Enjoining more funding support and investments on CGD and SDG statistics: 
Based on the information gathered in the case study, CGDs are not usually generated on 
a regular and recurring basis. Recognizing that some CGD and CSO/NGO data holdings 
might address gaps in SDG reporting, advocacy for increased investments for SDG 
statistics and CGD generation should be enhanced.  Suggested actions that may present 
opportunities for national statistical offices to promote better financing, include the 
following: a) convening inter-agency committees on statistics to tackle subject-matter 
CGDs; and b) exploring linkages with international organizations and other stakeholders 
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of SDGs. These will aid the promotion of better financing for generating CGD in support 
of the agency data needs for SDG monitoring. 
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Concept Note on Citizen-Generated 
Data 
17 April 2019  

  

 

Introduction 
 
In recent years, there has been a significant increase in mention of “new data sources”, “non-conventional 
data sources” and “non-traditional data sources” interchangeably as a way to fill data gaps when official 
statistics do not exist and even when they do, to extend time-series.  

The range of so-called new data sources include, web crawling, scraping and search analysis; social media; 
telecom; sensor/scanner; geo-spatial; and commercial transaction etc.  

Some proponents also see Citizen-generated data (CGD) as a new data source and a key element in the 
emerging data ecosystem, especially to monitor the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and fill the 
void due to the lack of official statistics. 

However, there remain conceptual challenges, which require additional clarity on the constitution of CGD 
and the potential basis of qualification for its use in official reporting. 

 
Distinguishing features of Citizen-generated data 
 
In various interpretations and definitions of CGD, there are three common aspects observed: 1) data 
producers; 2) approach to data collection; and 3) primary purpose of data collection.  

In relation to data producers, taking note of new actors emerging in data production space is important. 
Assisted by modern technology such as mobile phones and the Internet, Non-Governmental Organisations 
(NGOs), Civil Society Organisations (CSO) including the private sector, are becoming strong contenders as 
data suppliers. One cannot thus fail to notice appearance of two clear categories: state actors and non-
state actors.  

State actors in this space include the National Statistics Offices (NSO) and other government organisations 
whereas non-state actors would include individuals and organisations not affiliated with the government.  

Worth mentioning here is the trend emerging in both categories to allocate work outside the 
organisations. As illustrated in the figure below, “outsourcing” would be to source work from well-defined 
organisational entities and “crowdsourcing” would be to source work from unorganised series of 
individuals. In the later, there exists further break down. In some cases (e.g. Premise), individuals are paid 
to collect data and in some cases (e.g. U-Report in Uganda) individuals serve as unpaid data providers. 

 Annex 1 

https://www.premise.com/
http://ureport.ug/about/
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Similarly, with regard to data collection approaches, various actors in the data ecosystem obtain data 
mainly in two ways. First, from “passive giving” where respondents have little to no knowledge and control 
of the data collection process and require no explicit actions on their part to provide information. Some 
examples of data collected without asking for it and gained through passive giving, would be Call Detail 
Records (CDR) and data from smart cards and scanners. Second, from “active giving”, which involves 
informed consent from the respondent who voluntarily provides information. Examples of such data 
requiring consent and provisioning would include data collected via various household surveys and online 
after users agreeing to share their browsing data under agreed terms. 

In addition, the primary and specific purpose that necessitates data collections may vary across board. 
Mainly though, it could be either for statistical purposes or for non-statistical purposes. As an example, 
Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey conducted by an NSO would clearly fall in the category 
where the primary purpose is production of statistics. Non-statistical purposes may include, research 
(academic/market), improving operational efficiency or enforcing accountability etc. As an example, 
administrative data would fall in the category where data collected is not primarily for statistical purposes. 

The three mutually necessary conditions of CGD (see figure below), which focuses on data production 
include 1) data producers are non-state actors (e.g. individuals or CSO); 2) data collection process employs 
active practice of giving data (e.g. installing a mobile app and providing route data); and 3) primary 
purpose of data collection is not to produce official statistics (e.g. identifying deforested land on satellite 
images).  
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Using Citizen-generated data 
 
Traditionally the main use of CGD has been holding accountability purposes. However the huge demand 
for data to monitor the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and the lack of official statistics to monitor 
and inform progress in achieving the goals of the Agenda 2030 and in effect ensuring that no one is left 
behind, are stretching the use of CGD beyond its original intent.  

Some National Statistics Offices (NSOs) are already incorporating CGD for official reporting, while others 
are working towards it. 

For example, the NSO of Uruguay (Instituto Nacional de Estadística) has used gender statistics from a CSO 
(MYSU or Women and Health Uruguay) to report on SDG 3 in its VNR 2017. The CSO focuses on collecting 
data on sexual and reproductive health. The primary purpose of this information is for monitoring public 
policies on health and gender, and raise visibility of the weaknesses and challenges for the supply of sexual 
and reproductive health services in the country (MYSU).  

Another example of NSO’s use of CGD is the Central Bureau of Statistics (CBS) of Netherlands54, which 
used such data in their second SDGR. CBS used data on genital mutilation from Pharos, an NGO with 
expertise on health disparities in the Netherlands, to measure progress on SDG 5. The other data provider 
was Rutgers, a Dutch NGO with expertise on sexual and reproductive health, which also advocates, 
conducts research and builds capacity to enable people to achieve their reproductive health and rights. 
They provided data on sexual violence, used to measure progress on SDG 5 and 16. 

                                                           
54 https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/meetings/iaeg-sdgs-meeting-08/14.2%20Netherlands.pdf  

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/15781Uruguay2.pdf
http://www.mysu.org.uy/que-hacemos/observatorio/
https://www.cbs.nl/en-gb/publication/2018/10/the-sdgs-the-situation-for-the-netherlands
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/meetings/iaeg-sdgs-meeting-08/14.2%20Netherlands.pdf
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However, harnessing CGD for reporting on SDGs is not without challenges. In cases where NSOs have used 
CGD for official reporting purposes (often because of the absence of official data), the guiding paradigm 
has been a quality framework. This means that CGD complied with certain standards in order to ensure 
the essential trust on data, aiding towards its fitness for the purpose.  

 
Citizen-generated data and official statistics 
 
To be useful for official reporting purposes, statistics based on CGD are not necessarily required to be 
official statistics. One can afford to use CGD in specific contexts if it gets qualified through a quality lens, 
which makes it fit for the purpose. 

For statistics based on CGD to be official would require meeting two conditions. First, the data produced, 
should comply with the United Nations Fundamental Principles of Official Statistics (UNFPOS) notably 
confidentiality and professional independence. Second, the data producer must be officially mandated 
and resourced ex-ante, to produce the data according to provisions of the country’s statistical laws.  

However, it is obvious that if CGD meet these conditions, it would lose its very essence, especially of being 
citizen generated or data produced by non-state actors.  

The next section outlines the seven data quality criteria: Relevance; Accuracy; Credibility; Timeliness and 
punctuality; Accessibility; Interpretability; and Coherence, which could provide CGD the needed 
framework for its qualified use in official reporting. 

 

When CGD becomes useful for the National Statistical System? 
 
CGD becomes useful for the National Statistical Systems (NSSs) or the NSOs, when it adheres to certain 
mutually agreed quality criteria, which makes it, fit for the purpose. Quality here is a feature of the data 
(and not of the institutional environment or the statistical processes).  

Including from recent examples, where the NSS or NSOs used CGDs, following are the quality criteria 
(drawn mainly from the OECD Quality Framework and Guidelines for OECD Statistical Activities), which 
can make the CGD useful for their use in official reporting. 

1. Relevance: 

This dimension assess the value of the data in terms of the degree to which the data serves to address 
a specific purpose sought by the users (OECD, 2002[1]) in this case, the NSO. This could be for 
monitoring and reporting on specific SDGs indicators. “Measuring relevance requires the 
identification of user groups and their needs” (OECD, 2002[1]). This implies that, evaluating the 
relevance of CGD requires the NSO to identify how CGD can help to fulfil the users’ data needs in 
terms of official reporting. Users include mainly government representatives, but can also include 
other groups of actors such as academia, civil society and the private sector. 

http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=std/qfs(2011)1&doclanguage=en
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2. Accuracy: 

Accuracy is “the degree to which the data correctly estimate or describe the quantities or 
characteristics that they are designated to measure” (OECD, 2002[1]). Although, accuracy can have 
many attributes, it is often evaluated in terms of the error. In cases where CGD comes from sample 
survey-based estimates, the main attribute to evaluate can be coverage, sampling method, non-
response, response and processing. 

3. Credibility: 

This dimension captures the level of trust in the objectivity of the data, which in part is determined 
by the soundness of the data production process, but also by the image of the data producer (OECD, 
2002[1]). Credibility is one of the main principles of official statistics and it is based on the UNFPOS. 
Although CGD are not intended to be used as official statistics, NSOs using it for official reporting (in 
the absence of official data) need to make sure that CGD has no attachment of interest that is being 
pushed by the data provider. This “should not be seen as a principle that limits cooperation; on the 
contrary, it requires close consultations with data providers, users and other stakeholders” (UNECE, 
2016[2]) to ensure that CGD has a sufficient level of credibility for official reporting. 

