
1 
 

 

 

   

 
 
 

 

Series of SDG Webinars for the Arab Region:  
World Bank 

SDG 9.1.1, SDG 10.4.2, SDG 16.5.2 and SDG 16.6.1 
 
 
 
 

An Interagency and Experts Collaboration to Improve the Production and Dissemination of SDG 
Indicators from Official National Sources 

 
17 June – 15 July 2021 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Report of the Meeting 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2 
 

Contents 

 
BACKGROUND ............................................................................................................................................... 3 

OBJECTIVE- WHY? .......................................................................................................................................... 4 

TARGET AUDIENCE - WHO? ........................................................................................................................... 4 

OUTCOME ...................................................................................................................................................... 4 

SCHEDULE AND LANGUAGE– PLATFORM?.................................................................................................... 5 

ATTENDANCE AND EVALUATION ................................................................................................................ 22 

TRAINING CERTIFICATION ........................................................................................................................... 22 

GROUP PHOTO ............................................................................................................................................ 23 

LIST OF ANNEXES ......................................................................................................................................... 24 

Annex 1: AGENDA .................................................................................................................................... 25 

Annex 2: LIST OF ORGANIZERS AND PARTICIPANTS ................................................................................ 26 

Annex 3: RESOURCES............................................................................................................................... 34 

Annex 4: Q & A ........................................................................................................................................ 36 

Annex 5: METADATA ............................................................................................................................... 39 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



3 
 

 
 

BACKGROUND   
 

The need to improve the production and dissemination of reliable comparable and timely data on SDG 

In September 2015, the United Nations General Assembly adopted by consensus Resolution 70/1: 

Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (the 2030 Agenda). The Resolution 

reaffirms the need for the strengthening of national data systems through “collaboration between 

national statistical systems and the relevant international and regional organizations to enhance data 

reporting channels and ensure the harmonization and consistency of data and statistics for the indicators 

used to follow up and review the Sustainable Development Goals and targets”.   

The resolution also urges countries, the specialized agencies, the regional commissions, and the Bretton 

Woods institutions among others “to intensify their support for strengthening data collection and 

statistical capacity-building, including capacity-building that strengthens coordination among national 

statistical offices”. Moreover, the resolution “urges international organizations to base the global review 

on data produced by national statistical systems and, if specific country data are not available for reliable 

estimation, to consult with concerned countries to produce and validate modelled estimates before 

publication, urges that communication and coordination among international organizations be enhanced 

in order to avoid duplicate reports, ensure consistency of data and reduce response burdens on countries, 

and urges international organizations to provide the methodologies used to harmonize country data for 

international comparability and produce estimates through transparent mechanisms;” 

Five years after the adoption of the 2030 Agenda several countries are facing considerable challenges in 

monitoring targets in many policy areas. The current COVID-19 pandemic highlights the value of measuring 

and monitoring: no strategy can be developed, and no measure can be implemented without a proper 

monitoring and evaluation system.   

Many countries in the Arab region are reporting on SDG indicators, however, reporting on progress on 

many of the SDG indicators, remains limited in the region. Insufficient availability and quality of statistical 

information on SDG indicators hamper the capacity of policymakers to generate evidence-based and 

effective policy responses and implement the 2030 Agenda.   

Translating these recommendations and resolutions into tangible results is imperative and will require 

intensive collaboration at the national, regional and global levels. Regional Commissions’ Statistical bodies 

“are the nexus between the Statistical Commission at the global level and the implementation at the 

national level of the norms endorsed by the Commission. In the context of the 2030 Agenda, the support 

provided by the regional commissions to assist Member States in adapting, implementing and measuring 

progress towards the implementation of national development plans is of particular significance as it 

influences the quality of statistics and methodologies used, as well as the use of new and innovative 

methodologies and sources of data, known as the transformative agenda for official statistics. The regional 

commissions carry out activities to strengthen the capacity of Member States to produce, use and 
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dissemination official statistics and also provide a regional platform for sharing experiences and practices 

in statistics work1.” 

 
Interagency and Experts Collaboration- ESCWA & WORLD BANK 

In this context, the Economic and Social Commission for Western Asia (ESCWA) implemented an 

assessment of data disseminated through the UNSD SDG Global database and those in national SDG 

official sources to identify those less produced, disseminated, or less understood by national statistical 

offices (NSOs), and are more available in UN Agencies’ and UNSD databases.  

Based on the assessment, ESCWA in collaboration with World Bank met on 19 March 2021 to discuss the 

organization of a joint webinar to build capacities of Arab countries to improve the production and 

dissemination of selected SDG indicators. 

 

OBJECTIVE- WHY? 
ESCWA and World Bank organized a webinar on selected SDG indicators that are less 

produced/disseminated in the Arab region to create a common understanding among data producers on 

how to collect, measure and disseminate this indicator to increase data availability and enhance national 

data flow to national policy makers, regional users including the custodian agency.  

 
The main objectives of the regional training are:   

• Enhancing understanding of metadata and nature of data in the UNSD SDG database. 

• Improving statistical capacities to invigorate production and use of comparable SDG indicator. 

• Strengthening inter-institutional coordination to invigorate production of SDG indicators and data 

flow. 

• Sharing and discussing country challenges in measuring SDG indicator. 

TARGET AUDIENCE - WHO? 
 
The meeting was attended by 102 representatives for two days from 15 national statistical offices namely: 
Algeria, Bahrain, Egypt, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Mauritania, Morocco, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, 
Comoros, United Arab of Emirates and Yemen. The meeting was also attended by representatives from 
the Resident Coordinator Office (RCO), UNICEF, UNDP, Washington Group, OCHA, WHO, UNODC, UNFPA 
and UN-Habitat. 
 

OUTCOME 

The training will familiarize relevant stakeholders with the concepts, international standards, 

methodological tools, as well as an understanding of the challenges faced to measure SDG indicators. The 

outcome of the series of training will facilitate the development of regional guidelines and 

recommendations to improve the production and dissemination of SDG Indicators. 

 

 
1 Source: Relevance and effectiveness of the statistical work of regional commissions - thematic evaluation of regional commis-

sions, Committee for Programme and Coordination, 57th session, April 2017 (E/AC.51/2017/8) 
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SCHEDULE AND LANGUAGE– PLATFORM? 

The regional training will be held on 17th of June and 7th of July 2021, from 2:30 to 4:50 P.M. Beirut time 

(see attached Agenda). 

 
9.1.1 Proportion of the rural population who live within 2 km of an all-season road 
 

For the purpose of this indicator, “All-season road” is defined as a road that is motorable all year round by 

the prevailing means of rural transport (often a pick-up or a truck which does not have four-wheel drive). 

Predictable interruptions of short duration during inclement weather (e.g. heavy rainfall) are accepted, 

particularly on low volume roads. A road that it is likely to be impassable to the prevailing means of rural 

transport for a total of 7 days or more per year is not regarded as all-season. (Roberts et al., 2006). Noting 

that this definition varies as per the context of each country. 

Below is an example of “all-season” roads based measured IRI. Scores shaded in red are for roads 

considered to be as all-season road. But at the end, it all depends on the country context. 

 

HD    HDM-4 Recommended IRI default values RONET Recommended IRI values 

  Paved road   Unpaved 

Condition Primary Secondary Tertiary Condition Gravel Earth 

      Very good 7 10 

Good 2 3 4 Good 10 13 

Fair 4 5 6 Fair 13 16 

Poor 6 7 8 Poor  17 20 

Bad 8 9 10 Very poor 22 24 

 

The methodology of Rural Access Index (RAI) was originally developed by Roberts et al in 2006. This study 

found that globally, 900 million people or 68% of total rural population didn’t have access or were left 

unconnected. However, this methodology has some limitations and challenges which has kept the 

indicator from being updated since 2006 such as cost, unavailability of household surveys or inconsistency 

of data across countries.  The data collection method depended mainly on a question whether the 

respondent have access to the road-network within 2 Km or in a frame of 25 minutes 

 

The new methodology uses spatial data and technologies for sustainability and operational relevance 

using existing data that are consistency across countries 

 

To calculate RAI the methodology makes use of three spatial data: population, road network and road 

condition. Spatial data from national population censuses are recommended.  The World Bank uses 

available global data from WorldPop and Gridded population of the World (GPW). Countries may access 

road network data from road agencies, or commercial database, or open data.  
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 Availability  Access Consistency Update 

Government 

data 

Road agencies, 

statistical offices 

Subject to 

country policy 

Consistent with 

official network 

Govt 

responsibility 

Collected by 

mobile 

applications  

By RoadLab etc. Free application Consistent with 

official data 

Every time when 

a survey is carried 

out 

Commercial data e.g., DeLome 

database 

Commercial 

license  

Consistent across 

countries 

Regularly 

updated  

Open data e.g., 

OpenStreetMap 

Free and open Vary across 

countries 

On an ad hoc, 

voluntary basis  

 

However, there are pros and cons for each of national data and open data. National data are consistent 

with national road network by definition and are accurate. On the other hand, consistency of open data 

will depend on whether there is continuous voluntary update.  Both sources of data can be combined to 

complement each other. Road agencies are responsible for monitoring roads quality through Road Asset 

Management (RAM) systems on a continuous basis; daily is preferable.   

 

A wide variety of technologies are available to provide information on road roughness. Those 

technologies vary from traditional to innovative like Traditional pavement profiler, smartphone 

application, drones and high-resolution satellite imagery (70% accurate). Conversion needed is based on 

individual country context (weather, road specification, etc . 

