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CONSOLIDATED DOCUMENT ON PANEL II OF THE THIRD CONFERENCE OF STATES PARTIES OF THE MESECVI:

INDICATORS ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN; COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE INITIATIVES PROMOTED BY THE INTER-GOVERNMENTAL MECHANISMS:  EVALUATION OF THE EXISTING ONES IN THE INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS


In implementation of Agreement 6 of the Third Conference of States Parties of the MESECVI [Mechanism to Follow Up on the Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará”] (document MESECVI-III/doc.59.rev. 3), the Technical Secretariat of the Mechanism hereby presents to the Fourth Conference of States Parties a consolidated document with the presentations and results of the panel:  “Indicators on Violence against Women; Comparative Analysis of the Initiatives promoted by the Inter-governmental Mechanisms:  Evaluation of the existing ones in the international organizations.”  That panel took place in the framework of the above-mentioned Third Conference, held in Antigua, Guatemala, from March 24 to 25, 2011.

This panel was held, firstly, to address the interest of the States Parties to the Convention of Belém do Pará in establishing contact with the United Nations Statistics Division, ECLAC [Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean], and the CEDAW [Convention to Eliminate all Forms of Discrimination against Women] Committee to promote the standardization of indicators of violence against women between these organizations and the MESECVI.  Secondly, the States Parties considered it of high importance to hear experts in this area and make relevant recommendations to the members of the Committee of Experts (CEVI) of the MESECVI who, at their next meeting, will consider the indicators they will use in the phase of following-up on their recommendations to the States Parties during the Second Multilateral Evaluation Round.

The guest panelists were:  Sonia Montaño, Director, Division for Gender Affairs, ECLAC, and Mónica Orozco Corona, Director General for Statistics Evaluation and Development, National Women’s Institute of Mexico (INMUJERES) of Mexico. These presentations were published as documents MESECVI-III/INF. 18/11 and MESECVI-III/INF. 19/11, respectively.

Ms. Sonia Montaño emphasized ECLAC’s experience and specialized technical knowledge of the development of indicators. The institution had been recognized for its statistics on gender and on violence against women and for establishing a Gender Equality Observatory that provided quantitative data on the Latin American and Caribbean countries.  On behalf of ECLAC, she thanked the MESECVI and the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM) for their collaboration, and the States Parties for theirs in improving statistics, since this was important in harmonizing processes, which was being done through international partnerships. 

Ms. Montaño emphasized the importance of indicators and the presentation of comparative data, as statistics on violence against women were becoming eloquent arguments in providing rationale for public policies and state budgets for the prevention and punishment of violence against women.

Based on ECLAC’s experience, the speaker shared the followed lessons learned:

1. Realistic analysis of available sources. She emphasized that indicators could not be promoted for which data could not be compiled. Furthermore, much of the data generated by states was not used and, although in general, the available data was poor, more data was available than was in fact utilized.

2. Use minimum, appropriate, and periodic indicators in measuring the impact and characteristics of violence against women.

3. Strengthen administrative records as a primary information source, including forensic medical, public prosecutor, health service, and police records.  Technological innovations were facilitating data compilation and helping improve record-keeping systems. Surveys were also an important source and were especially useful in determining prevalences, but could be very costly and were not conducted with the desired periodicity.

4. Coordinate efforts of users and producers of data, including statistical institutes, medical services, health, police, and judicial services, and gender mechanisms—those with political interest in ending violence. Round table dialogues and coordination processes at the national and regional levels helped promote this exchange, which avoided situations such as failure to use this information because it had not been endorsed by mechanisms; or mechanisms might need a type of information not compiled by statistical institutes or in administrative records.

With regard to sexual violence, Ms. Montaño indicated that the Group of Friends of the United Nations Statistics Division had developed indicators that had been approved by the governments.  Therefore, she suggested that MESECVI use those indicators applicable to its efforts.

Femicide was a problem that had to be addressed separately and accorded special attention, as ECLAC and the MESECVI were doing.  She indicated that ECLAC welcomed the opportunity to cooperate with the CIM and the MESECVI in developing the indicators of the latter.
The next speaker, Mónica Orozco Corona, shared Mexico’s experience of standardization with international indicators of the relevant country indicators produced by surveys. She noted that non-statistical indicators could be used as reference, despite their limited operational aspects.  She added that data also had to be reliable at the national level, but had to conform to international standards and be available for use by state entities that supplied data for national records and to archives. 

One Mexican good practice was for each office, based on National Women’s Institute guidelines, to generate statistics with a view to their standardization. Mrs. Corona reported on a pilot project in Mexico that had arisen from a survey conducted in 2010, to produce indicators of sexual, economic, physical, and psychological violence. 

By February 2012, guidelines would be made available for the production of statistics on violence against women. Mexico was also formulating recommendations on indicators based on administrative records, rather than surveys, and was developing procedures within this system. Administrative records provided valuable data on population subgroups and supplemented data compiled, but could not be used in determining the scope of the phenomenon.


The speaker emphasized the need for institutions to conduct self-assessment surveys or surveys of user services and of policies related to violence against women.  She recommended the identification of gaps with regard to violence against women, how to address these gaps and how survey design could help close them, and the preparation of a map of available information. She described in depth two important types of indicators:  results indicators and process indicators.

Interventions by delegations focused on the importance of compiling appropriate data, national experiences in this area, and the production of indicators. 
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