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l. INTRODUCTION: SCOPE OF THE MEETING
a. Background

On 19 December 2006, the General Assembly of theediNations adopted without
a vote a resolution entitled ‘Intensification ofaefts to eliminate all forms of violence
against women’ (A/RES/61/143). The resolution esied:

the Statistical Commission to develop and propaseonsultation with the
Commission on the Status of Women, and buildinthenork of the Special
Rapporteur on violence against women, its causescansequences, a set of
possible indicators on violence against women ideorto assist States in
assessing the scope, prevalence and incidencelefice against women.

This mandate provided by the General Assembly oetafs the increasing demand for
indicators on violence against women. Widespraad @nsistent use of an agreed
indicator, or set of indicators, would be an incentfor States to collect data on
violence against women and monitor the extent ohsiiolence in a more systematic
way. Such efforts would contribute to strengthgriime knowledge base on violence
against women. Availability of knowledge about eiete against women would
result in better informed legislative and policjorens and strategy development to
address and eliminate violence against women. Tiagistical Commission, in
consultation with the Commission on the Status ainwgn, has the opportunity to
support the collection of data and indicators ttemd be measured through official
statistics on the scope, prevalence and incidehegolence against women. Such
efforts would also enhance the role and contriloutd national statistical offices in
one crucial area of gender equality.

In order to support the work of the Statistical Goission and the Commission on the
Status of Women, the United Nations Economic Comimisfor Europe (UN ECE),
the United Nations Division for the AdvancementMdbmen (UN DAW) and United
Nations Statistics Division (UNSD), in collaboratiavith the Economic Commission
for Africa (UN ECA), the Economic and Social Comsian for Latin America and
the Caribbean (UN ECLAC), the Economic and Sociain@ission for Asia and the
Pacific (UN ESCAP), and the Economic and Social @assion for Western Asia
(UN ESCWA), convened a meeting of experts in Genfrem 8 to 10 October 2007.
The meeting was hosted by the Conference of Eurof¢atisticians’ Task Force on
Violence against Women.

The main objectives of the meeting were to:

» Take stock of existing major national, regional amérnational initiatives
aimed at developing indicators on violence agaiwsnen;

* Assess advantages and disadvantages of varioasiiodproposals;

» Develop criteria for the identification of a podsilset of indicators on
violence against women;

* Summarize options, and put forward recommendafiona possible set of
indicators to support countries to measure the escgpevalence and
incidence of violence against women;



« Outline related data collection requirements andstraints, as well as
opportunities for overcoming these, taking intosideration users’ needs;

» Consider the types of violence that should be @axén a possible set of
indicators and propose an approach for definingchrtical description of
each possible indicator.

The meeting brought together a broad range of éxpeacluding representatives from
national statistical offices, United Nations regiboommissions, inter-governmental
organizations, academia and non-governmental argaons (see Annex | for the list
of participants).

The meeting was chaired by Ms Angela Me, Chiefi@@nd Demographic Statistics
Section, Statistical Division, UN ECE. The rappartof the meeting was Professor
Sylvia Walby, Lancaster University, UK.

The papers presented at the meeting can be foutiteomebsites of UN ECE and UN

DAW, at:

http://www.unece.org/stats/documents/2007.10.genhtier

http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/egm/vaw_indicat@@07/egm_vaw_indicators
2007.htm The list of documents and the programme of workthe meeting are

contained in Annexes Il and lll, respectively.

b. Introduction to indicators

Indicators summarize complex data into a form thaheaningful for policy makers

and the public. Indicators provide a simple sumntdrgt complex picture, abstracting
and presenting in a clear manner the most imporfieatiires needed to support
informed decision-making. They are selected to ifipaly address one issue or
guestion, and can be expressed as rates, percgntages or numbers.

Indicators are part of the knowledge base neededdist policy and decision-making.
They help to raise awareness of an issue. Indgatwith their associated

benchmarks, contribute to the monitoring of progr@sachieving goals, and in policy
evaluation. They enable an evidence-based congpan$ trends over time, and

within and between countries. Indicators on viokeragainst women may also
support the assessment of States’ exercise ofdbeidiligence obligation to prevent
and address violence against women, and the eféeess of related policies and
other measures.

Two main types of indicators on violence againstmea are being developed:
indicators that measure the extent of the phenomeand indicators that measure
States’ responses to the problem. The remit of theeting is on indicators to
measure the scope, prevalence and incidence oéngel against women. An
overview of initiatives to develop indicators omhkince against women presented and
discussed at the meeting is set out below (se@sdt{(c)).

Indicators to measure States’ responses, includimgnges in policy, are being
developed elsewhere. In particular, the Unitedidwat Special Rapporteur on
violence against women, its causes and consequena@sking on a set of indicators,
including measuring State responses to combat ngeleagainst women. The



National Violence Against Women Monitor Programnuw Central and Eastern
Europe, South Eastern Europe, the Caucasus, CAsieahnd Mongolia, launched by
the Open Society Institute’s Network Women'’s Pragmee and Minnesota Advocates
for Human Rights, is an example of an NGO initiatte measure State responses
This programme examines the following areas: Stateschanisms, including
coordinating bodies, budget and action plans; letyis; special protocols to deal
with cases of violence against women; special umtdaw enforcement bodies;
services; education and training; role of the medaareness raising activities;
research and surveys; statistics and data coliediuod case law.

Il INDICATORS TO MEASURE VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN
a. Definition and forms of violence against women

Violence against women is one of the most systenaid prevalent human rights
abuses in the world. It is directed against a wolnecause she is a woman or affects
women disproportionately. Such gender-based vieleagainst women is a form of
discrimination and deeply rooted in power imbalanaad structural relationships of
inequality between women and men. Violence agawsten is a global phenomenon,
occurring in every continent, country and cultuteharms families, impoverishes
communities and reinforces other forms of inequakind violence throughout
societies.

A focus on the collection of data on violence agaiwomen remains essential:
intergovernmental bodies, including the Generalefxgsly, have on many occasions
reiterated this need and have mandated work ongsig. Violence against women
is a concern which is still hidden and not wellageized in many countries, and
policy makers consistently request more and begtiality information, including data,
on this phenomenon: to guide legislative and polieforms; to ensure adequate
provision of targeted and effective services; tonitoy trends and progress in
addressing and eliminating violence against wornemassess the impact of measures
taken. Accurate and comprehensive data are criacigihicreasing societal awareness
of violence against women and its unacceptabilignd for enhancing the
accountability of States to act against such vigden

As noted in the Secretary-General’s in-depth stodyall forms of violence against
women (A/61/122/Add.1 and Corr.1), violence agaimsimen is understood to mean
“any act of gender-based violence that is direetgdinst a woman because she is a
woman or that affects women disproportionately”. ddscussed in the study, women
are subjected to violence in a wide range of ggtinncluding the family, the
community, State custody and armed conflict. Thecr&ary-General's study
addresses, inter alia, the following forms of wale against women: intimate partner
violence; harmful traditional practices, includifgmale genital mutilation/cutting,
female infanticide and prenatal sex selectionyeadrriage, forced marriage, dowry-
related violence, crimes against women committedtia name of “honour”,
maltreatment of widows; femicide; sexual violencg Imon-partners; sexual
harassment and violence in the workplace and elseyland trafficking in women.
These aspects are relevant in data collectiontsffor



While violence against men is also an importanugssequiring attention, this
violence takes different forms and is not rootecpawer imbalances and structural
relationships of inequality between women and méhus, the broader issue of inter-
personal violence, which has male and female vi&tivho may also be vulnerable by
way of age, disability or social exclusion, regsige separate approach and different
methodology to measure it.

b. International, regional and national legal frameworks

International, regional and national legal framexgorare critical to addressing
violence against women.

It is well established under international law thialence against women is a form of
discrimination against women and a violation of lammights. States’ obligations to
respect, protect, fulfill and promote human rightdude the responsibility to act with
due diligence to prevent, investigate and punisffoais of violence against women
and provide effective remedies to victims. Accuiate comprehensive data and other
documentation are crucial in monitoring and enhag@&tate accountability for acting
against violence against women and for devisingogiffe responses. Therefore,
ensuring adequate data collection is part of ev®tgte’s obligation to address
violence against women. This must include efftot€ollect data systematically on
the most common forms of violence, as well as tengfthen data collection and
knowledge on forms of violence that may affect tre&dy few women and on new
and emerging forms of violence. In addition, tguirement to enact, implement and
monitor legislation covering all forms of violenagainst women is set out in
international and regional instruments and juridence.

At the international level, human rights treatiest out a series of rights that are
critical in the protection of women from violenc&he treaty bodies established to
monitor implementation of the human rights treatae®d in particular the Committee
on the Elimination of Discrimination against Womehave addressed States’
obligations to prevent, investigate and punishf@lins of violence against women
and address the structural causes of violence stgawvomen in general
recommendations, concluding observations/comments \work under individual
complaints and inquiry procedures. In addition, Pnetocol to Prevent, Suppress and
Punish Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women &@ifudldren, supplementing the
United Nations Convention against Transnationala@ized Crime, and provisions of
the Rome Statute of the International Criminal GCoamldress specific forms of
violence against women.

The international treaties outlined above are cemginted by policy instruments that
provide detailed guidance for action to addressemice against women, including
declarations and resolutions adopted by United ddatibodies and documents
emanating from United Nations conferences and stmmaetings. Moreover, the ad

I These include the Convention on the EliminatiobfForms of Discrimination against Women, the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Righthe International Covenant on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights, the International Convention the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination, the Convention against Torture &ttier Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment, the Convention on the Rights of thédCtie International Convention on the Protection
of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and MembersTdfeir Families.



hoc international criminal tribunals have set intpot precedents on the applicability
of international law to State and individual resgibility for violence against women.

At the regional level, the Inter-American Convention the Prevention, Punishment
and Eradication of Violence against Women is dedctolely at eliminating violence
against women and the Protocol to the African Grash Human and Peoples’ Rights
on the Rights of Women in Africa addresses violeagainst women within many of
its provisions. In South Asia, States have agreethé South Asian Association for
Regional Cooperation Convention on Preventing anchliating the Trafficking in
Women and Children for Prostitution and the DhakeclBration for Eliminating
Violence against Women in South Asia. The CoundilEnrope Committee of
Ministers has adopted Recommendation Rec (2002)%herprotection of women
against violence. Cases heard by the Europeart 6bbiuman Rights and the Inter-
American Commission on Human Rights have directedeS to create appropriate
criminal legislation; to review and revise existilayvs and policies; and to monitor
the manner in which legislation is enforced.