 

RAI is calculated as the ratio between rural population with access to total rural population to identify 

potential needs in rural access within a country and to guide its rural road programs. Urban areas are to 

be excluded using Global Rural Urban Mapping Project (GRUMP) data.  For this purpose, different urban-

rural classifications are available: 

• Global databases – (GRUMP) in 1990. However, these datasets are not updated since 

• National administrative definition 

• New method to delineate cities, urban and rural areas endorsed by the UN Statistical 

Commission (link in the resources) 

 

There are two typical challenges to calculate RAI, and more importantly, to use RAI in road sector 

operations: regular data collection and linkage between RAMs and RAI calculation tool.  

 

The World Bank has estimated RAI for four Arab countries: 

  
Rural population (million) Population with access (million) RAI (%) 

Iraq 18.760 11.889 63.4 

Jordan 1.341 0.958 71.4 
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Lebanon 0.030 0.028 92.6 

Syria 8.580 7.720 90.0 

Those estimates were largely based on open data using WorldPop, OpenStreetMap.  They also included 

damaged roads caused by conflicts in the region. 

 

The estimates for Iraq, Jordan Somalia and Lebanon are made available in the UNSD SDG Global Database.  

The nature of data is referred as not available.   

 

Indicators UNSD SDG 
Database (C-CA) 

UNSD SDG 
Database (E-M-N-
NA-G) 

SDG in national 
reports 

9.1.1 Proportion of the rural population who live within 
2 km of an all-season road 

0 4 (NA): Iraq, 
Jordan, Lebanon, 
Somalia 
 

 

C: country data, CA: country adjusted data, E: estimated data, G: global monitoring data, M: modeled data, N: non-relevant data, NA: data na-
ture not available 

Jordan Experience: 

In Jordan, roads are classified into main roads, secondary roads and agricultural roads.  There are several 

bodies responsible for roads’ maintenance. namely the Ministry of Works, the Ministry of Municipalities 

and the Ministry of Transport, in addition to other ministries that are linked indirectly, such as the Ministry 

of Agriculture, the Ministry of Water and Irrigation and others. 

The Department of Statistics maintain updated population maps based on the 2015 Population Census. to 

provide information for policies direction. 

 

Recommendations for Countries:  

- Countries to make use of population census data and collect data on road network and road 
condition from relevant institutions  

- Countries to review guidelines and resources on how to calculate this indicator, and request 
support of the World Bank, if needed. 

 

Recommendations for ESCWA/World Bank:  

- ESCWA to facilitate any bilateral meetings between the countries and the World Bank where 

needed. 
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16.5.2 Proportion of businesses that had at least one contact with a public official and that paid a bribe 
to a public official, or were asked for a bribe by those public officials during the previous 12 months 
 
The indicator falls under target 16.5 that aims to reduce corruption and bribery in all their forms. The 

rationale for this indicator is to ascertain whether firms are solicited for gifts or informal payments (i.e. 

bribes) when engaging in everyday business transactions with public officials. The six possible transactions 

include 1) application for an electrical connection, 2) application for a water connection, 3) application for 

a construction-related permit, 4) application for an import license, 5) application for an operating license, 

and 6) inspection or meeting with tax officials.  Formal forms in most countries undertake these 

transactions from time-to-time and hence the rational for this indicator is to measure the incidence of 

corruption during these routine interactions. 

 

The World Bank conducts “Enterprise Surveys” and collects data through face-to-face interviews with a 

sample of business owners and top managers of private sector establishments in a country every 5- 6 

years.  The World Bank has recently introduced phone interviews in high-income countries. The 

standardized survey provides a description of the business environment based on factual information 

through a firms’ experience (objective), and on perceptions through direct assessments by respondents 

(subjective). Specific questions could be added to the questionnaire as per the project led by the World 

Bank in a country.  In addition to the above corruption questions, the topics of the Enterprise Survey 

include questions on infrastructure, business permits and licenses, access to finance, innovation, trade, 

workforce, crime, business performance, and other topics. 

 

The Enterprise Survey respondents are from manufacturing and services establishments, registered 

(formal) firms with 5+ employees either fully or partially private (100% state-owned firms are ineligible for 

the Enterprise Survey). 

 

In most economies, the sample is concentrated around main urban centers of the country where 

manufacturing and services activities are located. Sample sizes vary as per the size of the economy: 

• Very small economies = 150 

• Small economies = 360 

• Medium economies = 600 

• Large economies = 1,320  

• Very large economies = 1,800+ respondents 

 

Note that the Enterprise Survey interviews a representative sample of formal (i.e. registered) private firms 

in a country.  The sample frame is usually obtained from the NSO or business registrar and contains the 

most up-to-date list of registered businesses.   The survey fieldwork is usually conducted by established 

market research firms who are selected following World Bank procurement procedures to eliminate any 

potential bias. The World Bank implements those surveys in countries where country offices are 

operational and excludes high-income countries, unless requested. 
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Indicator 16.5.2 compiles information from six questions on infrastructure (electricity, water), regulations 

(construction permit, operating license), trade (import license) and tax administration. Given the 

sensitivity of the questions, the word “bribe” is not used in the survey, instead “informal gifts and 

payments” are used.  Moreover, there is no direct question on having paid, instead “payment expected or 

requested” is used. 

 

Below is an example of the electricity question and is repeated for the five above-mentioned application 

questions. It is important to note that this question is preceded by a series of questions by asking, for 

example, if companies are facing some electricity outages, how long do these outages took, if they applied 

for an electrical connection. If the answer was yes, a series of follow-up questions follows with a question 

on bribery: 

- In reference to that application for an electrical connection, was an informal gift or payment 

expected or requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / Refuse 

 

An additional question is asked regarding meetings with tax officials: 

- In any of these inspections or meetings (with tax officials) was a gift or informal payment 

expected or requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / Refuse 

 

The indicator is calculated as the percentage of firms that answered ‘Yes’ to any of those six corruption 

questions on infrastructure, regulations, trade and tax administration. Note that a refusal to answer one 

of these survey questions is considered as an affirmative answer for the purposes of computing the 

Indicator 16.5.2. Anonymized raw data is freely available on the (Enterprise Surveys website) for registered 

users.   

 

On the Enterprise Surveys website, Indicator 16.5.2 a.k.a. “Bribery Incidence” can be disaggregated by the 

three stratification variables: company size, sector, and subnational region as well as by three other 

variables: gender of the top manager, domestic vs. foreign ownership, and exporter status. 

 

In the Arab region, bribery incidence varies across 

countries. In the Middle East and North Africa region, 

16% of firms have experienced at least one bribe 

(payment request). The incidence in the region appears 

to be decreasing through time from 26% in 2007-2008 

to 10% in 2018-2019. 

 

As per the below graph, Iraq and Yemen have a high 

percentage of firms experiencing a bribe. Jordan and 

Egypt scored a lower percentage of bribery incidence.  

https://login.enterprisesurveys.org/content/sites/financeandprivatesector/en/signin.html
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Given the fact that the World Bank does not provide a value of the sample, but an estimate for the private 

sector this indicator is labeled as estimated and is available for 11 Arab countries in the UNSD SDG Global 

Database.  

 

Indicators UNSD SDG 
Database (C-CA) 

UNSD SDG 
Database (E-M-N-
NA-G) 

SDG in national 
reports 

16.5.2 Proportion of businesses that had at least one 
contact with a public official and that paid a bribe to a 
public official, or were asked for a bribe by those public 
officials during the previous 12 months 

0 11 (E)  

C: country data, CA: country adjusted data, E: estimated data, G: global monitoring data, M: modeled data, N: non-relevant data, NA: data na-
ture not available 

 

Recommendations for Countries:  

- Since this is a global indicator collected by the World Bank upon countries’ authorization, 

countries may disseminate and use the World Bank estimates as country data 

 
Recommendations for ESCWA:  

- ESCWA will include this data as country data in the National Reporting Platforms under the Arab 
SDG Monitor 
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Target 10.4 

 

SDG target 10.4 refers to the impact or the effectiveness with which fiscal policy, fiscal wage and social 

protection policy affect inequality or equality of opportunities and therefore affects the rate of reduction 

of inequality both within a country as well as across country. Unlike those targets that require global 

coordination, target 10.4 and few other targets do not require global coordination and individual 

countries, fiscal authorities, political systems can make individual progress on target 10.4 .  

 

10.4.1 Labour share of GDP  

 

This indicator measures the total compensation of employees as share of overall GDP according to national 

accounts and therefore might provide some information about, for example, the size of social insurance 

that employers and employees are making. However, where the social insurance system is relatively small 

or does not cover, for example, the informally employed, indicator 10.4.1 will capture relatively little 

information regarding the impact of public policies on inequality.  

 

Indicator 10.4.1 does not capture any information regarding revenue policy (taxes).  Revenue policy – the 

magnitude of revenues collected; the manner in which they are collected; the mix of revenue collection 

instruments; and the mix of individuals or entities who are liable to pay those public revenues – also has 

an impact on inequality which will not necessarily be complementary to the impact of the expenditure 

side of public policy.   

 

Indicator 10.4.1 also excludes fiscal and social policies which impact purchasing power:  for example, 

public expenditures supporting indirect subsidies on energy, fuel products, electricity products, will also 

have an impact on inequality.  Likewise, public expenditures supporting the provision of free education or 

freely accessible public health care options will also have an impact on inequality. Indicator 10.4.1 is 

limited in at least three ways: it provides too little information about the larger the set of public policies 

that have an impact on inequality; the information it intends to capture regarding the size of state-

mandated and employer-withheld social security benefits will often not be applicable to the entire 

population; and the information it intends to capture is not actually visible in the indicator itself. 

