Mission report
UIS Regional workshop for education statistics -- East, South and West Asia
 Bangkok, Thailand, 9-12 November 2008
The UIS organized a regional workshop on education statistics for East, South and West Asia between 9 and 12 of November 2008 in Bangkok, Thailand. 
Education statisticians from 17 countries/territories participated in the workshop (2 persons per country/territory, except for Papua New Guinea which had only one person attending since the other one was unable to come. DPRK was invited but no one participated.) In addition, representatives from the United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific, UNICEF and Plan International were also present at the workshop. 
The workshop was jointed opened by Ms. Churairat Sangboonnum (Inspector General, Thailand National Commission for UNESCO) and Mr. Ko-Chih Tung (UIS Regional Advisor for Asia-Pacific and Head, UIS-AIMS Unit, UNESCO Bangkok). 

The workshop had a combination of plenary sessions and discussions on topics of data quality improvement, including ISCED mapping of national educational programmes, data gaps, data accuracy and timeliness. There were sessions on the stock-taking of the EFA/MDA work as well as the plan for the end of decade assessment, the use of UNPD population data in UIS cross-national education indicator database, e-questionnaires, on-line Data Centre, national data plans and brief update/introduction to LAMP and SPS. In addition, two presentations were given on the EMIS experiences in India and Cambodia (see the attached agenda for details). 

Main outcomes:

· ISCED mapping validated though not completed due to limited time for bilateral meetings;
· Data verified/corrected or clarifications provided 

· Participants trained on the e-questionnaire, application of ISCED and indicators to measure higher education output, access and participation
· Participants are sensitized to the rationale and the process of UIS’ using of UNPD data in indicator calculation. 

Major issues:

· Many countries had difficulty in separating teacher and finance data by ISCED level when national data collection was based on institutions;

· The countries had difficulty in applying ISCED for levels 4 and 5 programmes, including the distinction between 5A and 5B;

· The fact that multiple national agencies responsible for collecting data on the entire educational system was regarded as a main reason for inability to complete all the three questionnaires; 

· Many participants expressed the hope for improving the e-questionnaire, including more interactive format (rather than pdf), the ability to take data directly from SQL output (avoid the need of re-typing of data thus reduce workload and minimize chances of introducing additional error), ability for automatic check across the three questionnaires, etc. 

· Some countries voiced the need for capacity-building at the sub-national level – training of education statisticians on common indicators at the provincial and district levels to increase awareness of the importance of such data; 

· Many countries mentioned the major constraint of having the necessary administrative, human and financial resources to carry out the work for completing the UIS surveys. This calls for efforts to promote the use of UIS data, especially among the high level of political leadership and policy-making. 
Other issues: 

· National data plan was considered a useful tool for improving the provision of national education statistics;
· National Coordinator of Education Statistics or National Commission (committee) of Education Statistics or a variation of either of these might be a mechanism to tackle the challenge of obtaining data from different government agencies collecting education statistics; and it is worth trying;

· UIS should provide clear technical guidance on “splitting” teacher and finance data by ISCED programme level/type or provide a platform for countries to share their experiences in doing this;

· UIS should provide clearer technical guidance on the application of ISCED especially regarding levels 4 and 5. Ideally the guidance should include examples from the region;

· Participants expressed interest in working together on an output focusing on higher educational development in the region;

· Most participants expressed the wish for longer workshop since they said three days were too short.