4. Timeliness and punctuality: 

These two dimensions go hand in hand. “Timeliness of data reflects the length of time between their 
availability and the event or phenomenon they describe” and punctuality measures the quality of 
releasing the data in accordance with a given schedule (OECD, 2002[1]). Using CGD for official 
monitoring and reporting requires the data to comply with certain standards on these two 
dimensions. This will help users to plan their work based on the released dates (OECD, 2002[1]).  

5. Accessibility: 

Accessibility measures the appropriateness of how data is presented, released and made available 
(ESS, V 1.2[3]). This may include “the form in which the data is available; the media of dissemination; 
and the availability [of data], and its metadata and user support services” (OECD, 2002[1]). This last 
aspect is particularly important for national monitoring and official reporting processes.  

6. Interpretability: 

Interpretability “reflects the ease with which the user may understand and properly use and analyse 
the data” (OECD, 2002[1]). This can be evaluated by the clarity of data definitions, target population, 
terminology underlying the data, and information describing the limitations of the data (OECD, 
2002[1]). 

7. Coherence: 
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This dimension measures data uniformity in terms of common concepts, definitions, and 
methodology within a dataset, across datasets, over time and across different geographical units (e.g. 
municipalities, states, countries, etc.) (OECD, 2002[1]). 

Rating of data quality through score allocation matrix 
 
In different country contexts there may be some adjustments required in the quality criteria applied to 
the data produced by non-statistical organizations. Furthermore, NSOs in respective countries can provide 
scores to each criterion for the available CGD in accordance with various possible quality status. 
Consideration for inclusion in official reporting, may hinge on a minimum score. A good example is 
illustrated in the matrix below from the National Statistics Office of Netherlands for externally sourced 
SDG data. 

 
 
To be considered for inclusion in the Dutch national indicator set, the data must have a minimum quality 
level: they may not score 0 (not acceptable), and the average score must be at least 1.5 points (= total 
points divided by number of criteria applied). 

 
Potential approach for NSOs to engage with CGD 
 
NSOs have shown definitive interest in using Citizen-generated data for official reporting. However, for 
many National Statistical Systems (NSS) the framework of engagement with CGD and its producers are in 
its nascent stage. One important aspect in this milieu where NSOs can make certain inroads is, data 
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governance partnerships with the non-state actors producing CGD. In order to increase synergies with 
such actors, the strategy and actions, based on current evidences could be: 

1. Provide technical clarity and advocacy for CGD use 

As observed, resistance to use CGD in official reporting stems also from lack of clarity on the 
paradigm, based on which, its use gets validation. Clarifying the governing aspect is vital. In 
addition, advocating for its use in the absence of official statistics and only as a complementarity 
would go a long way in preparing a receptive attitude from policy makers. NSOs should in 
particular: 

a. Develop guidelines for both users and producers of CGD, on use of quality assurance 
framework and rating matrix for evaluating affordance of data for official reporting. 

b. Bring stakeholders together and engage them in data gap assessments and data planning 
process (e.g. through workshops and use of ADAPT), either as part of the NSDS process, 
SDG readiness assessment, or national development planning process. 

2. Enabling environment and coordination  

For use of CGD in official reporting, a trustful relationship with non-state actors is crucial to 
develop overtime. In order to do so, formal institutional arrangements are required to be set-up. 
Bringing together the stakeholders around specific data needs and setting up coordination 
mechanisms through innovative partnership models such as, data collaboration, based on 
demand and supply of data could be a way forward. Specifically NSOs should:   

a. Assess availability of CGD for the identified data gaps. 
b. Build or develop collaboration mechanisms around data categories. 
c. Implement or strengthen coordination around data collaboration. 

3. Back capacity development of CGD producers 

Developing capacities of data producers in sustainable manner is important. It would require 
specific training towards standardisation and enhancing quality of data. To improve data quality, 
specific skills on methodology and in general appropriate statistical practices require 
strengthening. Particularly NSOs must engage in: 

a. Capacity development of CSOs producing CGD through training and workshops on basic 
statistics and data quality framework. 

b. Develop learning material on statistical methodology and statistical practices. 
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Engagement of Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA) in CGD: A workshop on the use of CGD for 
official reporting 

In response to the huge demand for data to monitor the National Development Plan, the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs) and the lack of official statistics especially to comply with the ‘leaving no one 
behind’ principle of the 2030 Agenda, PSA is keen to explore the use of CGD. As a start for this process, 
and following the recommendations from PARIS21, both PSA and PARIS21 will conduct a country 
workshop on the use of CGD for official reporting. 

The workshop will bring together members of PSA, CGD producers, and data user representatives in the 
Philippines. The workshop aims to provide technical clarity in the use of CGD in official reporting, enable 
a collaborative environment between PSA and CGD providers, review current practices in the Philippines 
on using data from civil society organisations, and assess data quality of selected CGD sources. At the 
same time, the workshop will serve as an opportunity for PARIS21 to implement its strategy on CGD and 
draw from the experience of the Philippines as a case study to share good practices and lessons learned 
in the use of CGD for official reporting. 

The workshop will come up with the following outcomes: 

• Inventory of CGD available and documentation of metadata (including methodology used for data 
generation) 

• List of existing data gaps in the Philippines (vis-à-vis SDGs and national development plan – this 
could be drawn from ADAPT or other previous data assessments conducted by PSA 

• Agreement on the collaboration mechanism between PSS and CSOs (either formation of ad-hoc 
Task Force or interim Committee to continue the work on CGD).  The idea behind the workshop 
launch, is to ensure that cooperation channels and discussion between official data producers 
(PSA/PSS) and other potential non-government data producers (CSOs, NGOs, etc.) are open.  The 
workshop will likewise present/discuss the score allocation matrix for data quality rating and 
endeavour to come up with initial assessment of the existing CGD. 

• Country case study on CGD documenting the use of CGD for monitoring some indicators (either 
on SDGs and/or PDP); perhaps also the formalization of the cooperation/coordination 
arrangement between CSOs and PSA/PSS 

Tentative timetable: 

• Concept Note (22 Apr – 7 May 2019) 
• Engagement of consultant (30 Apr - 24 May 2019) 
• Inception meeting with PSA and Consultant (May wk4 / Jun wk1 2019) 
• Desk work/research/consultations with  CSOs (Jun-Jul 2019)  
• Preparation for Launching Workshop (10 May - 28 June 2019) 
• Kick-off workshop/Launching program (week of 8-12 Jul 2019) 
• Workshop disseminating results of the project (9 Aug 2019) 
• Preparation of Key Outcome Report (12-16 August 2019) 
• Country case study (Oct 2019) 
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Related Studies for SDG Monitoring in Other Countries 

Mining Citizen Feedback Data for Enhanced Local Government Decision-Making 

The system as designed by Pulse Lab Jakarta combines data from multiple sources, 
including LAPOR! TWITTER and SMS, in order to provide structured insights for local 
decision makers.   Layanan Aspirasi Dan Pengaduan Online Rakyat or LAPOR!11 is the 
national system to which a citizen can report any complaint in Indonesian, either by SMS, 
on its website, through its mobile app or by Twitter.12.  On the average, LAPOR! gets 
535 complaints a day. As of November 2018, 65% of the reports in its system had been 
resolved, 20% had not yet been responded to and 15% were in progress.  

In the process, the citizen gets a unique tracking ID for each report and a notification 
when an official of the concerned agency responds. Agencies are supposed to respond 
within five working days. If a citizen does not get a response within five working days, 
LAPOR!’s team calls the agency’s liaison officer. If in a week later there is still no 
progress, the system sends a report to a senior official. The system is able to report which 
units in the agency received the most complaints and how they were managed. Based on 
the Head of LAPOR! Gibran Sesunan’s experience, this usually pushes agencies to be 
more responsive. Finally, if the report still produces no result, or does not work, the 
agency can be reported to the Ombudsman of Indonesia, which will investigate the case 
and give a binding order to the agency concerned.    

The system applies volume, category, keyword, location and co-topic analysis to the 
combined dataset, resulting in a dashboard visualization of trends in the feedback from 
citizens and an early warning alert system drawing attention to surges in complaints on a 
particular theme or within a certain geographic area. Currently, it is based within the 
Centre for Data and Information of the Ministry for National Development Planning of the 
Government of Indonesia. 

ForestWatchers’ Volunteer Deforestation Assessment 

This undertaking is meant to provide statistics to address SDG Goal 15 (Life on Land), 
specifically for the following Targets:  

- Target 15.1: “By 2020 ensure the conservation, restoration and sustainable use of 
terrestrial and inland freshwater ecosystems and their services, in particular forests. . .” 

- Target 15.2: By  2020, promote the implementation  of sustainable management of all  
types of forests, halt deforestation,  restore degraded forests and  substantially increase 
afforestation  and reforestation globally) 
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- Target 15.5: Take urgent and significant action to reduce the degradation of natural 
habitats, halt the loss of biodiversity and, by 2020, protect and prevent the extinction of 
threatened species. 