At the national level, a growing number of States/éh enacted laws addressing
specific forms of violence against women, includoh@mestic violence (which may,

or may not cover marital rape), sexual offencegpaeharassment, trafficking and
female genital mutilation. States have also emiactemprehensive laws specific to
violence against women that provide multiple reraedi Specialized courts and
mechanisms to ensure application of such laws, elsag to monitor and evaluate
their effective application have also been putlace.

C. Building indicators

Data collection on violence against women and atadity of data varies between and
within States. Some States rely on administratie¢issics, while others implement
population-based surveys to collect informationwamience against women, which
provide a much wider spectrum of available datan&dorms of violence against
women are currently difficult to measure accuratalyg robustly in quantitative form.

Given this range of national conditions, a stepstgp approach to the development
and use of common indicators at the internatioeegll is considered to be the best
way to proceed. At the present time, priority mogosing and selecting indicators
should be guided by considerations of availabilitiy data sources, as well as
feasibility and sustainability in terms of data leotion. Indicator use should not
overburden States while at the same time also beneentive towards more
systematic and accelerated data collection.

The development of indicators on the scope, precaleand incidence of violence
against women, supported by robust quantitative,datpart of a wider agenda to
strengthen policy development and action to adda#serms and manifestations of
violence against women, including prevention oflemeze. Such indicators should be
accompanied by capacity building and instituticsheyelopment, focused in particular
on the national statistical offices and other daifection systems (e.g. in the area of
health) and their role in the collection of datavwuslence against women.



Data collection work must be accompanied by an mrga@omprehensive and multi-
dimensional research agenda on the different fants manifestations of violence
against women, including on the consequences di sigience, and methodology
development.

d. The role of national statistical systems and B€ial statistics

National statistical systems play a crucial rolepnoviding and improving data to
measure the scope, prevalence and incidence afngelagainst women. They can
develop and maintain a sustainable statisticabaysible to produce and disseminate
regularly proper data on violence against women.adiition to compiling and
disseminating data from administrative sourcesionat statistical systems can also
be involved with population-based surveys aimedcallecting more in-depth
information on violence against women.

Survey statistics are important for assessing thgmtude of the problem since many
women do not report violence to any agency. Whslstvey-based statistics also
suffer from a certain degree of under-reportinggemeral, they are considered to
offer a reasonably reliable outcome measure orent# against women. Population-
based surveys on violence against women have taved§arecent history and they are
very important in advancing knowledge and reseancthis field. While in many
instances resources for their implementation maye Haeen provided by a public
entity, many of them have been carried out by atécleor NGO, research teams
with limited involvement of national statistics iais (NSOs).

The involvement of national statistical systemshwiiolence against women surveys
can be seen as important, including as an indicatiba State’s political will to
measure the magnitude, and different forms of wicde against women. The
involvement of the national statistics office addshe credibility and quality of the
studies as NSOs are perceived to be independentangetent in all aspects of the
conduct of sample surveys. It also assures thatate collected according to the UN
Principles of Official Statistics which include exjudissemination to all users, and
confidentiality.

Since the mid-1990s, national surveys on violergarst women have been carried
out by a number of national statistical institutés. the region covered by the
Conference of European Statisticians, for examplg, of the 25 national surveys
carried out to measure violence against womenenlakt five years, more than half
were conducted by national statistical institutgsother government institutions
included in the national statistical system. Savhéhese were dedicated violence
against women surveys, while others were existimgeys (mainly victimization or
health séurveys) which included a module on violeagainst women or gender-based
violence.

2 Analysis of national surveys carried out by thentdes of the Conference of European Statisticians
to measure violence against WomefNECE Task Force on Measurement of Violence Agfaidomen
(See: http://www.unece.org/stats/documents/200§ed@ler.htm).



. MEASUREMENT OF DIFFERENT FORMS OF VIOLENCE AG AINST
WOMEN

a. Review of available data sources

There are two main forms of data sources on vi@egainst women: administrative
and criminal statistics; and surveys.

Administrative and criminal statistics

Administrative data on violence against women isnatimes collected by the
agencies that provide relevant services, includintpe areas of health, criminal and
civil justice, public housing, social services,ugés, advocacy and other support.

The extent of violent crime reported to the polazewhere criminal convictions are

obtained are sometimes used as indicators of tiade@me. However, there are

disadvantages associated with this approach to uriegsviolence against women.

First, in many countries data on violent crime doed include the sex of the

perpetrator and the victim. An exception to tiissome countries, may include rape
and certain laws on violence against women. Sedbede is the significant problem

of under-reporting by women who are victims of ginte, particularly from intimate

partners or other family members. Such data aegetbre unsuitable for the

measurement of the scope, prevalence and incidgngelence against women.

Homicide is different from most crimes in that nmost instances it comes to the
attention of the police and is recorded. Howeveginyncountries still do not report

regularly on deaths, and especially not on causeeafth. Yet, police and crime

statistics are often the only possible source farmation on the number of deaths of
women from violence. Even where the sex of théimigs reported, the relationship

to the victim is rarely reported, making it difficio analyse whether the death of the
woman is the result of, for example, intimate partmiolence or rape-murder, as
opposed to, for example, robbery-homicide.

Surveys

When conducted properly, population-based survbgs ¢ollect information from
representative samples are the most reliable mdtrorbllecting information on the
extent of violence against women in a general . Survey results may be
generalized to the overall population from whicle ttample was selected. They
provide more reliable information on the actualuwecence of violence against women,
rather than on the extent of reporting of this emae to the authorities (although some
level of under-reporting is still likely and this affected significantly by the way the
survey is carried out). This makes them partidylaseful for measuring the extent
of the violence and for monitoring trends over time

In the last decade, two major approaches in sumethodology have been used. One
approach is the dedicated survey that is survestsate primarily designed to gather
detailed information on the extent of differentrfor of violence against women.

Another approach is to add a special module oren# against women, to an on-
going survey on a wider topic, such as victimizaio health.



There are many national surveys that report a rafigeatistics on violence against
women (see A/61/122/Add.1, and Corr 1 for an owemwof dedicated surveys). There
are also on-going efforts of international orgati@es and institutes to support the
implementation of internationally comparative syweledicated to violence against
women using standard survey methodology. Impore@mples of multi-country
efforts of dedicated surveys are: (1) the Inteomati Violence against Women
Surveys (IVAWS), coordinated by the European In&itfor Crime Prevention and
Control, affiliated with the United Nations (HEUNIWwith inputs from the United
Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC), StatistCanada, and the United
Nations Interregional Crime and Justice Researstitite (UNICRIY; and (2) the
WHO Multi-Country Study on Women’s Health and DotimesViolence against
Women and Women'’s Heaftlsee A/61/122/Add.1 and Corr. 1).

Increasingly, questions on violence against womea added into large-scale
population-based surveys primarily designed foradew, but related purposes,
including by using special modules. For examphe Demographic and Health
Surveys (DHS), supported by MACRO Internationalnawcted in many countries,
have in some countries included modules on domestience and on female genital
mutilation/cutting.

The dedicated violence against women surveys tegdther more information about
different types of violence and perpetrators, ak aginformation on circumstances,
risk and protective factors and consequences ténvie. They are the best source for
comprehensive data on violence against women. Addantage to these studies is
that they tend to be costly, and difficult for ctrigs to repeat on a regular basis.

Surveys designed primarily for other purposes céay @mn important role in
documenting the extent of violence against womemtiqularly when resources are
scarce for conducting dedicated surveys. A majmadiiantage of embedding
violence against women modules in a general sudesygned for other purposes is
that the breadth of information generated on viodeagainst women is more limited
than the information generated by dedicated studibsre is also a greater risk of
under-reporting violence. If ad hoc modules arbéeacappended to ongoing surveys,
careful consideration needs to be given to theohg issues:

» The possibility of adding a full instrument to thexisting survey and not
only a limited number of questions;

» The appropriateness of the topic of the ongoingresur(for example
health, victimization, quality of life);

» Ensuring that the safety of women is not comprothise

Surveys also provide the opportunity to includesgioas on the sex of the perpetrator,
and the relationship of the victim and perpetrator.

8 (Violence Against Women. An International Perspectdohnson, Holly, Ollus, Natalia, Nevala,
Sami, 2008, X1V, 290 p., Hardcover ISBN: 978-0-383203-9)

4 Authors: Claudia Garcia-Moreno, Henrica A.F.M JanMary Elisberg, Lori Heise, Charlotte Watts

® Reproductive Health Surveys (sponsored by the ékgrior Disease Control and Prevention - CDC)
have also included few questions on violence agamsen, however, these questions are too few to
provide a comprehensive picture of the total prewed of women who experienced the major forms of
violence against women.
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On publication, some surveys highlight a limitedrmer of statistics. Although these
‘survey highlights’ are rarely called indicatoreey are intended to be indicative of
the more complex and detailed data in the survAyreport of the United Nations

Economic Commission for Europe Task Force on Meamant of Violence Against

Women (2006) provides information on survey methand the use of indicators in
25 guestionnaires used in 17 counfties

b. Challenges associated with data collection fadifferent forms of
violence against women

Different forms of violence against women pose aléht challenges for data
collection. While intimate partner violence is oofthe more widely documented
forms of violence against women, the focus alsothis form has been on
documenting physical and more recently sexual witde while more work is still

needed to document emotional abuse. Not all foimgotence against women have
robust data sources. Less well documented are fofwislence that are less common
or occur primarily in specific populations or ageogps, such as certain harmful
practices or violence against women in armed ctnflLarge scale national surveys
that are conducted only in the dominant nationalgleage tend to omit certain
population groups, such as immigrant/refugee wonoenyomen in detention. The
methodology for measuring such forms of violenceyeaching certain population
groups, still needs further development.

