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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
Current Tier: 3
Proposed Tier: 2

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

Background and rationale for indicator re‐classification:
The indicator requires an operational definition – as an input – of each of the main constructs; Global Citizenship Education (GCED) and Education for Sustainable Development (ESD), that currently have no universal definition. Instead, there is set of sub-constructs for each of the two main domains that are of practice in countries. Although the implementation is not uniform and varies according to the relevance for each particular reality, there is sufficient commonality in which countries address sub-constructs to justify this global methodology.
The indicator is based on the adaption of a data collection mechanism associated to the monitoring of the implementation of the 1974 UNESCO recommendation concerning Education for International Understanding, Cooperation and Peace and Education relating to Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. This Recommendation, endorsed by Member States back in 1974, has a reporting mechanism for which all Member States have already committed to share their information every four years. Given the the strong content alignment between the guiding principles of the Recommendation and the concepts of ESD and GCED, UNESCO has taken the initiative to revise the 1974 Recommendation questionnaire to ensure all dimensions of relevance are included. This is consistent with the overall policy of reducing the reporting burden for the Member States (and create synergies between various reporting requirements), and align it with the reporting requirements for the global indicator 4.7.1.
The UNESCO Executive Board[footnoteRef:1] has endorsed (199 EX/Decisions 14.III1) in 2016 the use of a quadrennial reporting  mechanism for the 1974 Recommendation concerning Education for International Understanding, Cooperation and Peace and Education relating to Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms to report on indicator 4.7.1.2 [1:  In order ensure balance in the geographical distribution of seats on the Board, all members of UNESCO are grouped by regional Electoral Groups. There are the following six electoral groups: Group I (Western European and North American States); Group II (Eastern European States); Group III (Latin-American and Caribbean States); Group IV (Asian and Pacific States); Group V (a) (African States); Group V (b) (Arab States)
] 

The latest round of reporting was conducted in 2016 as the sixth Consultation on the implementation of the 1974 Recommendation, covering the period from 2012 to 2016. For the sixth Consultation data collection process, UNESCO revised the reporting guidelines and questionnaire in order to align them with the concepts in the global indicator 4.7.1. The questionnaire for the sixth Consultation was approved by the Member State governments in the UNESCO Executive Board in 2016 (199 EX/Decisions 14.III).
The questionnaire has been revised following extensive consultation with different stakeholders and Member States, to include gender equality and human rights as topics of special emphasis in the global indicator 4.7.1. The progress on these topics is monitored through relevant questions (3 specific questions on human rights and 4 on gender equality) in the questionnaire. 
Information on how and when the methodology has become an international standard and who is the governing body that approves it 
UNESCO has opened two types of consultation with universities, Member States governments, think tanks, assessments, as well as relevant stakeholders in the areas of the indicators. The methodology is not perfect but a solid stepping-stone towards reporting the indicator. The two main sources of consultation were the Executive Board in its political dimension, and the technical groups in education through the Technical Cooperation Group (TCG). Both will become the international standard for this indicator - subject to the approval of the Inter-agency and Expert Group on SDG Indicators (IAEG-SDGs). 
Below the detail of the consultation:
· In May 2016, the Member State governments in the UNESCO Executive Board approved the use of the existing reporting mechanism for the 1974 Recommendation for the monitoring and reporting of Global Indicator 4.7.1.
· Between June and December 2016, 83 countries, through their Ministries of Education, collected the necessary information from national entities and submitted their responses to UNESCO’s questionnaire for the sixth Consultation on the 1974 Recommendation.
· In October 2017, UNESCO submitted its findings from the sixth Consultation to the Member States in the UNESCO Executive Board, from which it received endorsement.
· In January 2018, UNESCO submitted its proposed methodology to the Member States, UN agencies and education expert members of the Technical Cooperation Group (TCG) on the Indicators for SDG 4 ‐ Education 2030, which endorsed the methodology and recommended a request for Tier reclassification to the Inter‐agency and Expert Group on SDG Indicators (IAEG‐SDGs).
· In June 2018, in close coordination with the UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS), UNESCO’s Education Sector initiated a country consultation process through a letter addressed to the Member States governments and copied to National Statistical Offices and UNESCO National Commissions. As part of this letter, Member States received a document that clearly explained the methodology and highlighted each country’s values for indicator 4.7.1, calculated with the new methodology.
· In addition, in July 2018, UIS contacted its education focal points in National Statistical Offices and shared the first round of indicator 4.7.1 data, which is based on the application of the developed methodology to data collected from countries in response to the sixth Consultation questionnaire.
· As of October5 1st, UNESCO has received a majority of favorable responses and a few feedbacks regarding the further development of the questionnaire, which UNESCO will take into account for the seventh Consultation planned for 2020.
· UNESCO Member States that took part in the sixth Consultation on the 1974 Recommendation sent the country consultation letter. 
· The UIS has submitted for validation the data to countries (83), and except 4 cases, none of them anticipated objections for the dashboard to be published.
List of Member States that participated in the sixth Consultation and were consulted on the methodology is as follows:
· Africa (12 countries): Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Côte d'Ivoire, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, Mali, Mauritius, Namibia, Senegal, Zambia.
· Arab States (7 countries): Egypt, Iraq, Kuwait, Morocco, Oman, Qatar, Syrian Arab Republic.
· Asia and the Pacific ( 15 countries): Australia, Bangladesh, Cambodia, Cook Islands, Iran, Japan, Maldives, Mongolia, Myanmar, New Zealand, Pakistan, Republic of Korea, Singapore, Thailand, Tuvalu.
· Europe and North America (35 countries): Albania, Andorra, Armenia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Monaco, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russian Federation, Serbia, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Tajikistan, Turkey, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Uzbekistan.
· Latin America and the Caribbean (14 countries): Argentina, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Mexico, Peru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay.
The Technical Cooperation Group (TCG) to education 2030 endorsed the methodology and recommended the request for upgrade. The TCG have as regional representatives for their region the following countries: 
· Africa: Botswana, Cabo Verde, Cameroon, Senegal, Uganda, Tanzania.
· Arab States: Algeria, Bahrain, Egypt.
· Asia and the Pacific: China, Fiji, India, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines, Samoa.
· Europe and North America: Canada, France, Germany, Netherlands, Sweden, United Kingdom, Armenia, Russian Federation,
· Latin America and the Caribbean: Brazil, Colombia, Cuba, Jamaica, Mexico,
The Technical Cooperation Group (TCG) for Education 2030
· Methodologies for SDG 4 global and thematic indicators ensuring consultation and representation;
· Reporting standards, guidelines, and tools; and 
· Tools to support countries in collecting, analyzing, and using data.
The TCG serves as the platform for the Member States and education stakeholders to help refine and implement the thematic indicator framework while forging the consensus needed to mobilize efforts to address the measurement challenges.
Results of the pilot studies and list of countries consulted that are regionally representative.
Methodology
The selection of items from the 2016 version of the Recommendation Monitoring Questionnaire for each indicator was made through, first, a theoretical selection of relevant questions reassuring that relevant dimensions such as gender, human rights and education for sustainability are covered.
The second step was a statistical analysis (Principle Component Analysis) identified the underlying structure and distinct components of the remaining data. This analysis supported the development of five components. The five components reflected the four dimensions described in the Global Indicator: a) national education policy, b) curricula, c) teacher education and d) student assessment. The fifth indicator is a result of the content on Curricula having two components within it (one reflecting more content and activities and the other resources) so there is i. Content and a Curricula, and ii. Resources. The reliability and internal coherence of the selected items for each indicator were checked using the Cronbach Alpha measure. 
The response format for the items in the questionnaire varied so standardization was required before the data could be combined. Thus, all the scores for each item were standardized between 0 and 1 using a Min-Max standardization procedure.
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The standardized scores were then added together and divided by the number of indicators in each component of 4.7.1. This means that each item within a component has received equal weighting (i.e. they have all been considered equally important). A value closer to 0 implies no implementation of GCED or ESD practices while a number close to 1 implies a large extent of implementation in countries in the pool of respondents. These values serve to split the countries in three groups from 1 to 3 for each of the five dimensions of the indicators. They will appear in alphabetical order and the results will be given for each country and its positioning within the 3 groups.
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