The system launched in September 2012 has involved citizen scientists around the world 
who monitor levels of deforestation by reviewing satellite images of forested regions. As 
designed, whenever a volunteer uploads a picture or video, an automatic procedure 
extracts the relevant pieces of information (e.g. device ID, data and time, latitude, 
longitude, height, etc.) and places its location on the global map, alongside satellite 
images, deforestation maps and other data. The volunteers use a web interface to review 
satellite images of forested regions and to confirm whether automatic assignments of 
forested and deforested regions are correct.  

UWEZU’s Measurement of Literacy and Numeracy across Kenya, Tanzania and 
Uganda 

Uwezo, meaning “capability”, is an initiative in which the competencies of school-aged 
children from six to 16 years old in Kenya, Tanzania and Uganda are measured to obtain 
information that encourages changes in educational policy and practice through citizen 
engagement. In order to engage citizens in the data collection process and raise 
awareness on education levels, Uwezo recruits partner institutions whose volunteers 
administer the survey in each village. Parents are likewise required to be present during 
the assessment and receive instant feedback on their children’s competencies. The 
survey targets school-aged children, whether they are attending school or not. The 
system resulted in several improvements such as (1) teachers redoubling their efforts to 
improve the learning levels of the students and school performance; (2) serving as 
triggers and support action to improve education; and (3) facilitated better communication 
between families, school management staff and teachers. 
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List of CSOs/NGOs provided questionnaires, and those that responded: 
 

No. Organization With 
response? 
(Yes/No) 

1 AIM Scientific Research Foundation, Inc. No 
2 Aboitiz Foundation Yes 
3 Affiliated Network for Social Accountability in East Asia and the 

Pacific (ANSA-EAP) 
No 

4 Angelo King Foundation, Inc. Yes 
5 Asian NGO Coalition (ANGOC) No 
6 Association of Foundations Philippines, Inc. (AF) No 
7 Ateneo School of Government No 
8 Ayala Foundation No 
9 Balay Mindanaw Foundation No 
10 Care Channels, Inc. Yes 
11 Caucus of Development NGO Networks (CODE-NGO) No 
12 Center for Research and Communication Foundation No 
13 Central Visayas Network of NGOs* No 
14 Citizen Disaster Response Center (CDRC) No 
15 Coalition for Bicol Development* No 
16 Coca-Cola Foundation Philippines, Inc. Yes 
17 Cordillera Network of NGOs* No 
18 Demographic Research and Development Foundation, Inc. 

(DRDF) 
Yes 

19 Eastern Visayas Network of NGOs (EVNet)* No 
20 First Philippine Holdings No 
21 Forest Foundation of the Philippines (FFP) Yes 
22 Foundation for the Philippine Environment (FPE) No 
23 Grameen Foundation Yes 
24 Habitat for Humanity Philippines Foundation, Inc. Yes 
25 Haribon Foundation No 
26 Humanity & Inclusion No 
27 ICLEI - Southeast Asia Secretariat  Yes 
28 Institute for Climate and Sustainable Cities No 
29 Institute of Philippine Culture No 
30 Jaime V. Ongpin Foundation, Inc. Yes 
31 League of Corporate Foundations (LCF) No 
32 Makati Business Club Yes 
33 Makati Rotary Club Foundation, Inc. No 
34 Management Association of the Philippines No 
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35 Metrobank Foundation, Inc. Yes 
36 Mindanao Coalition of Development NGOs* No 
37 National Confederation of Cooperatives No 
38 National Council of Social Development Foundation of the 

Philippines, Inc. 
No 

39 Negrense Volunteers for Change (NVC) Foundation, Inc. No 
40 Partnership of Philippine Support Service Agencies No 
41 Partnership of Philippine Support Service Agencies (PHILSSA) No 
42 Peace and Equity Foundation No 
43 Philippine Association for Volunteer Efforts, Inc. (PAVE) No 
44 Philippine Association of Landscape Architects No 
45 Philippine Association of Medical Technologists, Inc. No 
46 Philippine Business for Social Progress (PBSP) Yes 
47 Philippine Business for the Environment (PBE) No 
48 Philippine Center for Environmental Protection and Sustainable 

Development, Inc. (PCEPSDI) 
No 

49 Philippine Chamber of Commerce and Industry (PCCI) No 
50 Philippine Chamber of Commerce and Industry Human 

Resources Development Foundation (PCCI HRDF) 
No 

51 Philippine Coalition on Volunteerism, Inc. (PhilCV) No 
52 Philippine Council for NGO Certification (PCNC) No 
53 Philippine Disaster Resilience Foundation No 
54 Philippine Institute of Environmental Planners No 
55 Philippine Network for Inclusive Education No 
56 Philippine NGO Council on Population, Health and Welfare, Inc. 

(PNGOC) 
No 

57 Philippine Partnership for the Development of Human 
Resources in Rural Areas 

No 

58 Philippine Rural Reconstruction Movement (PRRM) No 
59 Philippine Social Science Council No 
60 Plan International Yes 
61 Red Cross Philippines No 
62 Save the Children Philippines Yes 
63 Social Watch Philippines (SWP) No 
64 TELUS International Philippines Foundation Yes 
65 The Asia Foundation No 
66 Unilab Foundation No 
67 United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF) No 
68 United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) No 
69 United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) Yes 
70 United States Agency for International Development (USAID) No 
71 UP Business Research Foundation, Inc. Yes 
72 UP Engineering Research and Development Foundation No 

Annex 4 
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Additional organizations that responded to the questionnaire through snowball sampling 
approach: 

1. Bahay ng Diyos Foundation, Inc. 
2. Bert Lozada Foundation, Inc. 
3. Bloomberry Cultural Foundation, Inc. 
4. CereCare Philippines Foundation, Inc. 
5. Chiang Kai Shek College 
6. Child Protection Network Foundation, Inc. 
7. Children's Hour Philippines Foundation, Inc. 
8. Children's Mission Philippines Hills of Grace Foundation, Inc. 
9. Filipino War Veterans Foundation, Inc. 
10. Fr. Al's Children Foundation, Inc. 
11. HopeNow Philippines Foundation, Inc. 
12. International Container Terminal Services, Inc. Foundation 
13. Kalaw Ledesma Foundation, Inc. 
14. Kapatiran-Kaunlaran Foundation, Inc. 
15. Kasagana-ka Development Center, Inc. 
16. Let's Save the Brain Foundation Inc. 
17. LRP Foundation, Inc. 
18. Maranao People Development Center, Inc.  
19. Masicap MSME Development Foundation, Inc. 
20. Megawide Corporate Foundation, Inc.  
21. Multinational Foundation, Inc. 
22. Nutrition Foundation of the Philippines, Inc. 
23. NYK - Transnational Institute Foundation, Inc. 
24. Oscar M. Lopez Center 
25. Passerelles Numeriques Philippines Foundation, Inc. 
26. Philippine Jesuit Aid Association, Inc. 
27. Stairway Foundation, Inc. 
28. Synergeia Foundation, Inc. 
29. Tan Yan Kee Foundation, Inc. 
30. University of the Philippines Medical Alumni Foundation, Inc. 
31. Young Men's Christian Association of Makati, Inc. 

73 UST Research and Endowment Foundation No 
74 WeatherPhilippines Foundation, Inc. Yes 
75 Western Visayas Network of NGOs* No 
76 World Food Programme (WFP) Yes 
77 World Health Organization (WHO) No 
78 World Vision Development Foundation, Inc. Yes 
79 World Wide Fund Philippines Yes 
80 Zero Extreme Poverty 2030 Coalition (c/o PBSP) Yes 
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List of Participants  
Launching Workshop on Citizen-Generated Data (CGD) 

 
Civil Society Organizations/Non-Government Organizations 
 

 Organization Participant’s Name Designation 
1.  Forest Foundation Philippines Brian Joel Mariano Knowledge 

Management 
Specialist 

2.  Foundation for the Philippine 
Environment (FPE) 

Pia Labastilla Manager, Knowledge 
Management and 
Communications 

 Grameen Foundation Beverly J. Brul Monitoring & 
Evaluation Specialist 

3.  Haribon Foundation J Kahlil Panopio Conservation 
Specialist 

 Jaime V. Ongpin Foundation, 
Inc. (JVOFI) 

Maria Rosario R. 
Lopez 

Executive Director 

 Philippine Business for Social 
Progress (PBSP) 

Maria Nilda Loresto Senior KMME Officer 

 Philippine Business for Social 
Progress (Zero Extreme Poverty 
2030 Coalition) 