C. Overview of current initiatives to develop indcators

A number of policy-oriented governmental and noregamental bodies, as well as
international and regional organizations have puwvérd proposals for indicators on
violence against women. Efforts are also under tealyuild capacity for measuring
gender equality. What follows is a summary of atittes presented at the expert
group meeting to define and disseminate indicatirsegional, international and
national level. This is followed by a summary dher initiatives to develop
indicators to which attention was drawn at the nget

Initiatives presented at the expert group meeting

Economic Commission for Africa
ECA has not proposed any specific indicators ofevice against women.

The ECA assists African Governments to improve geisgnsitive policy
formulation and to monitor progress towards geretgrality and empowerment of
women through sex disaggregated data. TowardetiiisECA implements a project
with several components, including: ensure thatpieciples and recommendations
of population and housing censuses are gendertisenslaboration of an African
Gender Development Index; organization of workshopeluding on ways of
generating sex disaggregated statistics and irttegra gender perspective in national
censuses; and creating a gender statistics neavatkvebsite.

Economic Commission for Europe

6 See fn 2, above.
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ECE’s work on the measurement of violence againstmen focuses on the
improvement of survey methodology and the develapgrmécommon indicators and
survey instruments for measuring violence agairsh@n. The work is undertaken by
a Task Force that operates under the frameworkh@fQonference of European
Statisticians. In 2006, this Task Force finalizedraventory of surveys undertaken in
the region to measure violence against women agpbped a comparative analysis of
25 National Surveys carried out by 17 Member caesitr The analysis highlighted
the differences and commonalities of the methodologed to measure violence
against women. An analysis of the content of tineey/s resulted in the following
findings:

» about 90 per cent of the surveys collected datdahenfollowing forms of
physical violence: pushed/grabbed/shoved, kick&tihihit with something,
choked, used or threatened with a gun or knife;
about 90 per cent of the surveys collected detaltdd on sexual violence;
about 80 per cent of the surveys collected datasynhological abuse;
about 80 per cent of the surveys were dedicatedolence against women,
and 40 per cent of the modules included in victatian or health surveys
included stalking.

As a result of the inventory and analysis, the Taskce identified a common basis
from which it would be possible to develop standaethodology.

YV V

Economic Commission for Latin America and the Cag#m

ECLAC has proposed measuring the following five emtp of violence against
women:

rate of violence;

rate of physical violence;

rate of psychological violence;

rate of sexual violence;

rate of unreported violence.

VVVVY

ECLAC also recommends disaggregating the data tairobmore differentiated
indicators by selected characteristics: geographiea; poverty status of households;
age of the woman; her activity status; her leveddiication; her pregnancy status; her
racial and ethnic group; and her relationship whthaggressor.

Together with the above proposed indicators forsugag violence against women,
ECLAC has implemented capacity building effortstive field of gender equality

statistics. Since 2001, ECLAC has dedicated mutEnton to the measurement of
violence against women, starting with the publmatof the study "Violence against
women in couples: Latin America and the Caribbeamroposal for measuring its

incidence and trends", which contains the abovéatdrd. The study draws on a
number of national surveys of violence against womarried out in Latin American

and Caribbean countries. It serves as a tool gasuring violence against women in
intimate relationships, as well as the main charéstics of the phenomenon.

7 http://www.unece.org/stats/documents/2006.09.gehtiar See also fn 2 and 6 above.
8 Available online ahttp://www.eclac.cl/publicaciones/xml/5/22695/Icli.pdf
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ECLAC also covers violence against women in itscir@cal assistance guide for the
production and use of gender indicators”, anddriethnical cooperation activities on
gender indicators.

Economic and Social Commission for Asia and theafleac

ESCAP has proposed/used indicators on violencesigaomen, including indicators
for monitoring progress in policies to addressesme against women, as follows:
prevalence of domestic violence;

violent crimes against women;

trafficking of women and girls;

measures to prevent and eliminate violence agawshen, the causes and
consequences of violence against women;

elimination of trafficking in women and assistarioe victims of violence due
to prostitution and trafficking;

ratification of the Convention on the Eliminationf All Forms of
Discrimination against Women;

specific legislation on violence against women.

YV V VYV VVVY

In 2003, ESCAP undertook a study, “Gender Indicatéor Monitoring the
Implementation of the Beijing Platform for Action the Asia-Pacific Region”, which
included the first two of the above-listed indiagat@n violence against women. On
the occasion of the 10-year review of the impleragon of the Beijing Platform for
Action, ESCAP’s Statistical Division completed audyt, “Gender Equality and
Empowerment: A Statistical Profile of the ESCAPio&d. The study noted the lack
of reliable statistical information on violence aga women because few countries
had undertaken even limited surveys to measureigaiygolence against women. It
noted that the main forms of data, from health gotice department reports on
domestic violence, varied and were limited to régarcases only, which under-
reported the extent of violence. The study alsess=d State responses to violence
against women, using the third and fourth indicatiisted above, and found most
countries in the ESCAP region scored very low oeséhnormative and legislative
indicators. Other ESCAP initiatives include a stuelgtitied “Promoting Gender
Equality and Women’s Empowerment in the Asia-Pacifinking the Millennium
Development Goals with the CEDAW and Beijing Indaa”, which uses the last
three indicatorsn violence against women listed above.

Economic and Social Commission for Western Asia
ESCWA has proposed indicators on violence agaionshen, including:

» the proportion of women who experienced sexualevioé (rape and indecent
abuse) that have lodged complaints during the dalegear, divided by the
total number of females of all ages, times 100,090)erpetrators;

> prevalence of domestic violence (proportion of wanvého have ever been

victims of physical violence by a domestic partner)

percentage of women subjected to female genitalation by age;

number of honour crimes;

percentage of female domestic workers who have resqmed physical (or
other) abuse or sexual harassment.

Y VYV

In cooperation with United Nations agencies inréngion, ESCWA is implementing a
project entitled: “Towards more gender-responsivieé@®/monitoring and reporting in
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the Arab region”. Within this project a three-dmseéonal“G IS IN” Frameworkwas
developed which includes_al-specific gender priority kKbies and corresponding
gender-sensitive Ificators for the Arab region’. ThHaameworkincludes the above-
listed gender-sensitive indicators on violence m@sfaiwomen. The project also
includes efforts to strengthen the capacity ofamati statistical offices to compile and
measure gender-specific indicators.

As an output of the project, ESCWA intends to palbla booklet on “Gender in the
MDGs: An Information Guide for Arab MDG Reports” hieh will include lessons
learned from previous monitoring and reporting psses. ESCWA strives to compile
timely and relevant data within the propos€dIS IN” Framework Some countries
in the region have developed indicators and cabtbctata on domestic violence and
female genital mutilation/cutting.

Council of Europe

The Council of Europe has used indicators for nwinig progress in policy on
violence against women, including:

» whether police statistics systematically record gbg of the victim in regard
to all criminal offences, the sex of the perpetradaod the relationship of
perpetrator to victim;

> whether there is systematic medical data collecboncontacts made with
health care services due to violence inflicted tonen;

» whether questions on violence against women aregiated in a regular
national representative survey;

» whether a national representative survey focusingtlee prevalence and
effects of all forms of violence against women hasn conducted.

The Council of Europe has in place a monitoringneavork on the implementation of
state policies on violence against women. This &aork was established under
Council of Europe Recommendation Rec(2002)5 orptbéection of women against
violence adopted by the Committee of Ministers ipriA2002, which sets out a
strategy to prevent violence against women anceptats victims, covering all forms
of gender-based violence against women. As patiefollow-up, member states are
asked to provide information on a range of topisg] the indicators listed above are
used to monitor progress in relation to the impletagon of the Recommendation.
The first replies in 2005 and 2006 were reportedhi@ publication, “Combating
violence against women - Stocktaking study on theasanres and actions taken in
Council of Europe member states”. A more detailedlysis based on additional
replies received by member states is containelarptblication “Protecting Women
against Violence - Analytical study on the effeetivimplementation of
Recommendation Rec(2002)5 on the protection of woagainst violence.”

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
UNHCR has proposed the following indicator on séxarad gender-based violence
against refugees, returnees and internally disglaeesons:

» sexual and gender-based violence report rate, lmastte number of incidents
of sexual and gender-based violence in a populaliomg a designated time
period (month, year etc), expressed as a numbenaxents per 10,000
persons during that time period.
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In 2003, the United Nations High Commissioner faflyees developed guidelines
for prevention and response to sexual and gendsebaiolence (SGBV) against
refugees, returnees and internally displaced persdine guidelines contain a
requirement for effective documentation of the ekend nature of such abuse. They
present a set of definitions of different forms&BYV, including sexual violence,
physical violence, emotional and psychological emae, harmful traditional practices,
and socio-economic violence, together with a seteglorting tools. The above-
mentioned is a key indicator in this work.

Ghana

The Government of Ghana currently relies mainlyadministrative records to assess
the scope and prevalence of violence against woasang the following indicators:
assault;

rape;

threats of violence;

offensive conduct;

defilement;

abduction;

indecent assault.

VVVYVYYVYVYYVY

The Government of Ghana has carried out a numbuit@ftives on violence against
women, including establishing a domestic violenagtim support unit within the
police service to prevent, protect, investigate prasecute crimes against women and
children; adopting legislation on domestic violensetting up loan schemes to
support women in small scale businesses in an teftoorempower women and
minimize their economic dependence on their maknpes; conducting research on
violence against women and including questions titudes towards domestic
violence by women and men in Ghana’s DemographicHealth Survey in 2003 and
Multiple Indicators Cluster Survey in 2006. Howevére main indicators currently
available in Ghana related to the scope and pregalef violence against women are
based on administrative records, and related italisare listed above.