 

SDG Indicator 10.4.2, The Redistributive Impact of Fiscal Policy, was proposed last year by the World Bank 

and the Commitment to Equity Institute (CEQ) specifically for target 10.4. The indicator provides a single 

number that summarizes how much redistribution fiscal policy alone achieves. The redistributive impact 

of fiscal policy demonstrates the total amount by which current income inequality is reduced or increased 

by the current execution of fiscal policy, including direct and taxes, social insurance and old age pension 

contributions, direct cash or near cash transfers and subsidy. The indicator 10.4.2 allows policymakers as 

well as the broader stakeholder communities to systematically track progress at the country level in the 

contribution of fiscal policy (including social protection policy) to more equitable societies.  
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10.4.2 Redistributive impact of fiscal policy 

 

SDG 10.4.2 is defined as the Gini index of pre fiscal income less or minus the Gini index of post fiscal 

income. The Gini coefficient – a commonly used and frequently discussed measure of inequality – captures 

the statistical dispersion in the distribution of income over a population.  The Gini index (which multiplies 

the Gini coefficient by 100) ranges between 0 and 100.  A Gini Index value of 0 (or a Gini coefficient of 0) 

expresses perfect equality: every individual in the population has exactly the same income.   A Gini index 

of 100 (or a Gini coefficient of 1)  expresses perfect or maximum inequality. In a distribution characterized 

by a Gini index value of 100, one single individual captures all the income available, and all other 

individuals have zero income.  

 

Pre fiscal income is a hypothetical income concept measuring cumulative income from private sources – 

factor income from wages, salaries and capital; private transfers and remittances; imputed rent (for 

homeowners) and the value of consumption of own production – and free of public expenditures (direct 

transfers, in-kind transfers, or price subsidies), and before direct and indirect taxes are taken. The 

Redistributive Impact of Fiscal Policy indicator can be estimated with reference to two different pre-fiscal 

income concepts depending on assumptions regarding the nature of the public, contributory old-age 

pension system: 

 

1) Prefiscal income 1, 

corresponding to a  “Pensions 

as Deferred Income” (PDI) 

scenario. When incomes from 

public contributory old-age 

pension-system are counted 

as deferred market income 

and old-age pension-system 

contributions are counted as 

savings from current income 

(that is, the old-age pension 

system is treated as the equivalent of a mandatory savings program and is effectively outside the 

fiscal system), pre-fiscal income is defined as an individual’s earned and unearned incomes from 

market and other private sources: wages, interest and dividend income; imputed income from 

owner-occupied housing and from consumption of own production; remittances; private 

transfers; old-age pension income from the public contributory pension system; and, less any 

contributions to the public old-age contributory pension system. In this case, the pre-fiscal income 

concept is called Market income plus pensions.  
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2) Pre-fiscal income 2 – 

corresponding to a “Pensions as 

Government Transfer” (PGT) 

scenario: When incomes from 

current pension system are 

counted as a government transfer 

and old age pension system 

contributions are counted as a tax 

on current income, pre-fiscal 

income is defined as: wages, 

interest and dividend income; 

imputed income from owner-

occupied housing and from consumption of own production; remittances; and private transfers 

only. In this case, the pre-fiscal income concept is called Market income. 

 

 

The PDI and PGT scenarios for the public contributory pension system are both extremes; the public, 

contributory old-age pension system will likely play both roles for a population as well as for a single 

individual at different points in his or her working career.  The PGT scenario exaggerates the redistributive 

effect of pensions and the fiscal system overall: some current retirees with zero or near zero Prefiscal 

income (PGT) receiving public pension system income will be receiving private income deferred to their 

current selves from their working-age selves. Treating this income instead as a public transfer instead will 

overstate the generosity of the public transfer system; overestimate the redistributive impact of the fiscal 

system as a whole and overestimate the rate of poverty among the retirement-age population; and 

overstate the targeting accuracy of the public transfer system.  The PDI scenario precludes any 

redistributive effect of pensions: incomes from the public contributory old-age pension-system are 

counted as deferred market income and contributions are counted as savings (from current income). In 

PDI, public contributory pensions are “outside“ of the fiscal system. Both contributions and transfers from 

the pension system income are included as pre fiscal income.  

 

The PGT and PDI scenarios are therefore imperfect upper and lower bound estimates (respectively) of the 

true redistributive effect of the public contributory pension system and of the fiscal system taken as a 

whole. It is important to note that the OECD reports the SDG Indicator 10.4.2 for the under-65 population 

only and therefore the OECD’s estimates of Indicator 10.4.2 the PDI/PGT issue altogether. 

 
SDG Indicator 10.4.2 can be estimated with references to  Redistributive Impact of Fiscal Policy indicator 

can be estimated with reference to two different Postfiscal Income concepts, Disposable Income and 

Consumable Income. 

- Disposable income is Prefiscal Income minus direct taxes paid and social security contributions 

including to old age pensions plus direct cash or near cash transfers received. 
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- Consumable income is Prefiscal Income minus direct taxes and indirect taxes paid and social 

security contributions plus direct cash or near-cash transfers and the value of indirect price 

subsidies captured via consumption.  

 

Postfiscal Income – Consumable Income includes more fiscal policy elements – indirect subsidies on goods 

and services, and indirect taxes on consumption – than those in Postfiscal Income-Disposable Income. 

Regardless of which Prefiscal Income concept is chosen – Market Income plus Pensions (PDI) or Market 

Income (PGT) – Disposable Income and Consumable Income will be equivalent calculated at the individual 

and household levels and cumulatively.  Therefore there are four possible permutations for reporting SDG 

Indicator 10.4.2: The Gini Index at either (i) Market Income plus Pensions (PDI) or (ii) Market Income (PGT) 

minus the Gini Index at either (iii) Disposable Income or (iv) Consumable Income.   The figure below 

demonstrates the possibilities in a stylized flowchart with Prefiscal Income choices at the top and Postfiscal 

Income options at the bottom. 

 

 
 

SDG 10.4.2 is calculated as part of the Commitment to Equity (CEQ) Assessment fiscal incidence analysis 

toolkit and package; the CEQ Assessment was developed in order to provide sound, internationally 

comparable estimates of the impacts of fiscal policies on inequality, poverty, and other measures of social 

well-being. SDG Target 10.4 calls on government to adopt policies, especially fiscal, social and wage 

policies in order to reduce inequality and the CEQ Assessment toolkit provides estimates of the size of the 

inequality impact that fiscal policies have (in a retrospective sense).  

 

SDG Indicator 10.4.2 and CEQ Assessments more generally are constructed from two data sources: a 

nationally representative micro-data set (a Household Budget Survey, for example, or an Income and 
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Expenditure Survey) and fiscal or budgetary or administrative data on revenue collections, social 

expenditures, and expenditures on consumption subsidies. For fiscal incidence analysis, which attributes 

specific taxes and specific transfers to the individuals and households who pay that tax or receive 

that transfer benefit, both pieces of data are critical.  Once the individuals or households enumerated in 

the microdata source have been allocated shares of the various taxes they record having paid and/or the 

taxes they were liable for paying, and shares of the various benefits they record receipt of and/or the 

benefits they were eligible to receive, SDG Indicator 10.4.2 estimates the “before” fiscal policy and “after” 

fiscal policy incomes of each of these individuals.  Once each there is an estimate for each individual in the 

population represented in the microdata, the net impact of fiscal policy on inequality – how much 

inequality rose or fell as a result of fiscal policy – can be calculated. 

 

In the figure below, the Prefiscal income Gini index is represented by the transparent circle while the 

Postfiscal Income Gini index is by either the solid circle or the solid square while the line connecting 

these two points represents the SDG Indicator 10.4.2, The Redistributive Impact of Fiscal Policy. Higher 

Gini Index levels – representing more inequality – are on the left-hand-side of the graph, and lower Gini 

index levels – representing less inequality – are on the right-hand-side of the graph. 

 
This figure shows that for this set of upper-middle and lower-middle income countries, fiscal policy 

reduces inequality: the Prefiscal Income Gini Index always lies to the left of the Postfiscal Income Gini 

Index.  

 

SDG Indicator 10.4.2 and CEQ Assessments can help governments, fiscal agencies, budget and policy 

planning bureaus, civil society groups, and all stakeholders in development more effectively achieve 

critical equity goals.  SDG Indicator 10.4.2 allows countries to compare the impacts that their fiscal policies 

are having on inequality to neighbors in the region; to other countries with similar income levels or at 

similar levels of development; to other countries with similar labor market institutions or regulatory 

frameworks.  CEQ Assessments, meanwhile, focus on the poverty and inequality impacts of fiscal policy, 

and provide a summary of the poverty and inequality tradeoffs that fiscal policies often present.. 

 

Indicator 10.4.2 is collected by the World Bank and submitted to the UN to the Interagency Expert Group 

at the UN. The World Bank, the Commitment to Equity Institute, and the OECD are all involved in 

generating the fiscal incidence analyses and CEQ Assessments which estimate Indicator 10.4.2 as a matter 
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of course.   However, coverage of Indicator 10.4.2 will be limited to countries willing to share both 

microdata sets and budgetary and administrative data with researchers and analysts proficient in FIA-type 

analyses.  

 

Indicators UNSD SDG 
Database (C-CA) 

UNSD SDG 
Database (E-M-
N-NA-G) 

SDG in national 
reports 

10.4.2 Redistributive impact of fiscal policy 0 3 (E): Comoros, 
Egypt, Jordan 

 

C: country data, CA: country adjusted data, E: estimated data, G: global monitoring data, M: modeled data, N: non-relevant data, NA: data na-
ture not available 

 

Recommendations for Countries:  

- Countries not yet reporting on SDG Indicator 10.4.2 are encouraged to familiarize themselves with 

the minimum data requirements for the fiscal incidence analysis underlying the Indicator.   

- All countries are encouraged to identify local and external financial and human resources who can 

assist in the production of the fiscal incidence analysis underlying the Indicator.   