Annafriami M. Martin National Coordinator 

4.  Philippine Business for the 
Environment (PBE) 

Shanta Laura 
Velasquez-Paras  

Sustainability 
Manager 

Aleine Leilanie Oro Sustainability 
Manager 

5.  Philippine Center for 
Environmental Protection and 
sustainable Development, Inc. 
(PCEPSDI) 

Diana Rose Sadili Project Officer 

6.  Plan International Cirez Loren De Leon Programme Specialist 
7.  Social Watch Philippines (SWP) John Christian 

Payumo 
Project Assistant 

8.  UP Engineering Research and 
Development Foundation 

Alfonso A. Aliga, Jr. Executive Director 

9.  World Vision Philippines Ralph Joseph 
Peñaojas 

Knowledge 
Management 
Specialist 

Sarah Jan Fabito Data Analyst 
 World-Wide Fund for Nature 

(WWF) 
Paul Saludar Project Development 

Officer 
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International Organizations 
 

Organization Participant’s Name Designation 
United Nations 
Development Programme 
(UNDP) 
 

Marian Valera-Co Monitoring & Evaluation 
Analyst 

Marsmath Baris Monitoring & Evaluation 
Specialist 

World Food Programme Juanito Berja GIS Officer 
 
Government Agencies  
 

Agency Participant’s Name Designation 
Climate Change 
Commission (CCC) 

Joe Mari S. Francisco Development Management 
Officer 

Department of Budget and 
Management (DBM) 

Jacqueline Dela Peña Consultant 

Department of Education 
(DepEd) 

Marieta Atienza Chief, Research and 
Statistics Division 

Josephine C. Martinez Information Systems 
Analyst II 

Philippine Statistical 
Research and Training 
Institute (PSRTI) 
 

Josefina V. Almeda Executive Director 
Anna Julia J. Macaraig Information Officer III 

Philippine Institute for 
Development Studies 
(PIDS) 

Celia M. Reyes President 
Anna Rita P. Vargas Research Analyst II 

Philippine National 
Volunteer Service 
Coordinating Agency 
(PNVSCA) 

Fely B. Baday Supervising Volunteer 
Service Officer 

Ayesha T. Sapuddin Planning Officer 
Kianza Alcantara Volunteer Service Officer I 

 
  



 

105 

Annex 5 

 
 
PARIS21 

1. Millicent Gay B. Tejada, Regional Programme Coordinator 
2. Lina V. Castro, PARIS21 National Consultant for CGD Project 
3. Gaye A. Parcon, Regional Consultant 

 
PSA Officials and Staff 

1. OIC-DNS Candido J. Astrologo, Jr. 
2. ANS Minerva Eloisa P. Esquivias 
3. ANS Vivian R. Ilarina 
4. ANS Editha R. Orcilla 
5. OIC-ANS Edwin U. Aragon 
6. Jordan John D. Arnaez 
7. Noreen D. Pagkatipunan 
8. Aurora T. Reolalas 
9. Patricia Anne R. San Buenaventura 
10. Lotis I. Ira 
11. Cherilyn C. Valdez 
12. Jomar B. Cariaga 
13. Saturly S. Sevenorio 
14. Jenelyn S. Bañares 
15. Joy Angiela H. Garraez 
16. Michelle P. Robles 
17. Justin Angelo O. Bantang 
18. Dennis E. San Diego 
19. Billy C. Llorico 
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Mapping of Initial SDG indicators that could be addressed by CSO/NGO Data 
Holdings 
 

SDG 
Indicators 

No. 

Tier 
Classification 

CSO Indicator Name Name of CSO 

1.1.1 1 Proportion of population below the 
international poverty line, by sex, 
age, employment status and 
geographical location (urban/rural) 

Grameen Foundation 

1.4.2 1 Proportion of total adult population 
with secure tenure rights to land, 
with legally recognized 
documentation and who perceive 
their rights to land as secure, by sex 
and by type of tenure 

Grameen Foundation 

1.5.3 
 

1 Number of countries with national 
and local disaster risk reduction 
strategies 

International Council for 
Local Environmental 
Initiatives (ICLEI) 
Southeast Asia 
Secretariat 

3.4.1 1 Mortality rate attributed to 
cardiovascular disease, cancer, 
diabetes or chronic respiratory 
disease 

Demographic Research 
and Development 
Foundation, Inc. (DRDF) 

4.a.1  
 

1 Proportion of schools with access to: 
(a) electricity; (b) the Internet for 
pedagogical purposes; (c) 
computers for pedagogical 
purposes; (d) adapted infrastructure 
and materials for students with 
disabilities; (e) basic drinking water; 
(f) single-sex basic sanitation 
facilities; and (g) basic handwashing 
facilities (as per the WASH indicator 
definitions) 

Jaime V. Ongpin 
Foundation, Inc. (JVOFI) 

7.2.1  
 

1 Renewable energy share in the total 
final energy consumption 
 

Philippine Business for 
Social Progress (PBSP) 

8.3.1 
 

2 Proportion of informal employment 
in non-agriculture employment, by 
sex 

PBSP 

11.1.1 2 Proportion of urban population living 
in slums, informal settlements or 
inadequate housing 

ICLEI Southeast Asia 
Secretariat 

11.2.1 
 

3 Proportion of population that has 
convenient access to public 
transport, by sex, age and persons 
with disabilities 

ICLEI Southeast Asia 
Secretariat 
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12.5.1 2 National recycling rate, tons of 
material recycled 

ICLEI Southeast Asia 
Secretariat 

13.2.1 
 

1 Number of countries that have 
communicated the establishment or 
operationalization of an integrated 
policy/strategy/plan which increases 
their ability to adapt to the adverse 
impacts of climate change, and 
foster climate resilience and low 
greenhouse gas emissions 
development in a manner that does 
not threaten food production 

ICLEI Southeast Asia 
Secretariat 

13.b.1 3 Number of least developed countries 
and small island developing States 
that are receiving specialized 
support, and amount of support, 
including finance, technology and 
capacity-building, for mechanisms 
for raising capacities for effective 
climate change-related planning and 
management, including focusing on 
women, youth and local and 
marginalized communities 

ICLEI Southeast Asia 
Secretariat 

16.1.3 2 Proportion of population subjected to 
physical, psychological or sexual 
violence in the previous 12 months 

JVOFI 

16.7.2 3 Proportion of population who believe 
decision-making is inclusive and 
responsive, by sex, age, disability 
and population group 

DRDF 
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a. For Goal 1: No Poverty   

Table 13-a.  List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to Tier 1 
SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical dis-aggregation, Goal 1 

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic 
coverage 

Other disaggregation CSO/NGO 

1.1.1 

Poverty Probability Index 
 

NCR Coconut and 
intercropping farmers  

1.2.1  

Number of HH below 
poverty threshold  

Whole Province of 
Benguet and its 13 
municipalities namely: 
Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, 
Kabayan, Kapangan, 
Kibungan, La 
Trinidad, Mankayan, 
Sablan. Tuba and 
Tublay 

  

 

1.5.1 

Disaster risk reduction; 
number/proportion of 
affected population post 
disaster  

Affected areas (most 
recent: Cagayan 
Province, Cordillera 
Autonomous Region) 

  
 

1.5.4. 
LGUs with Child Centered 
DRRM Plans 
                         

National, Pasay City, 
Cavite and Tanay 

   

1.5.4. 

Barangay LGUs that 
underwent DRRM Training 
and with DRRM Plans  
                                      

 

Benguet, Bataan, 
Batangas, Bohol, 
Bukidnon, Iligan, 
Davao del Sur, 
Compostela Valley, 
Cotabato 

  
 

1.a.2 

Local government's 
spending on education 

(Amount)  

Region 1, Region 3, 
NCR, Visayas 
islands, ARMM, 
other parts of 
Mindanao 
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1.a.3 

Number of Private 
organizations willing to 
partner with Synergeia in 
funding the upliftment of 

education  

Region 1, Region 3, 
NCR, Visayas 
islands, ARMM, 
other parts of 
Mindanao 

  
 

 

Under Goal 1- No Poverty: seven CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can 
support Tier 1 SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-a. 

b. Goal 2: Zero Hunger     

Table 13-b. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 2 

SDG
I No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic coverage Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

2.2.1 

Prevalence of stunting in 
children under five years of 
age 

 

Pangasinan, Malabon, 
Albay, Sorsogon, 
Camarines Norte, 
Camarines Sur, Leyte, 
Aklan, Antique, Iloilo, 
Negros Occidental, 
Cebu, Bohol, Western 
Samar, Misamis 
Oriental, Bukidnon, 
Sarangani, South 
Cotabato 

  

 

2.2.2 

Prevalence of wasting in 
children under five years of 
age  

Pangasinan, Malabon, 
Albay, Sorsogon, 
Camarines Norte, 
Camarines Sur, Leyte, 
Aklan, Antique, Iloilo, 
Negros Occidental, 
Cebu, Bohol, Western 
Samar, Misamis 
Oriental, Bukidnon, 
Sarangani, South 
Cotabato 
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2.2.2 

Number and Proportion of 
underweight children 
rehabilitated  

 

Pangasinan, Malabon, 
Albay, Sorsogon, 
Camarines Norte, 
Camarines Sur, Leyte, 
Aklan, Antique, Iloilo, 
Negros Occidental, 
Cebu, Bohol, Western 
Samar, Misamis 
Oriental, Bukidnon, 
Sarangani, South 
Cotabato 

Children under 
five years old 

 