Italy
The Italian National Institute of Statistics (ISTAThas developed indicators on
violence against women, including:

» prevalence rate, expressed as women aged 16 tohgO have suffered
physical or sexual violence by men, by time periyge of authors and type
of violence(per100 women with the same characteristics);

» partner violence covering women between 16 ande&isyof age victims of
physical or sexual violence by a partner, by pegtet, by time/occurrence
period, and typology of violence (per 100 women with the same
characteristics);

» non-partner violence covering women between 167hgears of age victims
of physical or sexual violence by a non-partner,tygye of violence, time
period, and perpetratgper 100 women and per 100 victims with the same
characteristics);

» non-partner violence covering women between 167hgears of age victims
of physical or sexual violence by a non-partner tibye period, perpetrator,
and type of violencé per 100 victims of physical or sexual violencetly
same perpetrator).
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In 2006, the ltalian violence against women surwes carried out by the Italian
National Institute of Statistics (ISTAT). Issueemn defined according to specific
characteristics of violence, as summarized aboMee survey covered the nature of
violence, the authors of violence, the occurreneegop, the reference period, the
intensity of violence, the severity, the conseqesnthe costs of violence, reporting
of violence, and strategies to end violence.

Mexico
The Mexican National Institute of Statistics, Gexgry and Informatics has
developed the following indicators on violence agaiwomen:
> prevalence by type of violence (physical, sexuaho#onal, economic)
throughout the lifetime;
> prevalence by type of relationship or environmeammnsidering all types of
violence, including violence during childhood, byembers of families of
origin;
violence at school, throughout the lifetime;
violence by current or previous spouse or partieoughout the relationship
violence against women by their current spouseastpr, during the prior
year ;
violence against women by their former spouse otnpg after they have
been separated or divorced;
» violence against women by members of their curfamilies, during the prior
year;
> violence against women at work, during the pricarye
> violence by other persons throughout the lifetioregommunity violence.

YV VY

A\

The Institute has carried out national surveys mterce against women, including
its 2006 National Survey on the Dynamics of Rel&lips in Homes, using the
above-listed indicators.

Republic of Korea
Republic of Korea has developed the following iatlics on violence against women:
» type of violence according to subject; populatiah-group; time period of
victimization; frequency/duration; severity; pemagbr; and setting.

In 2004, the first national survey on domestic erale in the Republic of Korea was
carried out, using the indicators listed above.

Other selected initiatives

In addition to these initiatives which were preseinat the meeting, note was taken of
a number of other efforts to develop and propodeators on the scope, prevalence
and incidence of violence against women. Thedediec

UN Millennium Project Task Force on Education anein@er Equality

The Task Force has proposed one indicator on el@gainst women:
» prevalence of domestic violence.
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Goal 3 of the Millennium Development Goals is therpotion of gender equality and
the empowerment of women. In order to ensure @watl 3 is met by 2015, the UN
Millennium Project Task Force on Education and Geridquality identified seven
strategic priorities, one of which is combatingleitce against girls and women. The
Task Force proposed an indicator on the prevaleficgomestic violence to track
progress toward ending violence against women. praealence rate is expressed as
a percentage of women ages 15-49 who report exuéng physical violence in the
past year at the hands of an intimate partner.

European Union
The European Union has proposed several indicatorsiolence against women,
including the following quantitative indicators:

» the number of female victims;

» the percentage of employees who report incidensexdial harassment.

The Council of the European Union agreed in 1998eteelop a set of indicators and
benchmarks in order to monitor the implementatibthe 1995 Beijing Platform for
Action, including violence against women. Sincentrseveral EU Presidencies, in
association with the European Commission, Couned a High Level Group on
gender mainstreaming, have made proposals for ¢wel@pment of indicators on
violence against women. There have been severhlefudeclarations from the EU
about the need to develop indicators on violenc@nst) women, including by the
European Economic and Social Committee and thegearo CommissiarnThere are
three proposed indicators on domestic violence,abivehich is the number of female
victims. There are three proposed indicators omuaekarassment in the workplace,
one of which is the percentage of employees whaortemcidents of sexual
harassment.

US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, &veti Center for Injury
Prevention and Control
The Centers have proposed the following indicators:
» number of people (and their characteristics) affécby intimate partner
violence;
» number and type of intimate partner violence epso@nd associated injuries
and other consequences).

In a 2002 report on Sexual Violence Surveillanaghligshed by the US Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, National Centerdrjury Prevention and Control,

detailed uniform definitions of intimate partnerolince are provided in order to
promote consistency in the use of terminology aaa dollection. The report, which
covers only intimate partner violence, recommerata dollection on both prevalence
and incidents, in accordance with the above-ligtddators.

United Kingdom, Home Office
The UK Home Office has developed two indicatorslomestic violence:
» number of domestic homicides (data available ampuabm Criminal
Statistics);
> ‘headline prevalence’ of domestic violence (supparivith data from the
annual British Crime Survey Inter-Personal Violenoedule).
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In addition, the UK Home Office has also developederal policy indicators.

Occupied Palestinian Territory
The Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCB& developed the following
indicators:
> percentage of ever married women and percent ofwalinen 18+ who
experienced violence at least once in life by tgpeiolence (psychological,
physical and sexual);
» percentage of ever married women who experiencelenge in the last year
by type of violence (psychological, physical arekusal) .

The Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PC&8J)ied out a national survey on
domestic violence against women in 2005. The tapggulation included: ever-
married women (15-64); unmarried women (18 yeatsabove); children (ages 5 to
17); and older women (65 and above). The total $asipe was 4,212 households.

Analysis of indicator initiatives

The indicator initiatives reviewed by the expefis\s that a broad range of indicators
are currently used, or proposed at national lewed by regional and international
organizations.

Indicators related to intimate partner violence ameong the most commonly used in
countries where survey data are available (eittoen fspecialized surveys or modules
in on-going surveys). One widely used/proposedcetdir is that of prevalence of

physical and sexual violence, and in some cases ailemotional and economic

violence. In some cases, particularly in natianélatives, efforts to develop more

differentiated indicators are based on/refer tayaifscant number of disaggregations
that aim at describing different perpetrators, $/pé violence, frequency, and time
period when the violence occurred.

In countries where surveys are not yet commonlydaooted, indicators on the scope
and prevalence of violence against women are mirieel and may cover only the
violence that is reported to national authoritespecially law enforcement. However,
indicators drawn from such administrative data ad give a full account of the
violence women may experience, as such violencd ofdke time goes un-reported
and remains under-recorded. At the same time, srener time of reported and
prosecuted cases can provide useful informationtaibe processes that handle cases
of violence against women, especially law enforaein@and the judicial system. For
example, rates of investigation, prosecution anaviotion can show the extent to
which the law enforcement and justice systems lengaged with violence against
women. Increased reporting of acts of violencerajavomen can suggest increased
confidence in the justice system and decreaserhtate of violence against women.

The indicators used in the United Kingdom, for epéan highlight domestic

homicides as one important measure for violencenagaomen. This indicator is
used in other European countries, such as Spamptotor the most severe form of
violence against women. An indicator based on tiimber of domestic homicides
provides a measure of this particularly severe fdoot it does not summarize the
overall data, and it is not known how far it coatek reliably with the prevalence of
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domestic violence. Such an indicator may be rohust potentially easy to compare
across countries. However, the perpetrator, or typpomicides are currently not
identified in the crime statistics of most courdrienaking it difficult to separate
intimate partner homicides from other types of hodes. It would therefore be
essential for all countries to ensure that such dag¢ collected, and/or the necessary
disaggregation undertaken systematically.

d. Comparability of data and indicators between contries and over
time

Existing indicators which have been developed byntes reflect national needs,
and thus not all of them may be suitable for cramsatry comparison. Moreover, the
quality of indicators varies considerably betwetates, as countries are at different
levels of development in terms of methodology atahdards of data collection on
violence against women. At the same time, compasisiver time within a country
are likely to be more reliable, and therefore usedfr policy making, than
comparisons between countries. Comparisons ovee tiithin a country are an
important and worthwhile goal of data collection tasy show trends and support
countries in evaluating the effectiveness and impadomestic policies.

Progress is being made in developing standardsistgaihich indicators and data
collection can be judged, both within countries amndhe regional and international
levels. These efforts should continue, includinghtécal work on methodology,
especially on types of violence that are more dliti to measure and on the
measurement of incidence/incidents of violence.foéus on indicators can help in
accelerating this process, and is therefore aipesiontribution to strengthening the
knowledge base on violence against women. Statesldshherefore intensify their
work on improving data collection and the availépiof data on all forms of violence.
They should also enhance the use of such datatter lassess the effectiveness and
impact of measures taken to address violence dgaoraen.

IV. AN INTERNATIONAL FRAMEWORK FOR INDICATORS ON
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN: A PROPOSAL

a. Issues arising in the development of indicators

A number of issues must be considered in the dpuant of international indicators
on violence against women, i.e indicators that @sed globally, by all countries.
These are summarized below.

General aspects
First, several general criteria apply in the sébectof indicators, including that
indicators should:
v' Summarize complex data;
v" Be unambiguous and easy to interpret;
v' Enable an assessment as to whether an improvemetié¢terioration has
occurred;
v" Be meaningful and relevant to policy makers, sengooviders and the wider
public;

19



v Be capable of being supported by reliable and rofpuantitative data;
v Be neither so many as to confuse, nor so few asdtead;

v Be available at regular intervals and be comparabée time; and

v' Be comparable between countries and populationpgrou

Specific aspects

There are also a number of issues that are spedoifibe field of violence against
women that need to be addressed in the collecfiataia, and its interpretation and
use for indicators. In particular, it is necesdargnsure that the data used:

v" Result in meaningful measurement of the prevalamckincidence of violence
against women;

v" Result in meaningful measurement of severity of tludence, especially in
relation to its impact;

v' Facilitate the mainstreaming of attention to vigkenagainst women into
ongoing/routine data collection and policy develemt while remaining
responsive to the specific requirements of dataectibn and policy
development in regard to violence against womed; an

v" Result in an accurate reflection of thattern of violence against women as
different from that against men.

Furthermore, since data collection efforts arelg@std complex, indicators should as
much as possible:
v Use available data;
v Provide consistency in the use of the time percmyered, and include both a
longer period and a more recent period; and
v Ensure consistent identification of the same pdmrasub-set.

General versus specific indicators on violence agawomen
Indicators on violence against women could be:

v" General indicators;

v Specific indicators.
International indicators could be based on only ongvo general measures covering
prevalence and incidence of all forms of violentevould also be possible to opt for
specific indicators related to different forms @flence. The meeting gave preference
to the second option since indicators based onrgenmeeasures, while avoiding the
risk of focusing only on the most commonly measufeans of violence against
women (such as domestic violence), would not beffecgently useful basis for policy
or programme development. Furthermore, since traitguof measurement varies
among different forms of violence against womenwituld not be possible to
combine these forms in a globally uniform way ireageneral indicator. In addition,
there is great diversity among countries of thenfrof violence considered and
measured, and as a result, general indicators waootdbe comparable across
countries.