- Countries are encouraged to submit the checklist above to ESCWA and the World Bank to more 

efficiently coordinate and allocate global resources for SDG Indicator 10.4.2 reporting 

 

Recommendations for ESCWA/World Bank:  

 
- The World Bank is encouraged to do a stocktaking exercise which maps countries that have not 

yet reported on SDG Indicator 10.4.2 or are unable to report on the Indicator because of a lack of 

data; a lack of financial resources; or a lack of human resources necessary for constructing the 

fiscal incidence analysis underlying the Indicator.  

- The World Bank should also identify worldwide resources available to addressing specific data 

gaps identified in the stocktaking exercise.  The ESCWA should contribute to this mapping exercise 

with inputs specific to countries in the WA region.   

- The World Bank and the ESCWA are encouraged to triangulate the stocktaking exercise with data 

available from countries’ own checklists regarding available data and financial and personnel 

resources (see “Recommendations for Countries”). 

- The World Bank and the ESCWA should then generate a prioritized list of countries needing 

assistance with the fiscal incidence analysis underlying SDG Indicator 10.4.2 and identify which 

issue – data availability, human resources, financial resources – is creating a roadblock to the 

production of the Indicator. 
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About PEFA Program 
 

Public Expenditure and Financial Accountability (PEFA) is a partnership program of the European Commis-

sion, the International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the governments of France, Luxembourg, 

Norway, Slovak Republic, Switzerland, and United Kingdom.  

The PEFA program provides a framework for assessing and reporting on the strengths and weaknesses of 

public financial management (PFM) using quantitative indicators to measure performance. PEFA is de-

signed to provide a snapshot of PFM performance at specific points in time using a methodology that can 

be replicated in successive assessments, giving a summary of changes over time.  

The PEFA framework provides an overview of the PFM system and evidence-based measurement against 

31 performance indicators, which are spread out throughout the budget cycle and further disaggregated 

into 94 dimensions. The indicators are grouped under the seven pillars: (i) budget reliability; (ii) transpar-

ency of public finances; (iii) management of assets and liabilities; (iv) policy based fiscal strategy and budg-

eting; (v) predictability and control in budget execution; (vi) accounting and reporting; and (viii) external 

scrutiny and audit.  

It provides an assessment of the implications for overall system performance and desirable PFM out-

comes. It provides a foundation for planning reform, discussing strategy and priorities, and monitoring 

progress. PEFA is a tool that helps governments to achieve sustainable improvements in PFM practices by 

providing a means to measure and monitor performance against a set of indicators across the range of 

important PFM institutions, systems, and processes.  

In addition to governments, other users of PEFA include civil society organizations and international de-

velopment institutions. PEFA scores and reports allow users to gain a quick overview of the strengths and 

weaknesses of a country’s PFM system. Users also see the implications of the overall performance results 

for the key goals of fiscal discipline, strategic resource allocation, and efficient service delivery. The PEFA 

analysis thereby contributes to dialogue on the need and priorities for improving PFM.  

The PEFA methodology draws on international standards and good practices on crucial aspects of PFM, as 

identified by experienced practitioners. PEFA incorporates a PFM performance report for the subject gov-

ernment that presents evidence-based indicator scores and analyzes the results based on existing evi-

dence. It emphasizes a country-led approach to improve performance and align stakeholders around com-

mon goals.  

 

PEFA secretariat provides advice to PEFA users starting from the planning to the finalization of the PEFA 

assessment reports. It has also prepared guidance documents such as the PEFA handbook, which includes 

four volumes:  

• Volume 1: The PEFA Assessment Process – Planning, Managing and Using PEFA 

https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/PEFA%202016_latest%20version_with%20links%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/200213%20PEFA%20Handbook%20Vol%201_Second%20Edition_ENG_New%20Logo-updated.pdf
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• Volume 2: PEFA Fieldguide  

• Volume 3 :  Preparing the PEFA Report  

• Volume 4: Using PEFA for PFM Improvement    

 

A quality assurance mechanism called “PEFA Check” has been put, which is critical for confirming that the 

processes used in planning and implementing a PEFA assessment and preparing a PEFA report, comply 

with the PEFA 2016 methodology and other guidance issued by the PEFA secretariat. The objective is to 

increase users’ confidence in the findings of a PEFA assessment and provide a level of quality assurance 

that the assessment provides reliable information on PFM.  

 

 

Coverage of the PEFA Framework  

PEFA framework provides a thorough, consistent, and evidence-based analysis of PFM performance at a 

specific point. It also assesses how PFM impacts the achievement of the three main budgetary outcomes 

including: fiscal discipline, efficient resource allocation, efficient service delivery. The findings of PEFA 

assessments covering the entire budget cycle establish the foundation for analyzing and improving PFM. 

It is important to highlight that PEFA framework is policy neutral. So, while referring to the country legal 

and regulatory framework, policies and strategies in terms of conceptualizing the findings, the 

government policies are not assessed.   

 

The core PEFA methodology was initially focused on central government, including related oversight and 

accountability institutions, such as the legislature and supreme audit institutions. However, PEFA has 

increasingly been used in the assessment of subnational government PFM performance. The scope of the 

category of “central government”, as used in PEFA, is based on the classification structure developed by 

the International Monetary Fund (IMF) for Government Finance Statistics (GFS). 

 

The PEFA indicator set is focused on the financial 

operations of the entire level of government 

covered by the assessment. For instance, 

activities of central government implemented 

outside the budget are included in the coverage 

of a small number of indicators and are referred 

to as expenditure and revenue of extrabudgetary 

units and expenditure and revenue related to the 

extrabudgetary activities of budgetary units—for 

example, in PEFA indicator PI-6. Public 

corporations are referred to in PI-10. Subnational 

governments with a direct relationship to central 

government are referred to in PI-7 and PI-10. The 

measurement guidance explains how each 

indicator relates to GFS categories, where 

 

•%09https:/www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/200225%20PEFA%20Handbook%20Vol%20II_v2-New-logo.pdf
https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/PEFA%20Handbook%20Volume%203%20Second%20edition_2.pdf
•%09https:/www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/WBG_PEFA_Volume_4_Handbook_Final_Feb20_ENG%20-%20WEB%20only%20version.pdf
https://www.pefa.org/resources/pefa-check-quality-endorsement-pefa-assessments-january-2018
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relevant. PEFA examines operations outside of 

the government being assessed only to the extent 

that they have an impact on the fiscal 

performance of the central government.   

 

 

Since it was launched, PEFA framework has been positioned as the golden standard and the most 

commonly used PFM diagnostic tool. As of today, 150 countries have applied the PEFA framework 

resulting in 678 PEFA assessments. Most of these countries are in the Sub-Saharan Africa with 46% of 

reports, to be followed by Latin America and Caribbean (20%) and Europe and Central Asia and Middle 

East North Africa (5%). 

 
PEFA Program contribution to the SDG agenda 
 

The purpose of a good PFM system is to ensure that the policies of the government are implemented as 

intended and achieve their objectives. An open and orderly PFM system is one of the enabling elements 

needed for desirable fiscal and budgetary outcomes including: aggregate fiscal discipline, which requires 

effective control of the total budget and management of the fiscal risks; strategic allocation of resources, 

which involves planning and executing the budget in line with government priorities aimed at achieving 

policy objectives; and (iii) efficient service delivery, which requires using budgeted revenues to achieve the 

best level of public services within available resources.  These are all critical aspects of the SDG agenda.  

 

PEFA program through its products contributes directly to some SDGs, more specifically: 

• Gender Responsive Public Financial Management (GRPFM) supplementary framework contributes 

directly to SDG5. It —is a set of supplementary indicators that builds on the PEFA framework to 

collect information on the degree to which a country’s public financial management (PFM) system 

addresses the government’s goals with regard to acknowledging different needs of men and 

women and promoting gender equality. The supplementary GRPFM indicators are aligned with 

the existing PEFA framework for assessing PFM performance and are intended to mirror the map-

ping of PFM practices and assessment of PFM institutions, processes, and systems typically carried 

out during a standard PEFA assessment process.  

• Climate Responsive Public Financial Management Framework supplementary framework 

supports directly Climate Action SDG 13.  It is a set of supplementary indicators that builds on the 

PEFA framework to collect information on the extent to which a country’s PFM system is ready to 

support and foster the implementation of government climate change policies, i.e. is “climate re-

sponsive”. The purpose of a good PFM system is to ensure that the policies of governments are 

implemented as intended and achieve their objectives. The PEFA Climate assessment informs on 

whether laws and regulations, institutions, systems, procedures and processes contribute to the 

implementation of climate change activities throughout the budget cycle, including the planning 

and design of budgetary policies considering climate, the budget allocations needed to implement 

https://www.pefa.org/index.php/resources/catalog?field_resource_type_target_id=5951
https://www.pefa.org/index.php/resources/catalog?field_resource_type_target_id=5961
https://www.pefa.org/index.php/resources/catalog?field_resource_type_target_id=5961
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them, the tracking of these allocations to ensure that policies are implemented as intended, and 

the monitoring and evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of these policies and invest-

ments. 

Supplementary module on Service Delivery, (introduced as part of the revised guidance for the SNG PEFA 

assessments). It contributes directly to SDG3 and SDG4. The module is a set of diagnostic questions around 

the PEFA framework to assess how the current PFM performance affect efficient service delivery.  

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

SDG 16.6.1 indicator, primary government expenditure as a proportion of originally approved budget, is 

an aggregate indicator of budget reliability, pillar one of PEFA framework. This pillar relates to the budgets 

that are incorporated in almost all SDGs that affect countries and in which the government budget is 

realistic and is implemented as intended. It is measured by comparing actual revenues and expenditures 

(the immediate results of the PFM system) with the original approved budget. This pillar is composed of 

three indicators: the aggregate expenditure outturn, expenditure composition outturn and the revenue 

outturn. All these indicators look at the budget reliability and are calculated and compared to the amount 

originally approved in the budget. The first indicator PI-1 measures the extent to which aggregate budget 

expenditure outturn reflects the amount originally approved, as defined in government budget 

documentation and fiscal reports. It is targeting the budgetary central government that is taken in the 

coverage of SDG 16.6.1. 

