	[image: ]Metadata for SDG indicator 4.7.1




Goal 4: Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong learning opportunities for all

Target: 4.7 By 2030, ensure that all learners acquire the knowledge and skills needed to promote sustainable development, including, among others, through education for sustainable development and sustainable lifestyles, human rights, gender equality, promotion of a culture of peace and non-violence, global citizenship and appreciation of cultural diversity and of culture’s contribution to sustainable development

Indicator: 4.7.1 Extent to which (i) global citizenship education and (ii) education for sustainable development, including gender equality and human rights, are mainstreamed at all levels in: (a) national education policies (b) curricula (c) teacher education and (d) student assessments

Institutional information

Organization(s):
· UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS)
· UNESCO, Education Sector, Division for Peace and Sustainable Development, Section of Education for Sustainable Development (ED/PSD/ESD)

Contact person(s):
Silvia Montoya
Alexander Leicht

Email address (for internal use only)
s.montoya@unesco.org
a.leicht@unesco.org

Concepts and definitions

Definition and rationale
Indicator 4.7.1 measures the extent to which countries mainstream Global Citizenship Education (GCED) and Education for Sustainable Development (ESD). Among the concepts included are gender equality and human rights. In the Human Rights aspect there is a well-established country reporting system managed by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) associated to the World Programme on Human Rights Education (an outcome of the UN Decade for Human Rights Education, 1995-2004). 
The indicator requires as inputs an operational definition of each of the main constructs, GCED and ESD. They currently have no universal definition, but it has been identified that there is set of desirable sub-constructs for each of two main domains that are operationalized in countries. As the implementation is not uniform and varies according to the relevance for each particular reality, the different areas could have different degrees of implementation.
The indicator is not a dichotomous one for each component but, instead, is a dashboard with five components and could vary between 1 and 3.  The interpretation is rather simple; the highest the value the most incorporated are concepts related to GCED and ESD into educational practices, and therefore, the highest the potential to fulfil the transformational potential for change in a given educational system. 
This will serve to guide policy-makers as they could incorporate different dimensions according to needs without following a one-fits-all model. 

Concepts:
Education for Sustainable Development (ESD): empowers learners to take informed decisions and responsible actions for environmental integrity, economic viability and a just society, for present and future generations, while respecting cultural diversity. It is about lifelong learning, and is an integral part of quality education.

Global Citizenship Education (GCED): nurtures respect for all, building a sense of belonging to a common humanity and helping learners become responsible and active global citizens. GCED aims to empower learners to assume active roles to face and resolve global challenges and to become proactive contributors to a more peaceful, tolerant, and inclusive and secure world.

Comments and limitations:
The indicator does not verify whether the national measures taken lead to desired changes but focuses on the implementation of the regulatory environment that is a precondition to achieve the outcomes.  Education policies, curricula, teacher education and student assessment, demonstrated in the indicator, are key intermediate outcomes of national commitment and effort to effectively implement GCED and ESD and to provide a conducive learning environment.

Methodology

Computation Method:
This indicator is based on the reports submitted by countries to UNESCO as part of the monitoring process already in place for the 1974 Recommendation concerning Education for International Understanding, Co-operation and Peace and Education relating to Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. Reporting occurs every four years. The use of the 1974 recommendation tool is serving to monitor in parallel the Recommendation and the Global Indicator. However, the questionnaire has been adapted to ensure a broader set of aspects related to human rights, also, gender and education for sustainability are included, so that the Global Indicator is fully covered.

Countries’ responses to selected questions in a close-ended questionnaire are used to calculate the four components of the dashboard: (a) national education policy, (b) curricula, (c) teacher education and (d) student assessment. Based on mapping of constructs in countries, the curricula component is sub-divided into two sub-components: (i) curricular content and (ii) curricula resources. The dashboard then, has five components and it should be clear that despite the reference to the 1974 Recommendation, the questionnaire is reflecting a broad set of sub-constructs. Thus, the dashboard takes the following form:

Scores for each question were standardised to lie between 0 and 100 using a Min-Max procedure as follows:

Zij = (xij – min(xi)) × 100
          max(xi) - min(xi)
where 
Zij 	= standardised score for question i for country j
xij 	= actual score for question i for country j
min(xi) = minimum score for question i reported by any country
max(xi) = maximum score for question i reported by any country
For a given component of this indicator, the simple mean is calculated of the standardised z-scores for the questions contributing to the given component. The results for all responding countries are then divided into approximate groups.