2.2.2 
Malnourished children fed Maguindanao and 

Pililia, Rizal 
 

 
Care 

Channels 
Under Goal 2 – Zero Hunger: four CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can 
support Tier 1 SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-b. 

c. On Goal 3: Good Health and Well-being  

Table 13-c. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 3 

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic coverage Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

3.2.1 

Under-five mortality rates 
 

Whole Province of 
Benguet and its 13 
municipalities namely: 
Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, 
Kabayan, Kapangan, 
Kibungan, La Trinidad, 
Mankayan, Sablan. Tuba 
and Tublay 

  

 

3.2.2 

Neonatal mortality rates 
 

Whole Province of 
Benguet and its 13 
municipalities namely: 
Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, 
Kabayan, Kapangan, 
Kibungan, La Trinidad, 
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Mankayan, Sablan. Tuba 
and Tublay 

3.3.2 

Prevalence of tuberculosis 
  

Pangasinan, Malabon, 
Albay, Sorsogon, 
Camarines Norte, 
Camarines Sur, Leyte, 
Aklan, Antique, Iloilo, 
Negros Occidental, Cebu, 
Bohol, Western Samar, 
Misamis Oriental, 
Bukidnon, Sarangani, 
South Cotabato 

  

 

3.3.2 

Number of presumptive 
TB cases examined 
  

Pangasinan, Malabon, 
Albay, Sorsogon, 
Camarines Norte, 
Camarines Sur, Leyte, 
Aklan, Antique, Iloilo, 
Negros Occidental, Cebu, 
Bohol, Western Samar, 
Misamis Oriental, 
Bukidnon, Sarangani, 
South Cotabato 

  

 

3.3.2 

Number and percentage 
of smear positive TB 
cases undergoing 
treatment 

 

Pangasinan, Malabon, 
Albay, Sorsogon, 
Camarines Norte, 
Camarines Sur, Leyte, 
Aklan, Antique, Iloilo, 
Negros Occidental, Cebu, 
Bohol, Western Samar, 
Misamis Oriental, 
Bukidnon, Sarangani, 
South Cotabato 
 

 

 

 

3.7.1  

Early pregnancy 
 

 
 

National; NCR; Cavite; 
Leyte; Iloilo; Sarangani 
 

 
 

  

Under Goal 3 – Good Health and Well-being, six CSO data holdings categorized as 
CGD, can support Tier 1 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 13-c.  
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d. Goal 4 – Quality Education  

Table 13-d. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 4 

SDG
I No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic coverage Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

4.1.1
. 

Proportion of children 
who are functionally 
literate 

 

Manila, Malabon, Cavite, 
Camarines Sur, Camarines 
Norte, Batangas, Albay, 
Sorsogon, Aklan, Negros 
Occidental, Antique, Iloilo, 
Cebu, Bohol, Leyte, Western 
Samar, Misamis Oriental, 
Misamis Occidental, 
Zamboanga del Norte 

  

 

4.1.1
. 

Number of school 
children participated in 
remedial reading classes 

 

Region 1, Region 3, NCR, 
Visayas islands, ARMM, other 
parts of Mindanao 

  
  

4.1.1
. 

Increased in reading 
proficiency of grades 3 - 6 

 

Region 1, Region 3, NCR, 
Visayas islands, ARMM, other 
parts of Mindanao 

 

 

4.2.2 

Number of boys and girls 
participating in reading 
sessions and literacy 
building activities at home 
and in the community 

 

Manila, Malabon, Cavite, 
Camarines Sur, Camarines 
Norte, Batangas, Albay, 
Sorsogon, Aklan, Negros 
Occidental, Antique, Iloilo, 
Cebu, Bohol, Leyte, Western 
Samar, Misamis Oriental, 
Misamis Occidental, 
Zamboanga del Norte 

Boys and girls 

 

4.3.1 

Number of children going 
to school 

 

Whole Province of Benguet 
and its 13 municipalities 
namely: Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, Kabayan, 
Kapangan, Kibungan, La 
Trinidad, Mankayan, Sablan. 
Tuba and Tublay 
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4.3.1 

Proportion of vulnerable 
boys and girls currently 
enrolled in and attending 
a structured learning 
institution  

 

Manila, Malabon, Cavite, 
Camarines Sur, Camarines 
Norte, Batangas, Albay, 
Sorsogon, Aklan, Negros 
Occidental, Antique, Iloilo, 
Cebu, Bohol, Leyte, Western 
Samar, Misamis Oriental, 
Misamis Occidental, 
Zamboanga del Norte 
 

Most vulnerable 
children 
(Internally 
Displaced 
Persons, IP, 
School Leavers 
and Persons 
with Disabilities) 
aged 3-18 years 
old (K-12) 

 

4.3.1 

Number of boys and girls 
who regularly attend the 
learning/literacy programs 

 

Manila, Malabon, Cavite, 
Camarines Sur, Camarines 
Norte, Batangas, Albay, 
Sorsogon, Aklan, Negros 
Occidental, Antique, Iloilo, 
Cebu, Bohol, Leyte, Western 
Samar, Misamis Oriental, 
Misamis Occidental, 
Zamboanga del Norte 
 

Indigenous 
people and out 
of school - boys 
and girls 

 

4.6.1 

Proportion of children 
who are functionally 
literate 

 

Manila, Malabon, Cavite, 
Camarines Sur, Camarines 
Norte, Batangas, Albay, 
Sorsogon, Aklan, Negros 
Occidental, Antique, Iloilo, 
Cebu, Bohol, Leyte, Western 
Samar, Misamis Oriental, 
Misamis Occidental, 
Zamboanga del Norte 
 

Boys and girls in 
Grade 6 or 
equivalent 
 

 

4.6.1 

Proportion of boys and 
girls with improved 
performance in literacy 
and numeracy skills 
 

 

Manila, Malabon, Cavite, 
Camarines Sur, Camarines 
Norte, Batangas, Albay, 
Sorsogon, Aklan, Negros 
Occidental, Antique, Iloilo, 
Cebu, Bohol, Leyte, Western 
Samar, Misamis Oriental, 
Misamis Occidental, 
Zamboanga del Norte 
 

Children who, by 
early Grade 3 
(typically aged 8-
9), can read with 
comprehension 
and speeds of 
45 words per 
minute in 
language of 
school 
instruction. 
 

 

4.6.1 

Number of LGUs with 
decreasing number of 
non-readers and 
frustration readers 

 

Region 1, Region 3, NCR, 
Visayas islands, ARMM, other 
parts of Mindanao 
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4.a.1 

Number of schools per 
municipality  

 

Whole Province of Benguet 
and its 13 municipalities 
namely: Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, Kabayan, 
Kapangan, Kibungan, La 
Trinidad, Mankayan, Sablan. 
Tuba and Tublay  
 

 

 

4.a.1 

Schools provided with 
hand-washing facilities 

 

Province of Iloilo - 22 LGUs 
 

 

 

4.3.1 

Name of tech-vocational 
student, assessed, NC 
certified and employed/ 
able set up business 

 
 

Davao, Batangas, Cebu City, 
Pampanga 

 

 

4.3.1 

Directory information like 
name, email address, 
telephone number, and 
other contact details 

 

Regions I – XIII  

 

4.a.1 

Schools passing the 
Quality Learning 
Environment criteria 

 
 

NCR, Sarangani, SK, North 
Cotabato 

 

 

4.6.1 

Achievement Tests, Fast 
and Slow Learners, 
Promotion by Levels 
 

Paranaque City – NCR Out of School 
Youth (OSY) 
aged 12 & up; 
Adult learners 
aged 22 & up 
 

Multinational 
Foundation 

 
Under Goal 4, achieving quality education, 16 CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as 
CGD, can provide support to Tier 1 SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-d. 
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e. Goal 5: Gender Equality  

Table 13-e. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 5 

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic coverage Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

5.2.1 

Cases of violence against 
children  

National; NCR; Cavite; 
Davao; Ozamis City; 
Zamboanga City; 
General Santos City 

   

5.2.2 

Child Trafficking 
 

National; NCR; Cavite; 
Davao; Ozamis City; 
Zamboanga City; 
General Santos City 

  
 

5.3.1. 
Child Marriage Region XII 

 

 

 
Under Goal 5, gender equality, three CSO/NGO CGD data holdings can provide support 
to Tier 1 SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-e. 