 

PEFA uses a four-point ordinal scale, A, B, C, and D according to precise criteria established for each 

dimension. The calibration has the following meaning: 

• A represents high level of performance that meets good international practices. 

• B represents sounds performance above the basis level. 

• C represents basic level of performance. 

• D represents either less than the basic level of performance or insufficient information to score.  

 

To evaluate the PI-1 indicator and its one dimension, the deviation is calculated between the aggregate 

expenditure and the approved budget for the last three completed fiscal years in the report and the 

country is scored separately on a four-point ordinal scale: A, B, C, or D, according to precise criteria.  

 

- (A) Aggregate expenditure outturn was between 95% and 105% of the approved aggregate 

budgeted expenditure in at least two of the last three years.  

- (B) Aggregate expenditure outturn was between 90% and 110% of the approved aggregate 

budgeted expenditure in at least two of the last three years.  

- (C) Aggregate expenditure outturn was between 85% and 115% of the approved aggregate 

budgeted expenditure in at least two of the last three years.  

- (D) Performance is less than required for a C score.  

 

https://www.pefa.org/resources/guidance-sng-pefa-assessments-service-delivery-module-piloting-phase-feedback-appreciated
https://www.pefa.org/resources/guidance-sng-pefa-assessments-service-delivery-module-piloting-phase-feedback-appreciated
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To justify a particular score, every aspect specified in the scoring requirements must be fulfilled. If the 

requirements are only partly met, the criteria are not satisfied, and a lower score should be given that 

coincides with achievement of all requirements for the lower performance rating.   

 

The PI-1 indicator is taken as a basis for SDG 16.6.1 indicator. The calculation of PI-1 indicator score is 

based on the most recent completed fiscal year for which data is available and the two immediately 

preceding years, as described above. For 16.6.1 Indicator the data is collected annually, and the deviation 

is calculated based on the collected data for every year.  

 

The data is typically obtained from the government and especially 

from the website the Ministry of Finance. Other sources of data 

could be End of the year Fiscal reports, Annual financial 

statements, Controller General Accounts, the federal government 

data, the Department of Budget and Management, the Supreme 

Audit institutions, the Federal Finance Administration and the 

statistics institutions  

 

Data collection process is done annually at the national level at the 

beginning of the year between January and March through the 

World Bank Global director and not through national focal points 

to avoid data gaps. The data is extracted from public PEFA reports 

which are stored in PEFA database that contains more than 396 

PEFA reports of which 265 are public reports. However, there are 

still some challenges in collecting the data: 

✓ Main limitations in the range of countries for which data 

was collected – missing data for some High-Income 

Countries.  

✓ Data provided sometimes is not consistent with the methodology (data for only central 

government) 

✓ The PEFA Secretariat can do the quality control of data only on PEFA Reports 

✓ There is no direct connection with the source of information 

                                                                        

                                                                              

Data for this indicator are available for 16 Arab countries with an average of 11 years of data collected 

due to different fiscal years in each country. Data is not available for six countries namely Bahrain, Djibouti, 

Qatar, Syrian Republic, United Arab Emirates and Yemen due to either some are high income countries or 

are in conflict zones.  Only Jordan and State of Palestine out of the 16 countries with available data have 

used the same values of the World Bank in their SDG reports. 

 

 

 

COUNTRY  

 Available 

data/Years 

Algeria 13 

Comoros 6 

Egypt, Arab Republic 14 

Iraq 12 

Jordan 11 

Kuwait 14 

Lebanon 11 

Libya 3 

Mauritania 10 

Morocco 12 

Oman 13 

Saudi Arabia 14 

Somalia 7 

Sudan 8 

Tunisia 14 

West Bank and Gaza/ State of 

Palestine 12 
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Indicators UNSD SDG 
Database (C-CA) 

UNSD SDG 
Database (E-M-
N-NA-G) 

SDG in national 
reports 

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

9 (C) (as of 
25/03/2021) 
16(C) (as of 
17/7/2021) 

0 = Jordan 
≠ State of 
Palestine 

C: country data, CA: country adjusted data, E: estimated data, G: global monitoring data, M: modeled data, N: non-relevant data, NA: data na-
ture not available, = : National data same as Country data, ≈: National data nearly same as Country data, ≠: National data is not equal to Coun-
try data 

 

Recommendations for Countries:  

- Countries are invited to facilitate collection of data especially where the World Bank is facing 

challenges. 

- Countries are to make relevant reports publicly available.  

- Countries are to report on the World Bank Country data in their SDG related reports. 

 

ATTENDANCE AND EVALUATION 
 
 
An electronic evaluation was completed by 16 participants during the webinar. The results were as follows: 
 

• 56 per cent of respondents rated the overall quality of the webinar as “Excellent” and 44 per 
cent as “good”. 

• 38 per cent indicated that the webinar was successful in reaching its intended objectives as “Ex-
cellent”, 63 per cent as “good”.  

• 38 per cent rated the inputs provided by presenters in reaching the intended outcome of the 
webinar as “Excellent” and 63 per cent as “Good”. 

• 44 per cent rated the overall organization and logistics of the webinar as “Excellent” and 56 per 
cent assessed it as “Good”. 

TRAINING CERTIFICATION 
 
Participants successfully attended the ESCWA SDG webinar were awarded a training certificate by the 
organizers.   
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Annex 1: AGENDA 
 

Day 1: 
Thursday 17 
June 

 Speakers 

2:30 – 2:40 
P.M. 

Introduction to the Webinar (objective, speakers, 
and content) 
 

ESCWA – Neda Jafar 

2:40 – 3:50 
P.M. (Beirut 
Time) / 7:40 – 
8:50 A.M. 
(Washington 
time) 

9.1.1 Proportion of the rural population who live 
within 2 km of an all-season road 

World Bank- Atsushi Limi  

Discussion – Q&A  

3:50 – 4:50 
P.M. 

16.5.2 Proportion of businesses that had at least 
one contact with a public official and that paid a 
bribe to a public official, or were asked for a bribe 
by those public officials during the previous 
12 months 

World Bank - Jorge Rodriguez Meza 
/Arvind Jain 
 

Discussion – Q&A  

Day 2: Thursday 15 July 

2:30 – 3:40 
P.M. 

10.4.2 Redistributive impact of fiscal policy World Bank- Jon Jellema (or 
colleague) 

Discussion – Q&A  

3:40 – 4:40 
P.M. 

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

World Bank- Srinivas Gurazada, 
Julia Dhimitri, Silvia Lubenova 

Country experience  
Discussion – Q&A 

 

4:40 – 4:50 
P.M. 

Way forward and conclusion ESCWA – Neda Jafar 
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Annex 2: LIST OF ORGANIZERS AND PARTICIPANTS 
 
LIST OF ORGANIZERS 
 

ESCWA World Bank 

Neda Jafar  
Head, Statistical Policies and Coordination Unit 
Statistics and Information Technology Cluster 
UN House, Beirut, Lebanon 
jafarn@un.org 
T. +961 1 978 344 
 
Joelle Atallah 
Statistics assistant 
Joelle.atallah@un.org 
T.+961 1 978 731 

Umar Serajuddin 
Senior Economist 
userajuddin@worldbank.org 
 
Atsushi Limi 
Transport and Global Practice 
aiimi@worldbank.org 
 
Arvind Jain 
Senior Economist/Statistician 
ajain7@worldbank.org 
 
Srinivas Gurazada 
Head of PEFA Secretariat 
sgurazada@pefa.org 
 
Julia Dhimitri  
PEFA Secretariat 
jdhimitri@pefa.org; 
 
Silvia Lubenova 
PEFA Secretariat 
skirova@pefa.org 
 
Jon Jellema 
Consultant, Global Development Network Fellow 
jon.jellema@ceqinstitute.org 
 
Jorge Luis Rodriguez Meza  
Manager 
jrodriguezmeza@worldbank.org 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:aiimi@worldbank.org
mailto:ajain7@worldbank.org
mailto:jdhimitri@pefa.org
mailto:skirova@pefa.org
mailto:jon.jellema@ceqinstitute.org
mailto:jrodriguezmeza@worldbank.org
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 
 
17 June 2021 
 

Country Name Job Title Organization Email Phone 

Algeria Ibtissem Abdessemed 
Ingénieur d'état en 
statistique 

Office National des Statis-
tiques 

ibtissam_abd@yahoo.fr 21777830 

Algeria Dalila Ferradji 
ingénieur en statis-
tique 

Office national des statis-
tique 

ferradji_dalila@yahoo.com 021 77 78 38 

Algeria Samira Bahloul 
ingénieur d'état en 
statistique 

Office National des Statis-
tiques 

samirastat@hotmail.fr 0552 43 52 32 

Algeria Mahrez Deghim 
ingénieur d'état en 
statistique 

office national des statis-
tiques 

mahrez.ons2012@gmail.com 213557829734 

Algeria Nora Benabbas 

Magistrate,  Chargée 
d'études et de syn-
thèse (CES),  conseil-
lère du ministre 

ministère de la justice n.benabbas@mjustice.dz 797728614 

Bahrain Aysha Mohammed Project Leader 
Ministry of Finance and Na-
tional Economy 

Aysham@mofne.gov.bh 97317575615 

Egypt Amal Mohamed 
General Manager of 
GIS Dept. 