Forms and manifestations of violence against women
Violence against women takes different forms andifeatations. When considering
indicators for measuring the scope of violencegss\options are available:
v A single indicator can be used that covers violemgainst women generally,
without separately identifying forms of violence;
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v A single indicator can be used that covers violemgainst women generally,

but includes some disaggregation in respect oéwfit forms;

A separate indicator can be used for each formobdénce against women;

A few indicators can be used, one each for the nom@mon forms of

violence against women; and

v' A single indicator can be used, limited to domesticlence or intimate
partner violence.

AN

There is a tension between an approach that seelefléct in a separate indicator
each specific type of violence against women andmproach that favours the use of
a general category of ‘violence against women’.pdfience shows that, the greater
the number of indicators used, the larger the raofgéorms of violence against
women that can be measured separately. A deta#isdssment of specific forms of
violence in separate indicators has the advanthgeflecting closely the experiences
of the women affected. There is, however, the m@kdisadvantage that, depending
on the form of violence measured or the level shdgregation used, the information
gathered is misused to stigmatize particular conitiesnwhere certain forms of
violence may be more prevalent. Methodologicallehges may also arise in efforts
to capture many different forms of violence agaiwsimen in a general population-
based survey, including those that affect particylapulation sub-groups, or are
infrequently found within the overall populatiors #ne potentially small numbers that
would be reported to a survey might not be staadlii reliable for reporting and
analysis. When data is collected through survayger sample sizes make it possible
to capture a greater range of forms of violencersgaomen.

As a long-term objective, all forms of violence exga women should be measured. It
is clear, however, that some forms of violence @gfaivomen are more universally
prevalent, while other forms may be more prevalersome geographic regions than
in others. In addition, methodological developmé&mtluding survey methodology, is
not yet far enough advanced to capture certain gooh violence, thus further
impeding data collection and the development oicitwrs.

Prevalence and incidents

Prevalence and incidents are different ways of omaag extent. Prevalence refers to
the proportion of the population that has expemeheiolence in a given period,

usually either over a (adult) life-time or in theepious year. Incidents refers to the
number of incidents of violence in a given popuwatunit (for example x incidents

per 100 or 1000 people) within a given time periédtention needs to be paid to the
difference between ‘incidence’ and ‘incidents’ncldence’ is a concept often used in
the health field to refer to the number of new sagea given time. ‘Incidents’ is a

concept often used in the criminal justice field reder to the number of crime

incidents in a given population, in a given timeipeé. The expert group meeting
referred to the concept of ‘incidents’.

There are different understandings associated wittvalence and incidents of
violence against women. There is no difference betwthem if each victim suffers
just one incident in the given time period. Howe\vka victim is subject to repeated
victimization, the rate of incidents in a given pagion unit will be significantly
higher than the prevalence rate per a given pdpualatit.
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In measuring the extent of violence against womesr a life-time (or adult life-time),
the concept of prevalence is usually preferredhad of incidents, as it is unlikely that
there would be accurate recall of each and evariemt over such a long period.
The number of incidents may, however, be measurgdsemewhat greater accuracy
over a more recent time period (such as the prewear) and where this is possible,
offer a profile of the extent of repeat or multipietimization of women.

The meeting noted that the use of prevalence rees misrepresenting the different
experience women and men have with violence. Wihensame questions about
violence (particularly intimate partner violenceje aasked in surveys, similar
prevalence rates may be found for women and memsdhresults are often
misinterpreted by suggesting that women and merm l@agimilar experience with
violence. In reality, women’s experience with inéite partner violence is largely
more devastating than men’s, in terms of repeatetl raultiple victimization and
impact. Prevalence rates can only say thatnimaber of women and men who
experience violence may not be very different.ds$ lbeen suggested that the gender-
specific differences of repeated and multiple wctiation and impact can be better
measured by looking at the number of incidentsherconsequences of the violehce

The meetingoncluded that the prevalence rates of differerthgoof violence should

be at the core of measuring the extent of violemgainst women, especially since
prevalence surveys commonly offer more than tws/(y@ alternatives (such as only
once, occasionally, all the time; or once, 2-10esm11 — 50 times, more than 50
times). Since women do not recall the exact nundbencidents, particularly when

they are very frequent, the production of an exaeint of incidents is subject to a
high level of error, making the development of cadors based on the number of
incidents per female population tenuous. Furtheemarountries use different
procedures for reporting the number of incidentSherefore, more general and
intuitively understandable measures of frequenoukhbe (see next section). At the
same time, it is important to continue countingideats where appropriate, e.g. in
police reports, service utilization, etc. and t@rmwve the accuracy of these records.

Severity and impact

In addition to prevalence/incidents, violence aghimomen can be measured by its
severity and impact, most commonly in categorieshsas: the nature of the action;
the frequency of the action; and whether or notrehe an injury, and if so its
seriousness. Research on the concept of sevexitfdtused on domestic violence,
and in particular on physical domestic violence.nd#mber of surveys have assessed
the severity of actions, for example using the @Gonfractics Scale (CTS), which
lists in order a series of actions, each consideydze more severe than the previous
one. Another approach to severity is by constngctin empirical instrument to
measure such aspects as impact and frequency, e iNational Crime Council
study in Ireland.

One category of severity is the frequency of thiackt in broad categories such as:
one incident, more than one incident, repeatediytha time. Here, the number of
times that the same person is subject to violes@measure of severity. Frequency

® Seelndicators to Measure Violence Against Womatalby, Sylvia, at:
http://www.unece.org/stats/documents/2007.10.gehterand
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/egm/vaw_indicat@®07/egm vaw _indicators 2007.htm
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is different from the number of incidents per p@pign unit, and reflects the average
number of incidents per person subject to the micde The main advantage of the
concept of frequency is that it is readily meanimngihe main disadvantage of using
frequency is that this concept overlaps with thiathe extent of violence against
women if the number of incidents is used to measutent.

Another category of severity is injury. Injury & victim-focused measure of the
severity of the impact of the violence. A furthestohction may be made as to the
severity/seriousness of the injury/injuries: mapyrtries recognize in their law some
distinction between more or less serious violeithes. Advantages of using injury
as an impact measure include: it is immediately mmegul; it avoids the problem of

the differential gender-specific impact of the sametion; and, unlike the use of the
CTS, it facilitates linkages with a number of pglftelds, especially those of criminal

justice and health. The main disadvantage of usipgy is that such data is less
frequently collected than data on the nature ofttteon.

Other categories of severity and impact that can nbeasured include the
consequences of violence, such as fear for onfgs \iolence during pregnancy,
impact on children witnessing violence.

Time period

Two main time periods have been used for measuhegxtent of violence against
women: over a life-time, and over a recent peridgfe-time period may cover the
entire life-time, or since adulthood. In the lattase, the age of adulthood needs to
be specified, e.g. 15, 16, 18 years. Recent peniayg be cover: one year, within the
last 12 months (last year), or a little longer, 8.0r 5 years.

Life-time measures are important for establishimg ¢xtent of the problem, and for
awareness-raising and advocacy purposes This neeasparticularly pertinent to
those forms of violence against women that occuy omce in a life-time, or are
unlikely to occur more than once in a life-timehi§ measure has certain advantages
for use in a survey, and in the early stages ofeldgwnent of data collection
methodologies.

Most data collection in other policy fields is bdsen a one-year time period, and
trends can more easily be monitored using prevalenthe last year. Where one-year
prevalence is low, surveys may need to use lam@pke sizes. Many countries have
now conducted one-off prevalence surveys on vi@egainst women using both the
life-time and last year time periods (e.g. WHO, NS, DHS, CDC surveys).

While crime victimization surveys collect data om annual basis, they risk
underestimating levels of violence against womethaeut specialist questions or
training of surveyors. The challenge is to develmgthods to generate adequate data
that has a one-year reference period, using riealist available resources. Most
surveys, while not conducted annually, collect dateering the last year. This shorter
period of recall can aid its accuracy, althouglreéhere other techniques available to
reduce the ‘telescoping’ effect.

Given these considerations, indicators on violeagainst women should include a
long period, i.e., life-time, as well as a shoference period, i.e., one year.
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Population sub-groups

The consistent identification of the same popufatgub-group is important for
purposes of comparability. To this end, a numbeasgects need to be considered,
and in particular age, and women'’s status.

With respect to age, many surveys limit the surpeypulation to adult women.
Although the actual cut-off age may vary, it comityoranges between 15 and 18
years. Many surveys also use an upper cut-off agéis may be women’s
reproductive age of 49 (as is the case in mostthheairveys). This age bracket,
however, does not capture the experience of vielemiong older women, nor can it
assess generational shifts in prevalence. Thher stirveys use 70 or 75 as the upper
cut-off age. Other age-related criteria may alsased, depending on expectations of
the survey.

With respect to women’s status, several considaratarise, especially in regard to
women’s marital status. Possible variations ineluddult women regardless of
marital status; currently married or partnered womever married or partnered
women. Most surveys interview women of a predeteethiage group, but base their
analysis of domestic violence/intimate partneremae on the sub-sample of women
who are currently, or ever have been married oabitimg. A further variation would
include women in non-cohabiting intimate relatiopsh When measuring violence
against women outside as well as inside marriagecahabitation however, the total
population of women needs to be included in theodenator.

International indicators

Indicators on violence against women need to refleed resolve all of the above-
listed issues. In order for an indicator to be€emational’, or ‘global’, it must (or
potentially) be used globally, by all countrieshid requires that the indicator(s) is
(are) comparable between all countries. In oraderathieve comparability, the
indicator(s) should not be so specialized or numeras to prevent comparison
between countries. Furthermore, it is necessamggtee on the form(s) of violence
against women to be included in global indicatode)d to have clarity and agreement
on the definition of the form(s) and the compondntbe used in an indicator. For
example, it would be necessary to clearly define domponents of ‘domestic
violence’ so as to ensure comparability across s If some aspects of this form
are included in an indicator by some countriesrtmitothers, comparability would be
affected. If an indicator on ‘sexual violence'selected without agreed definition and
countries are free to choose those aspects thay@stconcerned with, comparability
of results would likewise no longer be assured.

