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The 3rd OECD World Forum had a general theme “Statistics, Knowledge and Policy” with the focus on “Charting Progress, Building Visions, Improving Life.” It was a large gathering (over 1500) of representatives of national governments, international agencies, non-governmental organizations, policy makers, researchers, analysts and statisticians.  
For the HDRO participants at the Forum, it was a rewarding opportunity to present and discuss issues related to measuring social progress and the well-being of people from the human development and capabilities angle.  It was also an occasion to network, to be exposed to new research and policy initiatives, innovative techniques and new data sources, and to learn more about HD work within and across UNDP regions. Presentations and discussions provided an opportunity to share more about HD, HD family of indices, the global, regional, national and sub-national reports and related resources to a broader audience.

By participating at the Forum, we reaffirmed and helped spark greater interest among other development partners in all aspects of human development concepts and measurements. Each of these was mentioned repeatedly throughout the OECD Forum by different presenters, including during opening plenary and numerous parallel sessions. 
At the same time, the Forum confirmed a need to continue efforts to reach out to and be a part of such broader development initiatives and debates, e.g., through the World Bank, as well as the 2012 OECD Forum; to build on the momentum generated through OECD Forum through HDR2010 and other initiatives. HD approach can no longer be viewed as an alternative, but is the ‘new’ mainstream.

Through formal and informal discussions at the Forum, the need to revise the HD indices and to take other steps to remain at the cutting edge became more clear, reaffirming the need to promote better the differences between HD and HDI; to explain the importance of broader, context-driven HD measures beyond the HDI at national and sub-national levels; and to support such HD measurement work of national statistics offices and partners.  We also provided feedback for HDR2010 and helped identify possible partners and research.
The HD approach was featured on several occasions during the Forum: through a panel dedicated to HD measures, through a presentation by the HDRO Director on plans for the HDR 2010 and NHDRs participatory methodologies during a plenary session, and through the presentations of HDRO and other HDRs (Central America, Bosnia and Herzegovina, India, Egypt, Turkey, and Honduras) during various panels.

The recognition and appreciation for the HD approach was expressed by various participants, representing a multitude of institutions. Here we are mentioning only a few:  Enrico Giovannini, former OECD Chief Statistician and current President of the Italian Statistical Institute, commended the Colombia-Valle del Cauca HDR as an example of inclusive data gathering and analysis, as well as the HDR Toolkit and the Primer for measuring human development as excellent tools for researchers;  the Council of Europe, based on Honduras presentation, requested other NHDR examples to be mentioned in their publication on participatory methodologies; The World Bank presenter on governance indicators mentioned the Central America HDR on citizens’ security as an example of institutional assessment; the ESCWA presenter mentioned the Lebanon NHDR (which was not included in the OECD presentations) as an example of quality analysis rejected by the government for political reasons;  Statistics Sweden will look at RBEC HDRs while planning its support to the development of statistical capacities in the region; the Bosnia and Herzegovina NHDR (already a recipient of the HD Awards for excellence) received one of the 7 OECD awards, the one for "Best new indicators initiative".

In the following, we are summarizing the main streams of the OECD Forum’s presentations and discussions:
1. Beyond GDP (or better GDP). As pointed out by many speakers, including J. Stiglitz, Nobel Prize laureate, the GDP alone can’t provide a sufficient answer to the question about the people’s living standard and well-being in general.  He suggests a need for more comprehensive approach in both, the conceptualization and in measurements. The very first question is what concept should be measured when assessing the degree of social progress – economic progress, objective or subjective well-being, sustainable growth, or something else.  Improving and innovating the concepts of progress is a commendable, but complex task.  A shift to new concepts will imply new measures and will also require a shift to new paradigms for considering and using such measures.
The increased interest in measurements and new indicators and indices is directly linked with a growing effort to strengthen the evidence-based policy-making culture across the countries. The political interest lies in the pressure to base the monitoring of the governmental policies and programmes on indicator-based policy-analysis. 
However, some presenters questioned how much of policy-making is based on indicators (Do Indicators Influence Policy-makers Thinking? ) concluding that while the indicators can point to possible causes, they cannot demonstrate causality or project trends, which is what  the policy-making is looking for.  For example, the “Beyond GDP” movement can be significantly aided by indicators, but the specific policies that will lead to well-being require microanalysis with multiple variables that can model cause and effect. 
The Forum also gave voice to those who defend GDP as a measure of economic activity who argue for more careful measurement, including possibility to “greening” it by accounting for environmental sustainability and to include other measurements as components.
Remark 1: The concepts of Human development and capabilities as measured and reported by the HDR were often mentioned as a basic standard that includes several aspects of human well-being.  