CAPMAS amal_mh@capmas.gov.eg 1001142111 

Egypt Wael Eliwa 
Geospatial analyst & 
Data visualization ex-
pert 

CAPMAS waeleliwa@capmas.gov.eg '+201008449949 

Iraq Hamid Abdulla Head of Researchers 
Ministry of Planning- Human 
Development Directorate 

ha.abdulla@hotmail.com 9647902228724 

Iraq DAYAN HAMEED statistical The Ministry of Planning 
di-
anahameed.dh@gmail.com 

9647713401765 

Iraq Zainab Tariq ssocial researcher ministry of planning zainabtariq87@yahoo.com 967730023376 

Iraq Maha Alrawi Director General Ministry of planning maha_alrawi@yahoo.com 9647901727949 

Iraq Bassima Hussain expert 
Ministry of education  / g.di-
rectorate for educational 
planning 

basimaa2006@yahoo.com 9647719531321 
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Iraq Sahar Faidhallah 
Head of the Women 
Empowerment De-
partment 

The Ministry of Planning sahar_qattan_4@yahoo.com 9647737444260 

Iraq Inas Hadi Head of Division 
Ministry of higher education 
education and scientific re-
search 

inasszaki@yahoo.com 9647707989141 

Iraq Ali Emad engineer Ministry of planning engali621@gmail.com 9647733662200 

Iraq Zaid ahmed Ali Lecture 
Ministry of Higher Education 
and scientific research 

zaid.aaraji74@gmail.com 9647721377651 

Iraq Thaira Al Kaflawi 
Deputy of Director 
General 

ComSec thairakaflawi@gmail.com 7818886517 

Iraq Hala Hadi Researcher The Ministry of Planning Halahadiabd87@gmail.com '٠٧٧٠٥٢٤٨٩٧٢ 

Iraq Raghda Ziad Statistic Human Development 
raghdazi-
adtariq1991@gmail.com 

7710583892 

Jordan Maram Malkawi gis Department of statistics marams@dos.gov.jo 776971880 

Jordan Enas Al arabyat 
Head assistant of en-
vironment statistics 
division 

Department of statistics enasjo@dos.gov.jo 962795115433 

Jordan AHMAD MOMANI 
Head of Population 
and Social Statistics 
Department 

Department of Statistics momany@dos.gov.jo '+962799734545 

Jordan Mohammad Ayasrah Statistician Department of Statistics ayasrah@dos.gov.jo 962777805156 

Jordan Suhad Haddad specialized GIS Department of statistics suhadgis1@gmail.com 962799717915 

Jordan Ahlam Rousan IT Director Department of statistics Ahlam.AlRosan@dos.gov.jo '+962790896385 

Kuwait Latifa Ali 
Member of the Sus-
tainable Develop-
ment Team 

Central Department of Statis-
tics 

Lali@csb.gov.kw '+965-99880223 

Kuwait Maysoon Ali 
Head section of tech-
nical statistics 

Ministry of electricity & wa-
ter & renewable energy 

mkalsheikhali@mew.gov.kw 96590073338 

Kuwait Mariam Aldallal Sdg member CSB Maldallal@csb.gov.kw 00965 69666569 

Lebanon Wafa Aboul Hosn 
Chief of Economic 
Statistics 

ESCWA aboulhosn@un.org 1978353 
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Maurita-
nia 

Nah Cheikh 
Demographer reas-
ercher 

Office National de la Statis-
tique 

nahcheikh@gmail.com 22231055644 

Morocco Assia Nijari Statisticienne Haut-Commissariat au Plan a.nijari@hcp.ma '+212611690277 

Qatar Khaled Alshatarat Environment Expert 
Planning and Statistics Au-
thority 

kalshatarat@psa.gov.qa '+97444958491 

Qatar Mona AlYafei GIS Researcher 
Planning and Statistics Au-
thority 

Malyafei@psa.gov.qa '+97444958495 

Qatar Khulood AlGanehi GIS designer 
planning and statistics au-
thority 

kalganehi@psa.gov.qa 55554796 

Qatar Yasmin Alhaj 
statustical re-
seaecher 

planning and statistics au-
thority 

yalhaj@psa.gov.qa 5551983 

Qatar Moza Alhemaidi Programer PSA malhemaidi@psa.gov.qa 77043219 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Reem ALShahrani Specialist statistics GSTAT Rrshahrani@stats.gov.sa 966553831515 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Asma BinRshoud Statistical specialist 
General Authority for Statis-
tics 

arushoud@stats.gov.sa '+966500066979 

Somalia Hamida Sheel 
Director of produc-
tion and Agriculture 
statistics 

Somali National Bureau of 
Statistics 

hamida@nbs.gov.so '+252613682611 

Somalia Hashim Abdinoor Senior Statistician 
National Bureau of Statistics- 
Somalia 

Hashim@nbs.gov.so 617677777 

Somalia 
Abdirahman Mohamed 
Abdi 

National SDG Coordi-
nator 

Somali National Bureau of 
Statistics 

amshabdi@gmail.com '+252615229292 

Somalia Abdirahman Omar Ali Production officer 
Somali National Bureau of 
Statistics 

geele308@gmail.com '+252615205205 

Sudan Magda Elgaali 
Head of SDG Sec-
tion/National Focal 
Point 

Central bureau of Statistics goda.07@hotmail.com 122221832 

Sudan Afkar Eltaib 
natural resource 
management 

Central Bureau of Statistics afkareltaib13@gmail.com 122972975 

UAE Marwa Elkabbany GIS Associate Advisor 
Federal competitiveness and 
statistics centre 

marwa.elk-
abbany@fcsc.gov.ae 

971558120394 
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Switzer-
land 

Azza Badr Technical Officer WHO/HQ Badra@WHO.int 201000022260 

UAE Marine Mayer Project Associate UNODC marine.mayer@un.org '+971562369023 

UAE Farooq Al Wakeel 
Programme Manage-
ment Specialist 

UNDP Farooq.alwakeel@undp.org 2487472060 

Qatar SHAIKHA SALEM 
HEAD SECTION OF 
ENVIRONMENT 

PSA SALHMOUD@PSA.GOV.QA 70077899 

UAE William Pons 
Researcher & 
Adivsor 

UN Special Rapporteur on 
rights of persons with disabil-
ities 

wpons@law.gwu.edu 507-327-4650 

Iraq Sundus Abbas SDG project manager UNDP SUNDUS.ABASS@UNDP.ORG '+9647801976464 

Iraq Ahmed Shakir 
Data management,  
M&E,  Reporting of-
ficer 

RCO ahmed.shakir@un.org 7801997764 

UAE Zeinab Ali 
Development Coor-
dination Officer 

UNRCO zeinab.ali@un.org '+971562212735 

UAE Raidan Al-SAQQAF Economist UNRCO alsaqqaf@un.org 6133221982 

Oman Shaima Aly Associate UNFPA Saly@unfpa.org 94500337 

Oman Ramsay Vincent 
Program and Admin 
assistant 

UNFPA vincent@unfpa.org 92826842 

Lebanon Alissar Rady team lead World Health Organization radya@who.int 70111735 

Lebanon Rima Zeiter 
Programme Support 
Officer 

UN-HABITAT rima.zeiter@un.org 00963 933 919 339 
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15 July 2021 
 

Country Name Job Title Organization Email Phone 

Bahrain Fatema Salem Statistician 
Information & eGovernment 
Authority 

fatema.salem@iga.gov.bh '+97317878237 

Bahrain Regina Orvañanos Data officer RCO - Bahrain regina.orvananos@un.org '+254707112267 

Egypt Aaboualela Tourky 
Census specialist- 
PhD in Population 
Geography 

CAPMAS abouelala_t@capmas.gov.eg '+20 01066025107 

Egypt Amr Kamel Statistician 
Central Agency for Public Mo-
bilization And Statistics 

kmrw579@gmail.com 1140924917 

Egypt Emad Alaswad 
Researcher & SDGs 
Focal Point 

CAPMAS dev.emad@gmail.com 201022741434 

Iraq Khawla Albeer Cheaf researcher Ministry of planning Khawla_albeer@yahoo.com '٠٧٨٢٧٣٢٨٠٤٧ 

Iraq Zainab Tariq asocialresearcher the ministry of planning zainabtariq87@yahoo.com 967730023376 

Iraq Basima Alqaysi Expert Ministry of Education basimaa2006@yahoo.com 9647719531321 

Iraq Nadia Lutfie Senior Researcher Ministry of planning nadialutfie80@yahoo.com 7716284767 

Jordan Maram AL_malkawi gis technical departement of stattistic marams@dos.gov.jo 962776971880 

Lebanon David Thomas Programme Officer ESCWA david.thomas1@un.org 71816211 

Lebanon Zeina Sinno Statistics Assistant UNESCWA sinnoz@un.org 9613441987 

Lebanon Tawfiq Alnehlawi 
Data Managment & 
Resutls Monitoring 

RCS tawfiq.alnehlawi@un.org 99666136 

Mauritania Nah Cheikh 
Demographer reas-
ercher 

ONS nahcheikh@gmail.com 22231055644 

Morocco Bouchra Msallak Ingénieur statisticien HCP B.msallak@hcp.ma 212668318483 

Morocco Jamal AIT MOUHA 
Chef de la division 
des programmes so-
ciaux 

Haut-Commissariat au Plan j.aitmouha@hcp.ma '+212673703286 

Morocco Mohamed Salimi Directeur Adjoint Haut commissariat au plan m.salimi@hcp.ma 212537272953 
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Oman Duaa Alharban 
Director,  Population 
and Social Statistics 
Department 

GCC-Stat dsultan@gccstat.org 96896634400 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Abdulrazaq Alanazi Statistics researcher GAstat akanazi@stats.gov.sa '+966502685576 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Asma BinRshoud Statistical specialist General Authority for Statistics arushoud@stats.gov.sa '+966500066979 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Raja Altaf 
International Rela-
tions and Coopera-
tion's  Manager 

The General Authority for Sta-
tistics 

rwaltaf@stats.gov.sa '+966546400989 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Wejdan Alhedyani 
International Rela-
tions Specialist 