Given the complexities, international indicatorowd focus in the short term on
more common forms of violence against women, foictvidata is more readily
available at present. Such forms of violence agairmsmen would a priori seem to
include physical violence, sexual violence, andnate partner violence. These forms
of violence are not mutually exclusive and for eaftthem further specializations
could be measured. They are sufficiently commoalliparts of the world to enable
the development of robust and comparable ‘ratdsiere is extensive experience in
many countries in the collection of data on thegees$ of violence and in the
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development of indicators for them. At the sameetiother forms of violence against
women also need to be measured as much as possible.

b. Proposed international indicators

In proposing a set of international indicators, exxp took into account the different
levels of data collection, methodological developimand availability of data on
violence against women among States and the nee@nsure international
comparability. The focus is on the globally mosimeoon and widespread forms of
violence against women for which data is readilgi®ble in many countries. These
are: physical violence, sexual violence, intimaaetmer violence, and certain harmful
practices, including female genital mutilation/cugtand early marriage. While some
of these harmful practices may occur mainly in #megopulations, they are
spreading across regions due to migration.

These forms of violence against women do not adetyjuaover the full scope and
extent of violence against women. Other forms @flence are equally widespread.
At present, however, further research on such ofteems of violence and
methodological development in relation to data emlbn are required to achieve
meaningful measurement. The core set of indicatienstified below should therefore
be seen as the nucleus for a broader set of ini@na#ly-used indicators on violence
against women. Further work is required to progitesards this goal.

In accordance with the issues identified in thevioes section, for each indicator a
time period is proposed, as appropriate. In thee caf physical violence, sexual
violence and intimate partner violence, last yeawell as life-time are proposed as
time periods.

In the case of physical violence and sexual viadera range of perpetrators are
proposed. For intimate partner violence, perpetsatire restricted to current and
former partners.

A measure of severity is also included in all ptemae indicators.

It is suggested that data to support the prevaleémdieators be collected through
dedicated population-based surveys. If such afaogle survey is not feasible, the
following are options: a special module added oatgeneral survey (health or
victimization); or small local surveys as a firtgs

The proposed indicators are set out below.

Physical violence

v' The percentage of women (over the total number @in@n) who have
experienced physical violence during the last year.

This indicator should be disaggregated further byesty (moderate/severe);

perpetrator (intimate/other relative/other knowrsp@/stranger/state authority);
and frequency (one/few/many time(s)).
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v' The percentage of women (over the total number @in@n) who have
experienced physical violence during life-time.

This indicator should be disaggregated further byesty (moderate/severe);
perpetrator (intimate/other relative/other knowmrspa/stranger/state authority);
and frequency (one/few/many time(s)).

Sexual violence

v' The percentage of women (over the total number ai@n) who have
experienced rape/sexual assault during the last yea

This indicator should be disaggregated further lgypetrator (intimate/other
relative/other known  person/stranger/state  autyjorit and frequency
(one/few/many time(s)).

v' The percentage of women (over the total number ai@n) who have
experienced rape/sexual assault during life-time.

This indicator should be disaggregated further leypetrator (intimate/other
relative/other known  person/stranger/state  aufjorit and frequency
(one/few/many time(s)
Intimate partner violence
v' The percentage of women (over the total numberarhan who have ever
had an intimate partner) who have experienced phlsr sexual violence
by current or former partner during the last year.

This indicator should be disaggregated further bsgdiency (one/few/many
time(s)).

v' The percentage of women (over the total numberarhen who have ever
had an intimate partner) who have experienced palsr sexual violence
by current or former partner during lifetime.

This indicator should be disaggregated further bsgdiency (one/few/many
time(s)).

Harmful practices *°
Female genital mutilation/cutting

v' The percentage of women (over the total numberahen) subjected to
female genital mutilation/cutting.

9 The proportion of women who are subjected to FGavi be measured through population-based
surveys only in countries where the number of worsahjected to FGM is not too small. If the
numbers are too small, sample surveys are notrpeptools and other methods should be used. Data
from national censuses could also be used fomtieators on early marriage.
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This indicator should be disaggregated furtherdps. a
Early marriage

v" The percentage of women (over the total numberahen) whose age at
marriage is below 18 years

C. Required future work to expand the set of indiators

As a long-term objective, all forms of violence aga women should be measured. In
order to achieve this, there is an urgent needuidher work on methodologies of

data collection and indicator development in relatio different forms of violence

against women. Priority should be given to thedfelhg forms of violence against

women:

» Killing of women by intimate partners;

* Female infanticide;

* Threats of violence;

» Economic and emotional/psychological violence ag pé intimate partner
violence;

» Crimes committed against women in the name of “liwho

» Conflict/crisis-related violence against women;

* Dowry-related violence;

» Sexual exploitation;

» Trafficking;

 Femicide;

* Forced marriage;

e Sexual harassment.

Some of these forms are difficult to measure inc@f statistics, such as trafficking
and forced marriage. Other forms, such as psyclwlbygiolence, may be difficult to
measure in a cross-country comparable way as iiffeunderstandings may be
associated with such violence across countriesi@dt Still other forms, such as
dowry-related violence and crimes committed agawsimen in the name of
“honour”, may occur in specific populations, andymae difficult to capture in
representative sample surveys. The killing of a wonby an intimate partner and
femicide cannot be captured in a crime victimizatsurvey, and other methods need
to be considered, for example the development ofimidtrative, criminal and health
statistics. Violence against women in mobile pagiohs, including violence against
women in conflict/crisis areas and trafficking, nahbe captured through household
surveys, and other forms of data collection nedaktdeveloped.

There is a also a need for further methodologieafetbpment in regard to violence
against women surveys so as to agree on commoataped definitions and ensure
reliable wording of questions. These efforts wibo further enhance comparability
of survey results between countries.
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS - A COURSE OF
ACTION FOR DIFFERENT STAKEHOLDERS

The development of international indicators ongbepe, prevalence and incidence of
violence against women contributes to addressiegutigent need to strengthen the
knowledge base on violence against women. Suclkatalis provide an incentive for

States to collect data on violence against womeh raonitor the extent of such

violence, and trends over time. Availability of budata contributes to increased
awareness of violence against women, and enhaneespacity of States to evaluate
legislative and policy reforms and take action tidrass and eliminate violence

against women.

As a long-term objective, all forms of violence Biga women should be measured.
Taking into account the different levels of capadir data collection on violence
against women, data availability and developmenindfcators, the recommended
way forward is a step-by-step approach to the dgweént of international indicators.
International indicators should thus focus at pmesa the most common forms of
violence against women for which sources of datanaore readily available. Further
research and methodological development in reldbatata collection and indicators
is needed in order to extend the set of indicat®ush efforts need to be undertaken
systematically, and without delay.

The expert group meeting makes the following recemsations, addressed to
different stakeholders, in relation to internatibmadicators and data collection on
violence against women.

a. Global level: Intergovernmental bodies/ intern&onal
organizations /United Nations system

* The Statistical Commission, in consultation wittke tGommission on the
Status of Women, should agree on the followingo$endicators as the first
step in the development of a comprehensive seattefriational indicators on
all forms and manifestations of violence againsinea.

Physical violence

v' The percentage of women (over the total number @in@n) who have
experienced physical violence during the last year.

This indicator should be disaggregated further byesty (moderate/severe);
perpetrator (intimate/other relative/other knowrspa/stranger/state authority);
and frequency (one/few/many time(s)).

v' The percentage of women (over the total number ai@n) who have
experienced physical violence during life-time.

This indicator should be disaggregated further byesty (moderate/severe);

perpetrator (intimate/other relative/other knownsp@/stranger/state authority);
and frequency (one/few/many time(s)).
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Sexual violence

v' The percentage of women (over the total number @i@n) who have
experienced rape/sexual assault during the last yea

This indicator should be disaggregated further leypetrator (intimate/other
relative/other known  person/stranger/state  aufjorit and  frequency
(one/few/many time(s)).

v' The percentage of women (over the total number ai@n) who have
experienced rape/sexual assault during life-time.

This indicator should be disaggregated further lgypetrator (intimate/other
relative/other known  person/stranger/state  autyjorit and frequency
(one/few/many time(s).
Intimate partner violence
v' The percentage of women (over the total numberarhen who have ever
had an intimate partner) who have experienced phlsr sexual violence
by current or former partner during the last year.

This indicator should be disaggregated further bsygdency (one/few/many
time(s)).

v' The percentage of women (over the total numberarh@n who have ever
had an intimate partner) who have experienced phlsr sexual violence
by current or former partner during lifetime.

This indicator should be disaggregated further bsgdiency (one/few/many
time(s)).

Harmful practices
Female genital mutilation/cutting

v' The percentage of women (over the total numberahen) subjected to
female genital mutilation/cutting.

This indicator should be disaggregated furtherdps. a
Early marriage

v' The percentage of women (over the total numberahen) whose age at
marriage is below 18 years.

» The Statistical Commission should request MembateStto collect data to
support these indicators through dedicated, ndtionaepresentative
population-based sample surveys. If a dedicatedbglcannot be undertaken
in the short term, States should consider addingpecial module to an
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ongoing survey on a related topic (such as a dempbiz and health, or crime
victimization survey) or other general survey. t&ashould also consider
conducting small local surveys as a first stepoiEsf should also be made to
strengthen and improve the collection of administeadata, such as health,
police, judicial and social services data. Datanfroational censuses could
also be used for the indicator on early marriage.

The Statistical Commission should request that ®¥52 all Member States
regularly collect, disseminate and analyze dataafbof the above-proposed
indicators.

The United Nations system should provide technggbport to countries,
focusing in particular on strengthening the capyacit national statistical
offices and systems, to assist them in the cotiaadif data on violence against
women, including the data necessary to suppompiityosed indicators.