Goal 7 – Affordable and Clean Energy  

Table 13-f. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation 

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic 
coverage 

Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

7.1.2 
Volume of different types of fuel sold 
within a geo-political boundary through 
a survey 

Legazpi City, 
General 
Santos City 
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7.2.1 

Cities with renewable energy facility 
installations in their jurisdictions 
including the following details – 
renewable energy type and generation 
capacity 

Makati City, 
Paranaque 
City, Pasig 
City, Puerto 
Princesa City, 
San Carlos 
City 

  
 

 
Under Goal 7, two CSO/NGO data holdings (not CGD) can provide support to Tier 1 
SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-f. 

f. Goal 8: Decent Work and Economic Growth  
 
Table 13-g. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs 
to Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 8 

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic 
coverage 

Other 
disaggregatio

n 

CSO/NGO 

8.5.2 
Unemployment number in a specific 
geographical area  

Cebu, 
Pampanga 

   

8.5.2 
Educational Attainment of trainees by 
sex/ age/ gender/ location  

Cebu, 
Pampanga 

   

8.5.2 
Means of livelihood/ Employment 
status 

 

Cebu, 
Pampanga 

   

8.6.1 
Unemployment number in a specific 
geographical area  

Cebu, 
Pampanga 

   

8.6.1 
Educational Attainment of trainees by 
sex/ age/ gender/ location  

Cebu, 
Pampanga 

   

8.6.1 
Means of livelihood/ Employment 
status 

 

Cebu, 
Pampanga 

   

8.6.1 

Number of Out of school youth 
(OSCY) 

 
 

Marawi City  
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8.10.2 
Number of households with saving 
scheme  

Estancia   

 
Under Goal 8, eight CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide support 
to Tier 1 SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-g. 

 

g. Goal 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities   and  

Goal 13: Climate Action  

Table 13-h. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goals 11 and 13 
 
SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic coverage Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

11.5.1 

Disaster risk reduction; 
number/proportion of affected 
population post disaster  

affected areas (most 
recent: Cagayan 
Province, Cordillera 
Autonomous Region) 

  
 

13.1.2 

Disaster risk reduction; 
number/proportion of affected 
population post disaster  

affected areas (most 
recent: Cagayan 
Province, Cordillera 
Autonomous Region) 

  
 

13.2.1 

Data on preparedness, 
adaptation, loss and damage, 
vulnerability, exposure, risk and 
resilience (including socio 
economic profile of respondents) 

 

Pila, Laguna; Leyte 
(Tacloban, Palo, 
Ormoc) and Eastern 
Samar (Gen. 
McArthur and 
Quinapondan), 
Philippines, Thailand, 
Vietnam 

  

 

13.2.1 

Climate and weather-related 
data, media coverage of climate 
change issues, selected socio-
ecological systems data, climate 
adaptation tools and resilience 
solutions, and feedback on the 
uses and application of climate 
information 

various   
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Under Goals 11 and 13, four CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide 
support to Tier 1 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 13-h. 

 

h. Goal 14: Life Below Water  

Table 13-i. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 14 
 
SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic 
coverage 

Other 
disaggregation 

CSO/NGO 

14.5.1 

Status of Coral Communities and 
Reef-Associated Fish 
and Invertebrates in the Municipality of 
Araceli, Palawan  

Province of 
Palawan 

  
 

14.5.1 
Live corals and fishes of Black Rock 
Reef in Taytay and Hart Reef in 
Araceli, Palawan 2016  

Province of 
Palawan 

   

14.5.1 
Fish and coral monitoring in Black 
Rock Reef, Taytay and Hart Reef, 
Araceli, Palawan 2019  

Province of 
Palawan 

   

14.5.1 

Status of Coral Communities and 
Reef-Associated Fish and Invertebrate 

s in the municipality of Araceli 
Palawan 

Province of 
Palawan 

  
 

14.5.1 
Reef Fish and Benthic Lifeform 
Assessments in Near Shores of 
Araceli, Palawan July 2010  

Province of 
Palawan 

   

14.5.1 
Reef Fish and Benthic Lifeform 
Assessments in the InShores of 
Quezon, Palawan July 2010  

Province of 
Palawan 

   

14.5.1 
Reef Fish and Benthic Assessment for 
Taytay Bay August 2010  

Province of 
Palawan 

   

14.5.1 

Reef Fish and Benthic Lifeform 
Assessments in the Inshores of 
Quezon, Palawan July 2010  
 

Province of 
Palawan 
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14.5.1 

Status of Benthic and Reef Fish 
Communities of Araceli, Palawan July 
2011 

 

Province of 
Palawan 

 
 

14.5.1 

Status of Benthic and Reef Fish 
Communities of Dumaran, Palawan 
June 2011 

 

Province of 
Palawan 

 
 

14.5.1 

Status of Benthic and Reef Fish 
Communities of Hart Reef, Araceli, 
Palawan July 2011  
 

Province of 
Palawan 

 
 

14.5.1 
Number of Pawikan Hatchlings 

 
Batangas, 
Davao City 

  

 
Under Goal 14, twelve CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide 
support to Tier 1 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 13-i. 
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i. Goal 15: Life on Land  
Table 13-j. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and 
categorical disaggregation, Goal 15  

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic coverage Other 
disaggregatio

n 

CSO/NGO 

15.1.1 

Forest cover per 
municipality  

 

Whole Province of 
Benguet and its 13 
municipalities namely: 
Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, 
Kabayan, Kapangan, 
Kibungan, La Trinidad, 
Mankayan, Sablan. Tuba 
and Tublay 

  

 

15.1.1 

Total Trees Planted (fruit 
bearing and indigenous 
trees) 

Barangay Calawis, 
Antipolo City, Rizal 

  Megawide 
Corporate 
Foundatio

n, Inc. 
 

15.1.1 

Total number of land 
reforested 

Barangay Calawis, 
Antipolo City, Rizal 

  Megawide 
Corporate 
Foundatio
n, Inc.  

15.1.1 

Total number of lands 
utilized for alternative 
Agricultural Livelihood  

Barangay Calawis, 
Antipolo City, Rizal 

  Megawide 
Corporate 
Foundatio

n, Inc. 
 

15.2.1 

CBFMA holders; areas 
covered; status of CRMF 
 

 

 

Barangay Poblacion and 
Caruray in San Vicente; 
Barangay Pancol and 
Bato in Taytay; 
Barangay Sta Maria in 
Dumaran; Barangay San 
Isidro in Roxas; 
Barangay Bacungan and 
Salvacion in Puerto 
Princesa City; Barangay 
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Baldat in Culion; and 
Barangay San Nicolas, 
Borac and Guadalupe in 
Coron 
 

15.2.1 

Protection and conservation 
status; community efforts

 

 

Tumauini Watershed 
Natural Park, So. 
Maguli, Antagan 1st, 
Tumauini, Isabela 

 
 

15.1.2 

Forest cover per 
municipality 

 

Whole Province of 
Benguet and its 13 
municipalities namely: 
Atok, Bakun, Bokod, 
Buguias, Itogon, 
Kabayan, Kapangan, 
Kibungan, La Trinidad, 
Mankayan, Sablan. Tuba 
and Tublay 
 

 

 
 

15.2.1 

Traditional governance of 
ICCs and IPs; traditional 
resources governance 
mechanisms 
 

Brngy. Sulu-an Island, 
Guiuan, Eastern Samar 

 
 

15.1.2 

Traditional governance of 
ICCs and IPs; traditional 
resources governance 
mechanisms 
 

Brngy. Sulu-an Island, 
Guiuan, Eastern Samar 

 
 

15.1.1 

Trained community leaders 
and data on developing 
barangay development plan 
 

Brngy. Sulu-an Island, 
Guiuan, Eastern Samar 

 
 

15.1.2 

Trained community leaders 
and data on developing 
barangay development plan 
 

Brngy. Sulu-an Island, 
Guiuan, Eastern Samar 

 
 

15.2.1 

Trained community leaders 
and data on developing 
barangay development plan 
 

Brngy. Sulu-an Island, 
Guiuan, Eastern Samar 

 
 

15.1.1 
Existing resources and 
previous development plans 
 

Dinagat Island   
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15.1.2 
Existing resources and 
previous development plans 
 

Dinagat Island   

15.2.1 

Biophysical and social 
setting of mountain range; 
geospatial data e.g. but not 
limited to Land use, 
Thematic Map (ECAN 
Zones, KBAs), Remaining 
forest, tenure (eg. CBFM, 
Ancestral Domain Claim, 
Settlements, etc), projects, 
implemented (including 
NGP areas, etc), threats to 
forests 
 

Dinagat Island  

 

15.2.1 

Biophysical and social 
setting of mountain range; 
geospatial data e.g but not 
limited to Land use, 
Thematic Map (ECAN 
Zones, KBAs), Remaining 
forest, tenure (eg. CBFM, 
Ancestral Domain Claim, 
Settlements, etc), projects, 
implemented (including 
NGP areas, etc), threats to 
forests 

Southern Palawan - 
Quezon, Narra, Aborlan, 
and Puerto Princesa City 
 

 

 

15.1.1 

Biophysical and social 
setting of mountain range; 
geospatial data e.g but not 
limited to Land use, 
Thematic Map (ECAN 
Zones, KBAs), Remaining 
forest, tenure (eg. CBFM, 
Ancestral Domain Claim, 
Settlements, etc), projects, 
implemented (including 
NGP areas, etc), threats to 
forests 
 

Southern Palawan - 
Quezon, Narra, Aborlan, 
and Puerto Princesa City 
 

 

 

15.2.1 

Priority conservation areas 
and species; checklist of 
flora and fauna of protected 
landscape 
 

Mt. Mantalingahan 
Protected Landscape, 
Palawan 
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15.1.1 