The standardized scores are then added together and divided by the number of indicators in each of the five components identified. This means that each item within a component has received equal weighting (i.e. they have all been considered equally important). Countries are classified in three groups and assigned a number from 1 to 3 (the number of the group) for each of the five dimensions of the indicators.
Interpretation is rather simple: a value of 1 implies no implementation of GCED or ESD practices while 3 implies a large extent of implementation in countries in the pool of respondents.  
The indicator dashboard
· The indicator is published on the dashboard, integrated by the five components identified.
· Each of the five components could take one of three values, from lower (1) to highest (3).  
· No ranking is being implied. Country results are published in alphabetical order.  
An example below:
	Country
	Education Policies
	Curricula: Content
	Curricula: Resources
	Teacher Education
	Student Assessment

	A
	2
	1
	1
	1
	1

	B
	1
	2
	2
	1
	1

	C
	3
	2
	1
	3
	1


Regional aggregates:
Regional aggregates are not calculated.
Sources of discrepancies:
Not applicable because the indicator is only calculated from data submitted by Member States to UNESCO in response to a standardised questionnaire under the umbrella of the implementation of the 1974 Recommendation concerning Education for International Understanding, Co-operation and Peace Education relating to Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.
Methods and guidance available to countries for the compilation of the data at the national level:
The questionnaire for the sixth Consultation, as the data collection tool for the monitoring and reporting of indicator 4.7.1, was shared with the Member States together with guidelines covering explanations on how the reporting mechanism for the monitoring of the 1974 Recommendation is adapted to collect the necessary data for indicator 4.7.1. The guidelines also elaborated on how to report on topics under Education for Sustainable Development and Global Citizenship Education, including human rights and gender equality. The questionnaire for the sixth Consultation together with its accompanying guidelines were approved by the Member State governments in the UNESCO Executive Board in 2016 (199 EX/Decisions 14.III). The guidelines will be improved along with the questionnaire in the seventh data collection in 2020. 

During the data collection period, UNESCO’s Education Sector mobilized a team to support Member States in filling the questionnaire and respond to their queries in a quality and timely manner.

The methodology is described in detail in the document “Development of SDG thematic indicator 4.7.1” (UIS, October 2018) and in an annex to a country consultation letter regarding the methodology that was sent by UNESCO to all Member States that completed the questionnaire.

Quality assurance
UNESCO reviews responses submitted by countries for consistency and reliability before calculation of indicator 4.7.1. Furthermore, UNESCO’s Education Sector and the UNESCO Institute for Statistics carry out a second review of the data and submit all indicator values to Member States for their review and approval before the data are released by the UIS.

Data Sources

To date, the only tool used to report is the questionnaire sent to Member States developed by UNESCO ED/PSD/ESD Division under the Umbrella of the 1974 Recommendation concerning Education for International Understanding, Cooperation and Peace and Education relating to Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. In 2016, UNESCO revised the terminologies and the format of the survey tool to make it more relevant to the present time and easy to use, which will increase the response rate. Some items were selected for the purpose of the 4.7.1 reporting. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]This does not close the other to other data sources and reporting mechanisms as long they are aligned with the target and the indicator 4.7.1. This needs to be evaluated by the Technical Cooperation Group (TCG) . 

The questionnaire and the selected items to inform indicator 4.7.1.
The selected items to report for each component are: 
National education policy
Q1. To what extent are the guiding principles of the 1974 Recommendation (e.g. cultural diversity and tolerance, equality and non-discrimination, peace and non-violence, justice, human rights and fundamental freedoms, human survival and well-being, caring for our planet/sustainability, etc.) reflected in your constitution or domestic legislation?
A1. 1 = not at all, …, 5 = fully

Q2. To what extent are the principles of the 1974 Recommendation reflected in your country’s current education policy/ies and frameworks? 
A2. 1 = not at all, …, 5 = fully

Q25. How would the current overall implementation of the principles of the 1974 Recommendation be rated?
A25. 1 = not yet implemented, …, 5 = fully implemented

Curricular content
Q7. Which of the following, or similar, principles and topics are taught in your formal educational system as part of the curriculum? (please tick all that apply)
A7. One point is awarded for each of the 12 boxes ticked.
Peace and non-violence: 
(a) friendly relations among nations 
(b) preventing violent extremism 
(c) preventing other forms of violence, including bullying, gender-based violence, school-related gender-based violence, etc.
Human rights and fundamental freedoms: 
(a) equality, inclusion and non-discrimination 
(b) justice and fairness
(c) ethics, morals and values
Cultural diversity and tolerance: 
(a) international understanding, solidarity and cooperation 
(b) intercultural and interreligious dialogue
(c) global citizenship
Human survival and well-being: 
(a) climate change 
(b) environmental sustainability, caring for the planet
(c) sustainable development, consumption and livelihood

Q23. What opportunities are provided at school level for students to participate in decision-making processes that concern them? (please tick all that apply)
A23. One point is awarded for each box except (d) which is ticked.
(a) school governance/decision-making
(b) student council or similar bodies
(c) student clubs
(d) none
(e) other, please specify

Curricula resources
Q11. Overall, are the number of teaching hours for the principles and topics mentioned in Q7 (peace and non-violence, human rights and fundamental freedoms, cultural diversity and tolerance and human survival and well-being) estimated to be sufficient?
A11. 1= not at all, …, 5 = fully.