2. Statistical data. Despite many international efforts there is still no general consensus on a more systematic approach to measuring progress and on how to use these measures in policymaking more effectively. Even in cases where there is consensus on the indicators, due to the different priorities or unsystematic design of monitoring efforts in the past, availability and quality of data, time series data in particular, is a major problem. 
There was an overall consensus that the quality of official statistics is fundamental to any appraisal of the national progress in all the domains of interest – social, economic or environmental. However, it was also pointed out that there is an increasing gap between what official statistics portray and what people perceive about their own living conditions and wellbeing.    
Many possible reasons for such a gap were brought up during the Conference at a variety of sessions and panel discussions, including an inappropriate use of certain official statistics (e.g., the use of the GDP for assessment of individual living conditions) leading to biased analysis and inference, general lack of statistics on variability and inequality, lack of data of higher frequency (quarterly, semi-annually), and timeliness of official statistics especially in the social domain.
Also, the prevailing trend in assessing the social progress currently is a ‘top-down’ or holistic view of the society through the national aggregates and summaries, while the general public, as well as planners at different levels often prefer to see the progress of different population groups within a country.  Segmenting populations by lifestyle, culture and attitude as well as socioeconomic status is turning out to be key to understanding culture and behavior change, and the efficacy of many policy tools in critical fields such as education, healthcare and the environment. However, the disaggregated analyses require micro-data which are seldom accessible even at the national level. A few speakers pointed out the importance of “data liberation.”
The importance of international comparability of data related to harmonization (and standardization) of definitions, classifications, questionnaires, processing and reporting was mentioned numerous times giving an impression that there is a general consensus about the necessity of comparability especially in the domain of measuring of economic progress and well-being. However, there was no explicit mentioning of the comparability in the provision of the OECD commitments.

Remark 2: Examples of the disaggregated HDI historically carried out by HDR were mentioned in several presentations.

3. Composite indices. The OECD meeting once again confirmed that the field of measuring social progress or measuring some of its dimensions is pretty crowded. There were presentations on many international composite indices such as The Ecological Footprint, The Happy Planet Index, and the Prosperity Index.  Each of them combines different number of dimensions and indicators. Some innovative composite indicators were proposed at the national level, such as Israel’s Progress Index which is an array of three indices, Quality of Life Index in Korea, or Canadian Composite Learning Index. 
A more elaborated concept of the statistical dashboard or a system of statistical indices and indicators of the national progress was well represented too. The Statistics of New Zealand presented their system of measuring progress using a sustainable development approach, while the Australian Bureau of Statistics presented their system  MAP (Measuring Australia’s progress). 

Remark 3: Session on “The Future of Human Development Measures” with three presentations drew considerable audience and pretty rich discussion about the possible ways to innovate and improve the current family of HD indices. 

4. Data archives. Several presenters and discussants were talking about the data dissemination through the data archives now available and accessible on-line. They pointed out that there are immense volumes of data for almost all the countries around the world coming from different surveys and programs, such as World Values Survey, International Social Survey Program, Comparative Study of Electoral Systems, European Social Survey, European Values Study, Euro barometer, Latino barometer, Afro barometer, East Asia barometer, Asia barometer, Arab barometer, New Europe barometer, Global barometer, Social Weather Station, etc.  These projects have accumulated a huge volume of information about peoples around the world, and in most cases periodically, so that comparisons are possible both in space and time combined, allowing the empirical observation of how values converge or diverge depending on many different factors. There are  also new friendly user’s programs that allow professionals and the general public to access and use survey data on-line and in an interactive mode.  

Remark 4: It might be useful to make a review of data archives available on-line, relevant to the content of HDR, as well as an assessment of their meta-data and their general quality.
5. Missing dimensions. Importance of measuring the sustainability, vulnerability, security, trust to institutions and governance, time use and leisure, democracy, and other non-monetary aspects of quality of life were discussed at several sessions. Measuring poverty and inequality were topics explored at several sessions. Also a workshop on multidimensional poverty was organized by the OPHI. 
Remark 5: A presentation made by the Central America Regional Report of Human Development (CA RHDR) analyzed the public safety crisis in seven countries of Central America looking at the levels of crime, the safety perceptions, and the public policies as a response to the situation. The presentation offered a view of the crises as well as an explanation for the exceptionally high crime rates in Central America from the HD perspective. 
Remark 6: An HDRO presentation on methods for adjusting the HDI for inequality in distribution of HD achievements was given. Several discussants pointed out that the interpretability of the adjusted HDI as the most important ‘selling point.’
6. Subjective well-being.  Several sessions and discussions were dealing with the notions of subjective well-being and the self-reported happiness.  The measurement of these concepts is based on surveys on life-satisfaction (e.g., Hong Kong).  An overall impression is that for practical purposes the most useful measure of subjective well-being is life-satisfaction. This is because overall life-satisfaction is determined by satisfaction with the different domains of life (family, work, community, income, health, etc.) and these domains of life in turn are affected by public policy.
7. Wikiprogress (http://www.wikiprogress.org) is a website (tool) launched to help researchers and analysts involved in measuring of progress. It was presented at the closing day of the Forum. Wikiprogress has been envisioned not only as a depository of environmental, social, and economic indicators but also as a “global platform which seeks to invite all facets of society to the debate on progress.” It is still under development (currently there is a beta version of the wikigender  part).  New and exciting features such as statistical tools, dynamic and innovative graphs and maps will be added so that it will be a real all-inclusive site for studying of progress of humanity.  
In the conclusion of the 3rd OECD World Forum, major points raised and discussed during the conference were highlighted and reiterated:

· Encourage work on measurement methods so as to better take into account the social and environmental dimensions of economic development 

· Shift the focus of current measurement system from the market production to a system that focuses on people’s well-being and how to improve it over time

· Persist on implementation of the agreed ways and means for improving the capacity of statistical system to better inform on the status of people’s life

· Advance the agenda on harmonization of concepts and methodologies, as well as on cooperation of all key players
· Explore uses of subjective data alongside objective data in the measurement of quality of life

· The OECD reaffirmed its commitment to set priorities for the statistical agenda, including development of new measures and methods, in order to improve and enhance policy making: It will continue to support the Global Project on measuring the progress of societies, and it will organize another World forum in three years.
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