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The Office for Social Inclusion (OSI) is the Government Office with overall responsibility for developing and driving implementation of the National Action Plan to combat poverty and social exclusion (NAP/inclusion). The functions of the Office include the development of a data strategy, which will provide timely, accurate and relevant statistical data to support policy development and facilitate measurement of progress made to meet the targets contained in the current and future plans. This work involves, inter alia, the revision of existing poverty measures and indicators used in the plan to ensure that they are up to date and provide an accurate picture of poverty and social exclusion in Ireland. OSI is assisted in this regard by a Technical Advisory Group, which comprises experts from the Central Statistics Office, the Economic and Social Research Institute, the Combat Poverty Agency and the Equality Authority, together with representatives from key Government Departments. The Office has also been assisted by the work of a range of other expert bodies. 

Consideration by OSI and the Technical Advisory Group of the above data issues has led to the following conclusions:

· The current approach to setting poverty targets in Ireland should be reassessed as the deprivation indicators used in the ‘consistent poverty’ measure are out of date and do not reflect modern living standards;

· Using a single measure of poverty, such as the ‘consistent poverty’ measure, may not be the best choice for a global poverty target and a more rounded picture may be obtained by framing such targets in terms of several measures of poverty; 

· At EU level the current ‘risk of poverty’ measure does not alone give a valid picture of social exclusion and deprivation, particularly since the recent enlargement of the EU. Accordingly, the issue of also using non-monetary indicators of poverty has re-emerged at EU level, which has the potential to present a more balanced view of the risk and incidence of poverty in Member States.  
The publication earlier this year of the first results of the 2003 EU-SILC (Survey on Income and Living Conditions) highlighted further the need to revisit the issue of deprivation indicators.  Differences between the 2003 EU-SILC and the earlier 2001 Living in Ireland Survey (LIIS) meant that it was not possible to compare the results for deprivation and consistent poverty between the two years. This was due to the sensitivity of deprivation indicators to changes in survey methodology. 

Based on the above conclusions OSI aims to develop a revised approach that could be used in the next NAP/inclusion, due in Autumn 2006.  It will be important that this development maintains coherence with related developments in other fora, including the ongoing work at EU level.