Priority conservation areas 
and species; checklist of 
flora and fauna of protected 
landscape 
 

Mt. Mantalingahan 
Protected Landscape, 
Palawan 
 

 
 

15.9.1 

Priority conservation areas 
and species; checklist of 
flora and fauna of protected 
landscape 
 

Mt. Mantalingahan 
Protected Landscape, 
Palawan 
 

 
 

15.5.1 

Priority conservation areas 
and species; checklist of 
flora and fauna of protected 
landscape 
 

Mt. Mantalingahan 
Protected Landscape, 
Palawan 
 

 
 

15.1.1 

GIS datasets– forest, DEM, 
protected area boundaries, 
LGU boundaries; satellite 
images; maps 
 

Isabela  
 

15.1.2 

GIS datasets– forest, DEM, 
protected area boundaries, 
LGU boundaries; satellite 
images; maps 
 

Isabela 
  

15.2.1 

GIS datasets– forest, DEM, 
protected area boundaries, 
LGU boundaries; satellite 
images; maps 
 

Isabela  
 

15.1.2 

Steps and considerations on 
nursery and out-planting of 
beach forest trees 
 

Iloilo City and Aklan 
State University, Banga, 
Aklan 
 

 
 

Under Goal 15, four CSO/NGO data holdings, categorized as CGD, can support Tier 1 
SDG indicators as shown in Table 13-j. However, 21 CSO/NGO data holdings (not CGD) 
can also provide support to Tier 1 SDG indicators. 
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j. Goal 16: Peace and Justice, Strong Institutions   

Table 13-k. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as inputs to 
Tier 1 SDG indicators particularly on subnational level and categorical 
disaggregation, Goal 16 

SDGI 
No. 

CGD/CSO data holdings Geographic 
coverage 

Other 
disaggregatio

n 

CSO/NG
O 

16.6.1 

Public investment in programs 
for children  

National; NCR; 
Cavite; Davao; 
Ozamis City; 
Zamboanga City; 
General Santos City; 
Sarangani; North 
Cotabato; Leyte; 
Iloilo 

  

 

16.9.1 

Public investment in programs 
for children  

national; NCR; 
Cavite; Davao; 
Ozamis City; 
Zamboanga City; 
General Santos City; 
Sarangani; North 
Cotabato; Leyte; 
Iloilo 

  

 

16.9.1 

Children covered by projects 
with birth registration 

national; NCR; 
Cavite; Davao; 
Ozamis City; 
Zamboanga City; 
General Santos City; 
Sarangani; North 
Cotabato;  

  
 

16.9.1. 

Brgys. with birth registration 
services either at a fixed 
centre or mobile services

 

Al Barka, Basilan; 
Omar, Sulu 

Community 
elderly 

 

 
Under Goal 16, four CSO/NGO data holding can provide support to Tier 1 SDG indicators 
as shown in Table 13-k. 
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a) Goal 1: No Poverty and Goal 2: Zero Hunger 

Table 14-a. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that can 
serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goals 1 & 2 
 
SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 

score 
CSO/NGO 

1.4.1  
Number of HH living in makeshift 
housing 

 
1.33  

1.4.1  Food Security  1.67  

2.1.1. 
Height and weight of Indigenous 
children/students from kinder to 
Grade 6 

1.33  

2.1.1. 
Prevalence of underweight in children 
under five years of age  1.67  

 
For Goals 1 and 2, four  CSO/NGO data holding can provide inputs to Tier 2 SDG 
Indicators as shown in Table 14-a. 
 

b) Goal 3: Good health and Well-being 
 
Table 14-b. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 3 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

3.c.1. No. of skilled personnel  1.33  

3.1.1. WRA provided information on 
MNCHN services 1.50  with ZEP 
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3.1.1. WRA utilizing MNCHN services  1.50  with ZEP 

3.3.1. 
Notified cases of all forms of TB  

1.50  with ZEP 

3.3.1. 
TB cases with RR-TB and/or MDR-TB 
notified     1.50  with ZEP 

 
For Goal 3, one CSO/NGO data holding can provide inputs to Tier 2 SDG indicators as 
shown in Table 14-b, while two data holdings can provide exact match to the 
predetermined data gaps.  
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c. Goal 4: Quality Education  

Table 14-c. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 4 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

4.4.1. 
Data submitted in application forms, 
letters, writing samples, or other 
written materials;  

1.33  

4.c.1. 
No. of teachers per grade level 

 1.33  

4.4.1. Senior HS students into enterprise or 
land jobs 1.50  with ZEP 

4.b.1. List of organization providing 
scholarship for higher education 1.50  

4.c.1 

Number of teachers trained on the 
conduct of remedial reading 

classes 
 

1.67  

4.b.1 Total Number of existing Scholars 
 1.67  

4.b.1 Total Number of Scholar Graduates 
 1.67  

4.2.1 
Number of children in tutorial program 

 1.67 Care  

 
For Goal 4, four CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide inputs to 
Tier 2 SDG Indicators, as shown in Table 14-c. 
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d) Goal 6: Clean water and Sanitation 
 
Table 14-d. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 6 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

6.3.1. 

Domestic wastewater treatment – 
number of households in a city using 
different types of treatment and 
discharge flow (e.g. septage, 
centralized aerobic treatment, river 
discharge) 

1.33  

6.1.1. Households provided access to 
potable water 1.33  with ZEP 

6.1.1. 
No. of HH with access to safe water 

 1.33  

6.3.2. 
No. of bodies of water accessed for 
multi-purpose use  1.33  

6.3.2 

Water quality based on the following 
parameters: Total Coliform and fecal 
coliform, heavy metals such as 
mercury and Zinc. Other parameters 
including BOD, TDS, pH, nitrates 
were also monitored.  
 

1.33  

6.1.1 
Barangays with access to water 
supply  1.33  

For Goal 6, four CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide inputs to 
Tier 2 SDG Indicators, as shown in Table 14-d. 
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e) Goal 8: Decent Work and Economic Growth 

 
Table 14-e. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 8 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

8.3.1. 
Families provided with livelihood  

1.33 with ZEP 

8.3.1. 
Individuals matched for employment  

1.33  with ZEP 

8.3.1. 

MSMEs benefitting from credit and 
non-credit services  1.33  with ZEP 

 
For Goal 8, three CSO/NGO data holdings are exact match of the predetermined 
data gaps under Tier 2 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 14-e. 

 
f) Goal 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities 

 
Table 14-f. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 11 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

11.6.1. 

Volume of solid waste generation 
(city-wide, per capita) as well as its 
composition, treatment types, and 
disposal types of selected cities 
based from their respective Waste 
Analysis and Characterization Studies 
(WACS) and/or 10-Year Solid Waste 
Management Plan. 

1.33   

11.1.1. 
Number of malnourished children 

       1.33  
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11.1.1. 
Kind of shelter   

1.33  

11.4.1. 

Budget allocation for climate change 
mitigation- and adaptation-related 
programs, activities, and projects 
(PAPs) of selected cities, based 
climate change expenditure tagged 
investment plans. 

1.67  

11.7.2 
Violence against children   

1.67  

 
For Goal 11, three CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide inputs to 
Tier 2 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 14-f. Likewise, three of these data holdings are 
matched with the predetermined data gaps that could be addressed by CGD.  

 
g) Goal 12: Responsible Consumption and Production  

 
Table 14-g. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 12 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

12.5.1. 
 

Volume of solid waste generation 
(city-wide, per capita) as well as its 
composition, treatment types, and 
disposal types of selected cities 
based from their respective Waste 
Analysis and Characterization Studies 
(WACS) and/or 10-Year Solid Waste 
Management Plan. 

1.33  

12.5.1. 
 

Solid Waste Management 
-Kilo of plastic collected for Eco-bricks 
-Proper waste segregation  

1.67  

 
For Goal 12, one CSO/NGO data holding categorized as CGD, can provide inputs to Tier 
2 SDG indicators, while two data holdings matched the predetermined list of data gaps, 
as shown in Table 14-g. 
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h) Goal 14: Life Below Water and Goal 15: Life on Land 
 
Table 14-h. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goals 14 and 15 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

14.4.1. 
Community-based Fish Catch 
Monitoring Report Quezon, Palawan 
July 2010  

1.50  

14.4.1. 
Fish catch monitoring in Quezon, 
Palawan October 2010 To September 
2011  

1.50  

14.4.1. 
Fish Catch Monitoring in Taytay, 
Palawan October 2010 To September 
2011  

1.50  

14.4.1. 
Preliminary Report on Fish Catch 

Monitoring, Taytay, Palawan 
August 2010 

1.50  

14.4.1. 
Live Reef Fish for Food Industry 
Study: Northern Palawan  1.50  

14.4.1. 
CPUE of Fishing Gears in Malampaya 
Sound, Western Taytay, Palawan, 
Philippines April 2017  

1.67  

14.4.1 
Fish Catch Monitoring in Taytay, 
Palawan 

 
1.67  

14.4.1 
Fish Catch Monitoring in Araceli, 
Palawan, 2010 And 2013  
 

1.67  

14.4.1 
Fish Catch Monitoring in Dumaran, 
Palawan  
 

1.67  

15.4.1 Forest cover per municipality  
 

1.33  

 

For Goal 14, nine CSO/NGO data holding categorized as CGD can provide inputs to Tier 
2 SDG indicators. For Goal 15, one data holding is categorized as CGD, can provide 
inputs to Tier 2 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 14-h. 