General Authority for Statistics wealhedyani@stats.gov.sa 595554014 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Marwa Alabbas 
Epidemiology Spe-
cialist 

General Authority of Statistics mmabbas@stats.gov.sa 537884851 

Somalia Ahmed Ismail Statistician National Bureau of statistics 
Ahmed.has-
sanisma@gmail.com 

252634434984 

Somalia Abdulkadir Gedi MIS Officer 
Somalia National Bureau of 
Statistics 

kmgeedi@gmail.com '+252612130003 

Sudan Magda Elgaali 
Head of SDG Sec-
tion/National Focal 
Point 

Central Bureau of Statis-
tics/Sudan 

goda.07@hotmail.com 122221832 

Sudan Afkar Eltaib 
Mangment of Natu-
ral Resources re-
source 

Central Bureau of Statistics afkareltaib13@gmail.com '+249122972975 

Sudan Eltaf Ahmed statistical CBS Sudan eltaf.ahmed@yahoo.com 249910435200 

Sudan Eltuhami Ahmed Statistician central bureau of statistics eltuhami2000@gmail.com '+249915405109 

Sudan Athar Osman statistics CBS atharbayome7@gmail.com 249916147597 

Comoros Cheikh Mouhidine 
Chargé des Données 
Statistiques 

Commissariat Général au Plan 
mou-
hidinecheikh@gmail.com 

2693739193 

USA Julie Weeks Statistician 
Washington Group on Disabil-
ity Statistics 

jad3@cdc.gov 3013393149 

USA Heidi Ullmann Health Statistician 
National Center for Health Sta-
tistics - CDC 

hullmann@cdc.gov 2029976381 
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USA Shaikha AlHamoud 
head section of envi-
ronment 

Planning & Statistics Authority salhmoud@psa.gov.qa 44958364 

Yemen Tareq Alkebsi Advisor Central Statistical Organization tareq.alkebsi@gmail.com '+967777534539 

USA Aya Elbizem M&E UNICEF aelbizem@unicef.org 950044211 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Sheku Golfa 
Statistics and Moni-
toring Specialist 

UNICEF sgolfa@unicef.org '+966558889561 

USA Hala Youssef PD adviser UNFPA youssef@unfpa.org 1223259679 

Saudi Ara-
bia 

Mayssam Tamim ARR UNDP mayssam.tamim@undp.org '+966505254888 

USA Jennifer Madans Consultant 
Washington Group on Disabil-
ity Statistics 

jhmadans@gmail.com 2023615988 

Iraq Halwest Karim 
Livelihoods Project 
Officer 

UNDP halwest.karim@undp.org 7730449705 

Iraq 
Mohammad Almot-
eran 

Head of sub office OCHA moteran@un.org '+963934346681 

Switzerland Azza Badr 
Technical Officer 
CRVS 

WHO/HQ Badra@who.int '+41795799204 
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Annex 3: RESOURCES 
 
SDG 9.1.1: 

➢ World Bank Rural Access Index Website https://datacatalog.worldbank.org/dataset/rural-access-
index-rai  

➢ Rural Access Methodology Report (2016) 
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-
reports/documentdetail/367391472117815229/measuring-rural-access-using-new-technologies  

➢ Rural Access Update (2017/18) https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-
reports/documentdetail/543621569435525309/world-measuring-rural-access-update-2017-18  

➢ World Bank. 2020. The Fallout of War : The Regional Consequences of the Conflict in Syria 
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/33936  

➢ WorldPop http://www.worldpop.org.uk/ 
➢ Gridded population of the World http://sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/gpw/global.jsp 
➢ Global urban mapping project http://sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/data/collection/grump-v1 
➢ Landscan http://www.ornl.gov/sci/landscan/ 
➢ UNEP Global population database http://na.unep.net/siouxfalls/datasets/datalist.php 
➢ A recommendation on the method to delineate cities, urban and rural areas for international 

statistical comparisons https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/51st-session/documents/BG-
Item3j-Recommendation-E.pdf 

 
 
SDG 16.5.2:  

➢ World Bank Enterprise survey: www.enterprisesurveys.org 
➢ Manual on corruption surveys: https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/Crime-

statistics/CorruptionManual_2018_web.pdf 
 
SDG 10.4.2 

➢ The Commitment to Equity Institute at Tulane University – commitmentoequity.org, 
info@ceqinstitute.org (unaffiliated) 

➢ The Global Development Network (GDN) – www.gdn.int, communications@gdn.int, (unaffiliated, 
CEQ Institute’s implementation partner)  

➢ The World Bank – country engagements and the Fiscal and Social Policies (FSP) global support 
group within the Poverty and Equity Global Practice  

➢ The OECD – Center on Well-being, Inclusion, Sustainability, and Equal Opportunity (WISE, 
www.oecd.org/wise/) and the Statistics and Data Directorate (www.oecd.org/sdd/) 

➢ Existing CEQ Assessments: commitmentoequity.org/publications-ceqworkingpapers/ 
 
 
SDG 16.6.1  

➢ PEFA Framework for assessing public financial management: 
https://www.pefa.org/resources/pefa-2016-framework 

➢ PEFA Global Report 2020 supporting sharing data: https://www.pefa.org/global-report-2020/ 
➢ PEFA Guidance for subnational governments 

https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/PEFA%20SNG%20Guidance%20-
%20pilot%20version_Oct2020_0.pdf 

https://datacatalog.worldbank.org/dataset/rural-access-index-rai
https://datacatalog.worldbank.org/dataset/rural-access-index-rai
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/367391472117815229/measuring-rural-access-using-new-technologies
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/367391472117815229/measuring-rural-access-using-new-technologies
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/543621569435525309/world-measuring-rural-access-update-2017-18
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/543621569435525309/world-measuring-rural-access-update-2017-18
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/33936
http://www.worldpop.org.uk/
http://sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/gpw/global.jsp
http://sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/data/collection/grump-v1
http://www.ornl.gov/sci/landscan/
http://na.unep.net/siouxfalls/datasets/datalist.php
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/51st-session/documents/BG-Item3j-Recommendation-E.pdf
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/51st-session/documents/BG-Item3j-Recommendation-E.pdf
http://www.enterprisesurveys.org/
mailto:info@ceqinstitute.org
mailto:communications@gdn.int
http://www.oecd.org/wise/
http://www.oecd.org/sdd/
https://www.pefa.org/resources/pefa-2016-framework
https://www.pefa.org/global-report-2020/
https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/PEFA%20SNG%20Guidance%20-%20pilot%20version_Oct2020_0.pdf
https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/PEFA%20SNG%20Guidance%20-%20pilot%20version_Oct2020_0.pdf
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➢ PEFA Supplementary framework for Gender responsive PFM (PEFA Gender): 
https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/WBG_GRPFM_FRAMEWORK_ENG
_PAGES_200609_0.pdf  

➢ PEFA Supplementary framework for Climate responsive PFM (PEFA Climate): 
https://www.pefa.org/sites/pefa/files/resources/downloads/PEFA%20Climate%20Framework%
20from%20August%204%202020%20Final.pdf 
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Annex 4: Q & A 
 

Country /Name Questions Answers 

Indicator 9.1.1 

Country – Latifa Ali How do you measure the 

parameters of roads that are 

very far through road network 

data? 

The methodology used by the World Bank is based on a spatial software like AquaGIS. Countries 

should have their own definitions to identify rural roads. If not, road network data can help 

overlap urban-rural definition of the roads. T network data may not be consistent with the 

country’s definition; therefore, it is better to use national definitions.  

Country – Mariam 
Al Dallal 

Can the definitions be applied to 

the geospatial survey used to 

collect data on roads, 

population? 

Yes, if it covers roads condition as well. 

Mauritania – Nah 
Cheikh 

Is it possible to use maps to 

draw all existing roads at the 

national level, which also 

includes the condition of roads 

in calculating this indicator? 

Countries must first define rural all-season roads. Then, the condition of these roads must be 

taken into consideration. At the final stage, specify the population living with 2km or 25 minutes.  

Country – Latifa Ali How can we analyze this 

indicator based on gender, basic 

services etc? 

As shown in the presentation, when the RAI index increases, poverty headcount decreases. Same 

can be done to analyze RAI index by disability, income, sex...   

Indicator 16.5.2 

ESCWA How successful is the process of 

data collection? 

World Bank implements projects in countries and identifies a vendor at the local market who 

will collect the data. This vendor should be trusted and well recognized across firms. The project 

starts by defining the appropriate sample size and selection of a random sample from an updated 

list of firms operating in the country. The vendor will proceed with the interviews. The Bank 

provides the vendor with an order of preferences for the interviews with the criteria of 

substitution if necessary. In certain countries, the government permission should be taken prior 

to the interviews.  
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ESCWA Why the disseminated data in 

the UNSD is estimated instead 

of country data? 

The population is total private sector. For the purpose of this indicator, the World Bank takes a 

representative sample and do a projection on the whole population. This projection is done with 

proper sampling weights with different probabilities of selection.  

The World Bank does not provide a value of the sample, but an estimate of the value for the full 

private sector by projecting through sampling weights.  

Jordan – Enas Al 
Arabyat  

Is the World Bank responsible 

for calculating this indicator, or 

can the indicator be calculated 

by countries from national data, 

especially for corruption related 

to government institutions? 

The World Bank is the custodian agency for this indicator and is responsible for collecting and 

calculating this indicator. The NSOs do not have the data and cannot compute this indicator.  

ESCWA When does the World Bank 

compile data from our region 

data? Does the World Bank 

collaborate with any 

government to give them the 

authorization to proceed with 

the interviews? 