United Nations entities and intergovernmental bsdiweithin their respective
areas of competence, should take note of thesenaitenal indicators,
encourage Member States to collect data to supip@indicators, and request
Member States to report the results of such ddtection and the action taken
in response thereto.

United Nations entities, together with the donomeaunity, should continue
to support the inclusion of sound modules on viokemgainst women in
international surveys, such as the DHS, and explbee use of other
international surveys, such as the Multiple Indicatluster Surveys (MICS),
to measure the scope and prevalence of violendesageomen.

The United Nations system should provide techrscgiport to countries and
promote existing methodologies and good practicegrtsure that existing
standards of excellence on data collection are met.

The United Nations system should support the deweémt of unified
methods and standards for data collection on ath$oof violence against
women that are under-documented. It should alspaugpurther collaborative
work in refining the proposed list of indicatorsdaamdvancing research toward
the development of international indicators in #neas listed in section IV(c)
of this report.

b. Regional organizations

Regional organizations should take note of thermaonal indicators and
encourage their Member States to use them in tla& collection efforts on
violence against women.

Regional organizations should develop a regionalgvant set of additional
indicators and assist in strengthening nationdissizal offices and systems.

C. Member States
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Member States should be guided by the above setevhational indicators in
their data collection efforts on violence againstven.

Member States should collect data to support theskcators through
dedicated population-based surveys. Populationebsisereys should have an
adequate sample size in order to provide reprehentalata on all the
proposed disaggregations of the indicators listexva. If a large-scale survey
is not presently feasible, States should add aiapewmdule to an ongoing
survey (such as a demographic and health, or cviotgnization survey), or
consider conducting small local surveys as a $irsp. Efforts should be made
also to strengthen and improve the collection ohiadstrative data, such as
health, police, judicial and social services d&t#orts should also be made to
further disaggregate law enforcement and crimingtige data so as to
increase their usefulness for tracking trends atevice against women. States
should also enhance the use of data from nati@rauses, as applicable.

By 2015, all Member States should regularly colléctseminate and analyze
data for all of the above-proposed indicators.

Member States should strengthen the capacity abnsdt statistical offices
and systems to collect data on violence against empmncluding the
necessary data to support the above-proposed fodica

Member States should enhance national statistivélrasearch capacity for
collection of data through both specialized sunaayd routine data collection.

Member States should ensure that national mackmésr the advancement of
women and relevant ministries, such as justice hamdlth, are closely

associated with the collection of data on violemgginst women. These
ministries have an important role to play in ensgirconsistency of concepts,
responsiveness to users’ needs and relevance fay pand programme

development, contributing to ensuring regular festry of data collection and
ensuring that data are widely disseminated in altirfashion.

Member States should ensure multi-sectoral cootidimaf the development,
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of daddection initiatives.

Member States should link efforts to collect datavlence against women
to support the international indicators to existangd ongoing data collection
efforts in the area of gender equality.

Member States should link efforts to collect datavilence against women
to existing and ongoing data collection efforts ather areas, including
economic and social development, planning procefsgepoverty reduction
strategies, and human rights monitoring.

Member States should ensure that data is producebt disseminated

disaggregated by sex, and by other factors, suchcas age and disability, as
appropriate. Data should also be publicly accessibl
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Member States should ensure that data on violega®st women is collected
in a way that respects confidentiality and womdnisan rights and does not
jeopardize women’s safety. All data collection wolence against women

should be undertaken in accordance with the UN &onahtal Principles of

Official Statistics and the WHO Ethical and Saféyidelines for Researching
Violence against Women.

d. Donor community

The donor community should provide resources toisasStates in
strengthening the capacity of national statistaffites and systems to collect
data on violence against women. It should alscticoe and expand its
support for other institutions, including academigsearch and non-
governmental institutions that collect data on emmle against women and
undertake methodology development, and encouragegshened interactions
with national statistical offices and systems.

32



Annex |
List of participants

EXxperts

Ms. Whasoon BYUN

Researcher (senior fellow)
Korean Women's Development Institute

Ms. Vanessa GRIFFEN

Chief, Gender and Development Section

Emerging Social Issues Division

Economic and Social Commission for
Asia and the Pacific

Ms. Carol HAGEMANN-WHITE
Professor

Dept. of Education
University of Osnabrueck

Mr. Jan HESSBRUEGGE
Special Procedures Branch

Office of the UN High Commissioner for
Human Rights

Ms. Neda JAFAR
Statistics Division

United Nations Economic Commission for
Western Asia

Ms. Henrica A.F.M. JANSEN

Epidemiologist

WHO multi-country study on women's health and

domestic violence

Department of Gender, Women and Health

World Health Organization

276 Jinheungro Eunpyeonggu
122-707 Seoul
Republic of Korea

Phone :+82 2 3156 7140
Fax : +82 2 3156 7279
Email : hwasoon@kwdimail.re.kr

United Nations Building

Rajdamnern Avenue
10200 BANGKOK
Thailand

Phone :+66 2 288 1536
Fax : +66 2 288 1018
Email : griffen@un.org

Heger-Tor-Wall 9
D-49069 Osnabrueck
Germany

Phone :+49 541 969 4557
Fax : +49 541 969 4561
Email : chageman@uos.de

UNOG-OHCHR
CH-1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 917 9192
Fax : +41 22 917 9006
Email : jhessbruegge @ohchr.org

UN House -ESCWA
RIAD EI SOLH
Beirut, Lebanon

Phone :+961 1 978 463
Fax :+961 1978 510

Email : jafarn@un.org
Appia Avenue

1211 Geneva 27
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 791 3106
Fax : +41 22 791 1585

Email : jansenh@who.int
henriette.jansen@gmail.com

33



Ms. Liz KELLY

Roddick Chair in Violence Against Women
Child and Woman Abuse Studies Unit
London Metropolitan University

Mr. Steven MALBY
Research Officer

Policy Analysis and Research Branch
United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime

Ms. Sonia MONTANO

Chief
Women and Development Unit

UN Economic Commission for Latin America

and the Caribbean

Ms. Maria Giuseppina MURATORE

Chief of research

Italian National Institute of Statistics (ISTAT)

Ms. Enikd PAP

Independent Expert (Hungary)

Ms. Eva Gicela RAMIREZ

Chief of the Department

National Institute of Statistics, Geography and

Informatics

Ms. Linda Laura SABBADINI

Director

Division for Surveys on Living Conditions
and Quality of Life

ISTAT

Ladbroke House

62-66 Highbury Grove
N5 2AD Idom
United Kingdom

Phone :+ 44 20 7133 5014
Fax : + 44 20 7133 5026
Email : l.kelly@londonmet.ac.uk

PO Box 500
A-1400 Vienna
Austria

Phone :+43-1-26060-5464
Fax : +43-1-26060- 7 5464
Email : steven.malby@unodc.org

Av. Dag Hammarskjold 3477
Vitacura
Santiago

Chile

Phone :+56-2 210 2565
Fax : +56-2 208 1553
Email : sonia.montano@cepal.org

Via Adolfo Rava, 150
00142 ROME
Italy

Phone :+3906-4673-4483
Fax : +3906-4673-4596
Email : muratore@istat.it

53 Filler Street
H-1022 Budapest
Hungary

Phone :+36 30 618 9476
Fax : +36 1 315 07 06
Email : pap.eniko@freemail.hu

Patriotismo No. 711-Torre "A"

Piso 11

SAN JUAN MIXCOAC
Mexico

Phone :+52(55)52-78-10-00

ext 1568
Fax : +52(55)527810 00 ext. 1439
Email :Eva.ramirez@inegi.gob.mx,
egisela@servidor.unam.mx

Via Adolfo Rave, 150
1-00142 ROME
Italy

Phone :+39 06 543 0647
Fax : +39 06 5952 4608

34



Mr. Oumar SARR

African Centre for Statistics

United Nations Economic Commission for Africa

Ms. Emma SEPAH

Head
Health, Nutrition and Environment
Ghana Statistical Service

Ms. Sharifah Zarah SYED AHMAD

Director General

Department of Women Development
Ministry of Women, Family and
Community Development

Ms. Sylvia WALBY
Professor

Department of Sociology
Lancaster University

Observers

Email : sabbadin@istat.it

POBox 3001
Addis Ababa
Ethiopia

Phone :+251 11 5445374
ext.33614

Fax :+251 11 5510389
Email : osarr@uneca.org

PO Box 1098
Accra
Ghana

Phone :+233 21 663 578
Fax : +233 21 664 304
Email : esepah@yahoo.com

Level 25-26, Menara Tun Ismail

Mohamed Ali, Jalan Raja Laut
50582 Kuala Lumpur
Malaysia

Phone :+60 3 2616 5690

Fax : +60 3 2698 7139

Email : zarahleo@hotmail.com
sharifah@jpw.gov.my

LA1 4YD LANCASTER
United Kingdom

Phone :+44 1524-593-442
Fax : +44 1524-594-256
Email : s.walby@lancaster.ac.uk

Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Ryhts

Ms. Laure-Anne COURDESSE

Special Procedures Branch

Office of the UN High Commissioner for

Human Rights

Mr. Nicolas FASEL

Right to Development Unit

Research and Right to Development Branch

OHCHR

UNOG-OHCHR
CH-1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 928 9198
Fax : +41 22 928 9006

8-14 Avenue de la Paix
1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 928 9171

Fax : +41 22 928 9010

Email : nfasel@ohchr.org
Email : Icourdesse@ohchr.org

35



UNDP

Ms. Vanessa FARR UNDP/BCPR

Geneva
Senior Gender Advisor Switzerland
UNDP/BCPR

Phone :+41 22 917 8681
Email : vanessa.farr@undp.org

UNIFEM

Ms. Hanny CUEVA BETETA 304 E. 45th Street, 16th Floor
New York, NY 10017

Programme Specialist United States of America

Governance, Peace and Security

UNIFEM Phone :+1 (212) 906-6483

Fax:+1 (212) 906-6705
Email :hanny.cueva-beteta@unife
m.org

UNIFEM Moldova

Ms. Mihaela DARII 1, Vasile Alecsandri Str.