 

148 

Annex 11 

 

i) Goal 16: Peace and Justice, Strong Institutions 
 
Table 14-i. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings by average score that 
can serve as inputs to Tier 2 SDG Indicators, Goal 16 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

16.1.3. 
 Crime rate in the municipality  1.33  

16.3.1. 
 

Number of children who experienced 
violence who reported the 

incident to the authorities and/or 
service providers 

1.50  

16.1.3. 
 

Profile of children who are victims of 
child abuse  1.50  

16.2.2. 
 

Cases of violence against children; 
 Child Trafficking  1.67  

16.1.3 
 Violence against children  1.67  

16.2.1 
 

Incidence of corporal punishment 
 1.67  

 
For Goal 16, six CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can provide inputs to 
Tier 2 SDG indicators, while five data holdings matched the predetermined list of data 
gaps, as shown in Table 14-i. 
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a. Goal 1: No Poverty 
 
Table 15-a. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 1 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

1.4.2. 
Farm production and adoption of 
good agricultural practices  1.67  

1.3.1. 

Proportion of boys and girls who know 
of the presence of services and 
mechanisms to receive and respond 
to reports of abuse, neglect, 
exploitation or violence against 
children  

1.67  

1.3.1. 

Number of community- based child 
protection mechanisms (CBCPM) with 
functional reporting and referral 
mechanisms  

1.67  

1.4.2. 
CBFMA holders; areas covered; 
status of CRMF  1.67  

1.4.2 
Traditional governance of ICCs and 
IPs; traditional resources governance 
mechanisms 

1.67  

 
For Goal 1, four CSO/NGO data holdings, categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs to 
Tier 3 SDG indicators as shown in Table 15-a. 

b. Goal 2: Zero Hunger 

Table 15-b. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 2 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

2.3.1. 

Community organizations, number of 
members, types of activities and 
businesses, trainings underwent 
(CDA-mandated), agriculture 

1.33  
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production increase, with business 
continuity plans  

2.3.2. 

Community organizations, number of 
members, types of activities and 
businesses, trainings underwent 
(CDA-mandated), agriculture 
production increase, with business 
continuity plans  

1.33  

2.3.1. Farm Produce Production  1.67  

 
For Goal 2, all three CSO/NGO data holdings categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs 
to Tier 3 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 15-b. 

c. Goal 3: Good Health and Well-Being and Goal 5: Gender Equality 

Table 15-c. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 3 and Goal 5 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

3.b.1. 
Barangays whose population has 
accessed to immunization  1.33  

3.8.1. WRA provided information on 
MNCHN services 1.50  

3.8.1. WRA utilizing MNCHN services 1.50  

5.6.1. Early Pregnancy   1.67  

5.2.2. 
Number of disclosures on child sexual 
abuse and exploitation and actions 
taken 

1.67  

 

For Goals 3 and 5, one CSO/NGO data holding each, categorized as CGD, can serve 
as inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 15-c. 
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d. Goal 6: Clean Water and Sanitation and Goal 8: Decent Work and Economic 
Growth 

Table 15-d. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 6 and Goal 8 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

6.6.1. 
 

Protection and conservation status; 
community efforts  1.67  

8.3.1. 
 

Community organizations, number of 
members, types of activities and 
businesses, trainings underwent 
(CDA-mandated), agriculture 
production increase, with business 
continuity plans  

1.33  

8.7.1. 
 ZEP PPI Profiling Tool  1.50 

 

 

8.7.1. 
 Worst forms of child labor  1.67  

 
For Goal 6, one CSO/NGO data holding categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs to Tier 
3 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 15-d. For Goal 8, three CSO data holdings 
categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators. All four data holdings 
matched the predetermined list of data gaps that could be addressed by CGD. 
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e.  Goal 12: Responsible Consumption and Production  

Table 15-e. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 12 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

12.8.1. 
The Tagbanua Of Malampaya Sound. 
Conserving Nature as Lifeways 
(Book)  

1.33  

12.a.1. 

Socio-economic and MPA 
Management System Assessment for 
Aborlan Municipality and 
Options for Developing Private Sector 
Financing August 2015 

1.50  

12.a.1. 
Mariculture Sustainability Assessment 
in Araceli, Palawan 2010  1.50  

12.a.1. 
Assessment of Mariculture 
Sustainability in Quezon, Palawan 

 
1.50  

12.a.1. 

Seasonality of Fecundity and 
Spawning of Leopard Coralgrouper 
(Plectropomus Leopardus: 
SERRANIDAE) in Quezon and 
Taytay, Palawan October 2010 to 
September 2011  

1.50  

    12.a.1. 
Live Reef Fish for Food Industry 
Barangay Beton, Taytay, Palawan 

2008  
        1.50 

  

     12.a.1. 

Culture of Leopard Coral Trout 
Grouper (Plectopomus leopardus 
Lacepede, 1802) in Hanging and 
Floating Net Cages on Biton, Taytay, 
Palawan August 22, 2008 to January 

06, 2009  

       1.50 
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    12.a.1. 
Income Profile of LRFF Fishers in 
Palawan and Tawi-Tawi July 2009 

 
      1.50 

  

    12.a.1. 

Tracking sustainability opportunities in 
the live reef fish trade using a value 
chain approach February 2011 

 

      1.50 
  

  12.8.1. 
Field Guide to Coastal Fishes of 

Palawan  
      1.50 

  

12.8.1 

Fishing gears and fishing methods of 
the Malampaya Sound Philippines: An 
Approach to Fisheries and Ecosystem 

Management  

      1.67 

  

 12.8.1 

Environmental Awareness Campaigns 

-reached target audience  

 

     1.67 
 

  12.b.1 

   List of species being found in Puerto 

Princesa Underground River  

 

    1.83 
              

 
For Goal 12, all 13 CSO/NGO data holding categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs to 
Tier 3 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 15-e.  

f. Goal 13: Climate Action 

Table 15-f. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as  
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 13 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

13.b.1. 
 

Impact of Mass Coral Bleaching and 
Crown-of-thorns Sea Stars on 
Selected Reefs in the Philippines 
September 2011  

1.50  

13.b.1. 
 

Assessment of the Vulnerability 
Taytay, Palawan to Geologic and 
Climate Change  

1.50  



 

154 

  

 

13.3.2. 
Environmental Awareness Campaigns 
-reached target audience  1.67  

 
For Goal 13, three CSO/NGO data holding categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs to 
Tier 3 SDG indicators, as shown in Table 15-f. Two data holdings matched the 
predetermined list of data gaps that could be addressed by CGD.  

g. Goal 14: Life Below Water 

Table 15-g. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 14 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

14.1.1. 
 

Volume of Waste Collected in 
drainage/ coastal clean-up/ and Adopt 
a Estero  

1.33  

14.2.1. 
 

Status of Mangroves Forest in the 
Municipality of Dumaran, Palawan 

 
1.50    

14.2.1. 
 

Status of Mangroves Forest in the 
Municipality of Araceli, Palawan 

 
1.50  

14.2.1. 
 

Abundance and Species Composition 
of Seagrass 
 in the Municipality of Araceli, 
Palawan, Philippines  

1.50  

14.2.1. 
 

Mangrove, Seagrass and Seven 
Lines Reef Ecosystems Assessment 
in Aborlan, Palawan, Philippines 

 

1.50  

14.7.1 

Policies, Monitoring and Surveillance 
Apropos to the Live Reef Fish Trade 
in the Province of Palawan, 
Philippines  
 

1.50  

14.1.1 

Solid Waste Management 
-Kilo of plastic collected for Ecobricks 
-Proper waste segregation  
 

1.67  
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14.1.1 
Environmental Awareness Campaigns 
-reached target audience  
 

1.67  

14.2.1 
Steps and considerations on nursery 
and out-planting of beach forest trees 
 

1.83  

 
For Goal 14, eight (8) CSO/NGO data holdings, categorized as CGD, can serve as inputs 
to Tier 3 SDG indicators as shown in Table 15-g. Four data holdings matched the 
predetermined list of data gaps that could be addressed by CGD.  

 

h. Goal 16: Peace and Justice, Strong Institutions 

Table 15-h. List of CGDs and CSO/NGO data holdings that can serve as 
inputs to Tier 3 SDG indicators, Goal 16 

SDGI No. CGD/CSO data holdings Average 
score 

CSO/NGO 

16.1.2. Cause of spouse's death 1.67  

16.7.2. 
 Cognition test 1.67  

 
For Goal 16, one CSO/NGO data holding matched the predetermined list of data gaps 
that could be addressed by CGD, as shown in Table 15-h. 
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