In most countries, the World Bank has a partner not necessary from the NSOs but from the 

government. The survey was done couple of times in the Arab Region. The countries included 

recently in 2018 are Morocco, Tunisia, Jordan, Lebanon, State of Palestine and Egypt. These 

countries were included as well in the surveys done in the previous years plus Djibouti and 

Yemen. The survey is not yet implemented in GCC countries because the World Bank does not 

have country offices s in those countries.  

Indicator 16.6.1 

ESCWA The main source of data for this 

indicator as mentioned is the 

Government and Ministry of 

Finance. Do you have a list of 

focal points that comes from the 

countries? 

For this indicator, we don't have a list of focal points, but we are using the World Bank network 

and the World Bank offices and for us it's really easy to do so because World Bank operates even 

in other countries without offices. It took a little bit for two years until the WB country 

economists understand what the requirements are for collecting the data. But we consider that 

this is a very good approach because even if experts in the government or offices change, there 

is always another person as replacement. If this is intended, maybe through the next collection, 

we could insist to provide us exactly with the contact of the person responsible for collection the 

data.  

ESCWA Why do you think there are still 

six countries from the Arab 

It is because of the coverage and as mentioned many of the high-income countries are not 

providing the data and the World Bank is not working in some of the countries. So, it depends 
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Region still not reporting? Is it a 

problem of not having a focal 

point there, or is it any other 

problem 

on the case. PEFA secretariat has not making an assessment why these countries are not 

collecting the data. It is a step-by-step process, and we hope next year we can reach some of 

these countries and provide the data. Sometimes it is organizational problem reaching the 

country. We can work on that and we are working on that every year to improve the whole 

communication and to get more data. 

ESCWA How do you calculate the 

deviation? Is it just a matter of 

subtraction? You mentioned 

that if the deviation is more 

than 15% is not good. Is it in 

minus or in plus? 

According PEFA Framework the best performance for PI-1 Indicator is between 95 and 105 % 

with a deviation of 5%. This means plus or minus five %. This is for score A or best performance. 

For B Score is when there is a 10% deviation and C score 15%. Moore than 15% refers to Score 

D. Some countries have 30% to 40% deviation from the approved budget. As mentioned before 

PEFA do not analyze the data, we only collect it. For PEFA PI-1 Indicator the calculation is done 

using a separate calculation spreadsheet. So, all the formulas are being provided for the 

assessment team once they get the information from the government, usually the Ministry of 

Finance, but also referring to the budget execution report and to the PSI reports. The team 

proceed with the crosschecking, translating the information and putting in the numbers to 

calculate the deviation. The calculation spreadsheets are publicly available and posted in the in 

the PEFA website so that it's extremely useful because it makes sure that the deviations and the 

way of calculating it is used consistently in all the PEFA assessment reports. 

ESCWA Are PEFA spreadsheets used in 
the calculation process of SDG 
16.6.1? 
 

No, for SDG 16.6.1 these spreadsheets are not used because the PI-1 indicator is calculated based 

on three years period. For SDG 16.6.1 indicator a simpler method of calculation is used. The 

calculations are based on the annual data. The deviation from the approved and use budget is 

calculated as a percentage compared to 100% and it could be evaluated as up to plus or minus 

5%, plus or minus 10%, plus or minus 15% or more than 15%. 
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Annex 5: METADATA 
  

Indicators  Data Source  Metadata  Questions 

9.1.1 Proportion of 
the rural 
population who 
live within 2 km of 
an all-season road 

Main source: 
Administrative 
records 
(Geospatial, 
population data 
and Ministry of 
Transport or 
equivalent) 

The indicator is measured by combining 
three sets of geospatial data: where people 
live, the spatial distribution of the road 
network, and road passability. The use of 
spatial data has various advantages. It can 
help ensure consistency across countries. 
 
The indicator is calculated by overlying 
three basic geospatial datasets: population 
distribution, road location, and road 
passability. The RAI is calculated as the 
rural population within a 2 km buffer of a 
good road divided by the total rural 
population of the country.  
 
Data on population distribution are 
typically sourced from WorldPop or 
national census results, depending on the 
reliability and spatial granularity of country 
systems. Road location and quality data are 
provided by the national road agencies 
responsible for their upkeep. Accessibility 
factors are defined by national roads 
agencies in collaboration with national 
statistics offices and other agencies as 
appropriate 
 
Rural access index (RAI)1  that measures 
the percentage of the population <2km 
from an all-season road (equivalent to a 
walk of 20-25 mins) 
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10.4.2 
Redistributive 
impact of fiscal 
policy 

Main source: 
Administrative 
records (the 
Ministry of 
Finance, for 
example, or the 
Ministry of 
Development and 
Planning) 

The Redistributive Impact of Fiscal Policy 
indicator is defined as the Gini coefficient 
of prefiscal per capita (or equivalized) 
income less the Gini coefficient of 
postfiscal per capita (or equivalized) 
income. 

 

16.5.2 Proportion 
of businesses that 
had at least one 
contact with a 
public official and 
that paid a bribe to 
a public official, or 
were asked for a 
bribe by those 
public officials 
during the 
previous 
12 months 

Main sources: 
Enterprise survey 

The rationale for this indicator is to 
ascertain whether firms are solicited for 
gifts or informal payments (i.e. bribes) 
when meeting with tax officials. Paying 
taxes are required of formal forms in most 
countries and hence the rational for this 
indicator is to measure the incidence of 
corruption during this routine interaction.  
The respondents to the Enterprise Survey 
are firms- either manufacturing or services 
establishments. These are registered 
(formal) firms with 5+ employees. The 
firms are either fully or partially private 
(100% state-owned firms are ineligible for 
the Enterprise Survey). A gift or an informal 
payment is considered a ‘bribe’. 
 
Computation method: 
The indicator is calculated for each country, 
by looking at the proportion of firms which 
answered ‘yes’ to the survey question 

C3. Over the last two years, did this establishment apply to 
obtain an electrical connection? 
Yes / No (Go to C6)/ Don’t know (Go to C6) 
 
C4. In reference to that application, approximately how 
many days did it take to obtain it from the day of the 
application to the day the service was received? 

- Less than one day 
- Still in process 
- Application denied 
- Don’t know 

 

C5. In reference to that application for an electrical 

connection, was an informal gift or payment expected or 

requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / Refusal 

 

C12. Over the last two years, did this establishment apply to 

obtain a water connection? 

Yes / No (Go to C15)/ Don’t know (Go to C15) 
 

C13. In reference to that application, approximately how 

many days did it take to obtain it from the day of the 

application to the day the service was received? 

- Less than one day 
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- Still in process 
- Application denied 
- Don’t know 

 

C14. In reference to that application, was an informal gift or 

payment expected or requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / 

Refusal 

 

G2. Over the last two years, did this establishment apply to 

obtain a construction-related permit?  

Yes / No (Go to G30)/ Don’t know (Go to G30) 
 
G3. In reference to that application, approximately how 
many days did it take to obtain it from the day of the 
application to the day the service was received? 

- Less than one day 
- Still in process 
- Application denied 
- Don’t know 

 
G4. In reference to that application, was an informal gift or 
payment expected or requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / 
Refusal 
 
J3. Over the last year, was this establishment visited or 
inspected by tax officials or required to meet with them? 
Yes / No (Go to J6a.)/ Don’t know (Go to J6a.) 
 
J4. How many times over the last year? 

- Number of times 
- Don’t know 
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J5. In any of these inspections or meetings (with tax officials) 

was a gift or informal payment expected or requested? Yes 

/ No / Don’t know / Refusal 

 
J10. Over the last two years, did this establishment apply 
to obtain an import license? 
Yes / No (Go to J13)/ Don’t know (Go to J13) 
 
J11. Approximately how many days did it take to obtain it 
from the day of the application to the day it was granted? 

- Less than one day 
- Still in process 
- Application denied 
- Don’t know 

 
J12. In reference to that application, was an informal gift or 
payment expected or requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / 
Refusal  
 
J13. Over the last two years, did this establishment apply 
to obtain an operating license?  
Yes / No (Go to J30)/ Don’t know (Go to J30) 
 
J14. Approximately how many days did it take to obtain it 
from the day of the application to the day it was granted? 

- Less than one day 
- Still in process 
- Application denied 
- Don’t know 

 
J15. In reference to that application, was an informal gift or 
payment expected or requested? Yes / No / Don’t know / 
Refusal 
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16.6.1 Primary 
government 
expenditures as a 
proportion of 
original approved 
budget, by sector 
(or by budget 
codes or similar) 

Main source: 
Administrative 
records (the 
Ministry of Finance 
(MoF) or the 
national 
Parliament) 

Aggregate expenditure includes actual 
expenditures incorporating those incurred 
as a result of unplanned or exceptional 
events—for example, armed conflicts or 
natural disasters. Expenditures financed by 
windfall revenues, including privatization, 
should be included and noted in the 
supporting fiscal tables and narrative. 
Expenditures financed externally by loans 
or grants should be included, if covered by 
the budget, along with contingency vote(s) 
and interest on debt. Expenditure assigned 
to suspense accounts is not included in the 
aggregate. However, if amounts are held in 
suspense accounts at the end of any year 
that could affect the scores if included in 
the calculations, they can be included. In 
such cases the reason(s) for inclusion must 
be clearly stated. Actual expenditure 
outturns can deviate from the originally 
approved budget for reasons unrelated to 
the accuracy of forecasts—for example, as 
a result of a major macroeconomic shock. 
The calibration of this indicator 
accommodates one unusual or “outlier” 
year and focuses on deviations from the 
forecast which occur in two of the three 
years covered by the assessment. 
 
Computation method:  
The methodology for calculating this 
indicator is provided in a spreadsheet 
(titled “En PI-1 and PI-2 Exp Calculation-Feb 
1 2016 (xls)”) on the PEFA website 
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(http://www.pefa.org/en/content/pefa-
2016- framework). 

 