MD- 2009 Chisinau Moldova
Gender Statistics and Monitoring Component Co@tidin
Programme “Promoting Gender Equality in NationalvBlopment
Policies and Programmes” Phone :+373 22 280 775
UNIFEM Moldova Fax : +373 22 721 490

Email : mihaela.darii@unifem.org

United Nations Environment Programme

Ms. Janet KABEBERI-MACHARIA P.O. Box 30552
00100 NAIROBI
Senior Gender Adviser Kenya
Executive Office
United Nations Environment Programme Phone : +254-20-762-5142

Fax : +254 -20-762-4324
Email : Janet.macharia@unep.org

Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees

Ms. Joanina KARUGABA 94 rue Montbrillant
1211 Geneva
Technical Officer Sexual and Gender Based Violerseitzerland
Office of the High Commissioner for Refugees
Phone :+41 22 739 7474
Fax: +41 22 739 7374
Email : KARUGABA@unhcr.org

United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Paktine Refugees in the Near East

Mr. Matthias BURCHARD Annex 1, Le Bocage, Palais des

Nations
1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland
United Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA) Email :MBURCHARD@UNOG.

Ms. Elena MANCUSI MATERI Annex 1, Le Bocage, Palais des
Nations

36



1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland

United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palessti

Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA)

UNICEF

Mr. Marcelo DAHER
Project Officer

UN Study on Violence against Children

UNFPA
Ms. Riet GROENEN

Adviser on Gender and Human Rights

UNFPA

UN-Habitat
Ms. Ansa MASAUD

Gender Mainstreaming Officer
Gender Unit

Monitoring and Research Division
UN-Human Settlements Programme

World Health Organization
Ms. Claudia GARCIA-MORENO

Coordinator,
Gender, Violence and HIV

Department of Gender, Women and Health

World Health Organization

UNESCO

Ms. Almudena SANCHEZ
Intern
UNESCO Geneva Liaison Office

Monitoring and Research Division
UN-Human Settlements Programme

Email : emancusi@unog.ch

5-7 rue de la Paix
CH 1202 Geneva
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 909 5605
Fax : +41 22 909 5908
Email : mdaher@unicef.org

13 chemin des Anémones
Chatelaine

1219 Geneva
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 917 8570
Fax : +41 22 917 8016

Email : groenen@unfpa.org

UN Complex, Gigiri
P O Box 30030

00100 Nairobi
Kenya

Phone :+254 762 3705

Fax : +254 762 3080

Email : Ansa.masaud@unhabitat.
org

Appia Avenue
1211 Geneva 27
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 791 4353
Fax:+41 22 791 1585
Email :garciamorenoc@who.int

Villa Les Feuillantines
Palais des Nations
CH 1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland

Phone :+41 22 917 3381

37



Fax : +41 22 917 0064
Email :almudena.sanchez.abajo@g
mail.com

International Training Centre of the International Labour Organization

Ms. Johanne LORTIE Viale Maestri del Lavoro 10
Turin
Programme Officer Italy

Gender Coordination Unit

International Training Centre of the International Phone :+39 011 693 6527

Labour Organization Fax: +39 011 693 6350
Email : j.lortie@itcilo.org

International Organization for Migration

Ms. Yuriko FUKUSHIMA 17 Route des Morillons
CH1211 Geneva

Intern Switzerland

Gender Unit

International Organization for Migration Phone :+41 22 717 9508

Email : yfukushi@osipp.ac.jp

Organization of American States

Ms. Mercedes KREMENETZKY 1889 F St. NW

20006 Washington D.C.
Senior Specialist United States of America
Inter American Commission of Women (CIM)
Organization of American States (OAS) Phone :+1 202 458-3921

Fax : +1 202 458-6094
Email : MKremenetzky@oas.org

Council of Europe

Ms. Marta REQUENA
F-67075 CEDEX STRASBOURG,
France

Head of Gender Equality and Anti-Trafficking Divia

Directorate General of Human Rights and Legal itdfzhone :+33 3 88412599

Council of Europe Email : marta.requena@coe.int

HEUNI

Mr. Kauko AROMAA POB.444 Pitkansillanranta 3A
00531 Helsinki

Director Finland

European Institute for Crime Prevention and Cdntro
Phone :+358103665281
Fax : +358103665290
Email : kauko.aromaa@om.fi

MEASURE Evaluation Project

Ms. Shelah BLOOM Carolina Population Center, 123 W.
Franklin St.
Chapel Hill, NC 27514
Assistant Professor United States of America
MEASURE Evaluation Project,
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill Phone :+1 919-966-7099

Fax :+1 919-966-2391

38



Email : ssbloom@email.unc.edu
shelah_bloom@unc.edu

Organizers
UNECE
Ms. Angela ME Palais des Nations
CH-1211 GENEVA 10
Chief Switzerland
Social and Demographic Statistics Section
Statistical Division Phone :+41-22-917 1666

United Nations Economic Commission for Europe Fax : +41-22-917 0040
Email : angela.me@unece.org

Mr. Enrico BISOGNO Palais des Nations
CH-1211 GENEVA 10

Statistician Switzerland

Social and Demographic Statistics Section

Statistical Division Phone :+41-22-917 1662

United Nations Economic Commission for Europe Fax : +41-22-917 0040
Email : enrico.bisogno@unece.org

UNDAW

Ms. Christine BRAUTIGAM 2 UN Plaza,
NY, New York 10017

Chief United States of America

Women'’s Rights Section,

Division for Advancement of Women Phone :+1 212 963 0535
Fax : +1212 963 3463
Email : brautigamc@un.org

Ms. Janette AMER 2 UN Plaza

New York, NY 10017
United States of America
Social Affairs Officer
Women'’s Rights Section
Division for Advancement of Women
Phone :+1 212 963 5361
Fax : +1212 963 3463
Email : amer@un.org

UNSD

Ms. Erlinda Go 2 UN Plaza
New York, NY 10017
United States of America

Statistician

United Nations Statistics Division Phone :+1 212 963 4507
Fax :+1 212 963 1940
Email : go@un.org

39



Annex Il
List of documents
Papers by experts

ECA initiatives
Oumar Sarr

Data on violence against women in Latin America @adibbean (ECLAC)
Sonia Montafio

Specific Indicator Initiatives and Issues in thed2® region related to the
measurement of violence against women
Vanessa Griffen

Violence Against Women: Initiatives in the ESCWAdR®
Neda Jafar

Indicators to measure violence against women. Gadeeide on the building blocks?
Henrica A.F.M. Jansen

Indicators, Crime and Violence against Women (UNQDC
Steven Malby

Are we there yet? The SRVAW Indicators project
Liz Kelly

Violence against Women: Do the Governments Care®oiig the state response in
CEE and CIS countries
Enikd Pap

Measuring violence: Indicators from the Italianleioce against women survey
Maria Giuseppina Muratore

ENDIREH-2006’s achievements and limitations in d&ieing indicators for
measuring violence against women in Mexico
Eva Gisela Ramirez.

Violence against women in Korea and its indicators
Whasoon Byun

Violence against women — Ghana, Government iniegti
Emma Sepah

Indicators to Measure Violence Against Women
Sylvia Walby

Supporting papers

40



Perspectives and standards for good practice anatdiection on violence against
women at European level
Coordination Action on Human Rights Violations (CRM)

Criteria for identifying indicators on violence agst women (OHCHR)
Nicolas Fasel

41



Annex Il

Programme of work

MONDAY, 8 OCTOBER 2007

Time Activity
8:30-10:00 | Registration of participants
10:00-10-20 Opening of the meeting and organization of work
' ' Angela Me (UNECE) and Christine Brautigam (UNDAW)

10:20-12:00 | Background paper and work for the Speal Rapporteur

10:20-10:50 | © Presentation of the background paper, Sylvia Walby

10:50-11:20 | Q&A

11:20-11:35 | Coffee break

11:35-11:50 | * P_resentation_of the work on indicators for the &jd%gpporteur on
violence against women, its causes and consequdtizes
Kelly/OHCHR

11:50-12:00 Q&A

12:00-13:00 | Regional Initiatives

12:00-12:15 | = Oumar Sarr (ECA)

12:15-12:30 | = Vanessa Griffin (ESCAP)

12:30-12:45 | «  Sonia Montano (ECLAC)

12:45-13:00 | « Neda Jafar (ESCWA)

13:00-14:30 | Lunch break

14:30-16:00 | Regional Initiatives (cont.)

14:30-15:45 | «  Discussion: regional initiatives and the formulatiaf a proposed set of
indicators

16:00-16:15 | Tea break

16:15-18:00 | Governmental Initiatives

16:15-16:30 | ° Eva.G|S(.eIa Rar.nlrez (Mexico) |

16:30-16:45 | Maria Giuseppina Muratore (ltaly)

16:45-17:00 | * Emma Sepah (Ghana)

17:00-18:00 | * Discus_sio_n: governmental initiatives and the foratioh of a proposed
set of indicators

TUESDAY, 9 OCTOBER 2007

9:30-12:30 | Other initiatives followed by Working Groups

9:30-9:40 |+« Whasoon Byun (Korean Women'’s Development Institute)

9:40-9:50 |« Eniko Pap (Violence against Women Monitoring Pragya

9:50-10:00 |« Henrica A.F.M. Jansen (WHO)

10:00-11:00 | .  piscussion: other initiatives and the formulatidragroposed set of
indicators.

11:00-11:15 | Coffee break
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11:15-12:30

* Working Groups in parallel

12:30-14:00

Lunch break

14:00-18:00

Working Groups (cont.)

14:00-16:30
16:30-17:00
17:00-18:00

* Working Group discussions (cont.)
Coffee break
* Presentations by Working Groups to Plenary

WEDNESDAY, 10 OCTOBER 2007

9:30-12:30

Drafting the report of the meeting and ecommendations of the meeting

9:30-10:30
10:30-11:00
11:00-12:30

« Discussion of presentations by Working Groups
Coffee break

« Plenary discussion of a proposed set of indicabarigling on the
outputs of the Working Groups and skeleton of fieglort

12:30-14:00

Lunch break

14:00-15:45

Drafting the report of the meeting (coh)

14:00-15:30
15:30-15:45

« Drafting the report of the meeting
Coffee break

15:45-17:00

Adoption of report and concluding remalks

15:45-16:50
16:50-17:00

¢ Adoption of the report
e Concluding remarks
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