Q18. To what extent are there adequate teaching and resource materials (including ICTs and audio-visual materials) to teach/deliver the principles below and engage learners? (please tick all that apply)
A18. One point is awarded for each box except (d) which is ticked.
(a) peace and non-violence (1 = not at all, …, 5 = adequately)
(b) human rights and fundamental freedoms (1 = not at all, …, 5 = adequately)
(c) cultural diversity and tolerance (1 = not at all, …, 5 = adequately)
(d) human survival and well-being (1 = not at all, …, 5 = adequately)
(e) other, please specify (1 = not at all, …, 5 = adequately)

Teacher education
Q12. To what extent are the principles and topics mentioned in Q7 (peace and non-violence, human rights and fundamental freedoms, cultural diversity and tolerance and human survival and well-being) reflected in the curriculum of pre-service teacher training?
A12. 1 = not at all, …, 5 = fully.

Q13. Teachers for which level of education received training that reflects the principles and topics mentioned in Q7 (peace and non-violence, human rights and fundamental freedoms, cultural diversity and tolerance and human survival and well-being)? (please tick all that apply)
A13. One point is awarded for each box which is ticked.
(a) pre-primary
(b) primary
(c) secondary
(d) post-secondary/tertiary
(e) other, please specify (e.g. adult education, TVET, etc.)

Q14. Please indicate the overall percentage of teachers estimated to have been trained on the principles and topics mentioned in Q7 (peace and non-violence, human rights and fundamental freedoms, cultural diversity and tolerance and human survival and well-being) through in-service training and teacher professional development.
A14. 1 = 0-20%, 2 = 21-40%, …, 5 = 81-100%

Student assessment
Q15a. Are the principles and topics mentioned in Q7 (peace and non-violence, human rights and fundamental freedoms, cultural diversity and tolerance and human survival and well-being) included generally in student assessments/examinations?
A15a. 1= yes, 0 = no or no information.

Q15b. If yes, please indicate which of the following dimensions of learning were included in the last student assessment/examinations. (please tick all that apply)
A15b. One point is awarded for each box which is ticked, except (e) and (f).
(a) knowledge
(b) skills and competencies
(c) values and attitudes
(d) behaviours
(e) none
(f) no information available

Q16. Which of the following dimensions of learning is your country planning to reinforce in student assessment/examinations in the next five years in the principles and topics mentioned in Q7 (peace and non-violence, human rights and fundamental freedoms, cultural diversity and tolerance and human survival and well-being)?
A16. One point is awarded for each box which is ticked, except (e) and (f).
(a) knowledge
(b) skills and competencies
(c) values and attitudes
(d) behaviours
(e) none
(f) no information available

Treatment of missing values:
· At country level
Missing values are not imputed.
· At regional and global levels
Missing values are not imputed.

Collection process:
See above.

Data Availability

Description:
During the most recent consultation on the implementation of the 1974 Recommendation, carried out in 2016, 82 countries from the following regions reported data suitable for calculation of indicator 4.7.1: Central and Southern Asia, Eastern and South-Eastern Asia, Europe and Northern America, Latin America and the Caribbean, Northern Africa and Western Asia, Oceania, and Sub-Saharan Africa.




Graph 1: Countries with at least 2 themes with a non missing value to report for indicator 4.7.1
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Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics
Time series:
Data are currently available for 2016, when the most recent consultation on the implementation of the 1974 Recommendation was conducted.

Calendar

Data collection:
Data are collected by UNESCO every four years. The latest round of reporting was conducted in 2016 as the sixth Consultation on the implementation of the 1974 Recommendation, covering the period 2012 to 2016. The next data collection will take place in 2020.

Data release:
The UNESCO Institute for Statistics plans to release data for indicator 4.7.1 in February 2019.

Data providers
Each country completes the questionnaire on implementation status of UNESCO’s 1974 Recommendation in consultation with relevant line ministries, authorities and National Statistical Offices.

Data compilers
UNESCO, through its reporting mechanism for the 1974 Recommendation concerning Education for International Understanding, Cooperation and Peace and Education relating to Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.

References
· UNESCO Executive Board: 199 EX/Decisions 14.III, http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0024/002446/244639e.pdf, pp. 25-26
· Development of SDG thematic indicator 4.7.1 (UIS, October 2018)

Related indicators
In view of the similarities between the definitions of the targets, the data are used to report for indicators 4.7.1 and 12.8.1.
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