The technical cooperation group (TCG) to education 2030 endorsed the methodology and submitted the request for upgrade to the IAEG-SDG in January 2018 in Dubai, UAE. 
Potential self-reporting bias
The indicator is based on self-reported data by Member States. Self-reporting always represents a problem as it threatens external validity of the data. However, to address the potential bias due to either a misunderstanding or social-desirability bias, the next round of the questionnaire for the 2020 round of data collection will improve the guidelines by giving concrete examples of   regulations (for instance, a law on gender equality that serves as the instrument to account for the relevance of that component in national policy). An additional step would be to set alternative validation studies, such as the commissioning of a study to a research team that reviews country documents for a given number of countries in the five components of the global indicator. This can serve the role of the ‘panel of external reviewers’. The publication, as always, would follow the usual procedure of awaiting country validation. 
[bookmark: _GoBack] 
Data availability
The data collection tool was approved by the UNESCO Executive Board with countries representing all regions. Between June and December 2016, 83 countries – through their Ministries of Education – collected the necessary information from national entities and submitted their responses to UNESCO’s questionnaire for the sixth Consultation. The Geographical coverage is mapped below.
Graph 1: Countries with at least 2 themes with a non missing value to report for indicator 4.7.1
[image: ]
Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics
Graph 2: Countries according to the number of components reporting. 
[image: ]
Note: Countries with available information have at least two components.
Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics



Confirmation/explanation of joint submission with other partner/co‐custodian agencies (if applicable)
N/A
Conclusion and Next Steps 
Member State governments in the UNESCO Executive Board and Member States represented in the Technical Cooperation Group (TCG) for SDG 4 – Education 2030 have approved UNESCO’s methodology for indicator 4.7.1. 83 countries from all regions have provided data. 
During consultations of Ministries of Education and National Statistical Offices from 83 countries conducted by UNESCO’s Education Sector and the UNESCO Institute for Statistics, UNESCO has received a majority of favorable responses and a few feedbacks regarding the further development of the questionnaire, which UNESCO will take into account for the seventh Consultation planned for 2020. 
UNESCO will engage in work with partners on the following domains: 
a. Extra analytical work (e.g., reviewing curricula to identify the issues related to the indicator 4.7.1) in a selected number of countries (currently in 10 countries).  The existing methodology for content analysis related to the curriculum / policies of GCED and ESD, which can answer many aspects of 4.7. The indicator is being tested. 
b. Data collection exercises in a selected number of countries to fine-tune the questionnaire to increase the readability and accessibility of the data collection tool.
c. UNESCO will also improve the guidelines and the questionnaire to ensure that there are no ambiguities biasing results and in order to ensure that all concepts relevant for ESD and GCED are fully and equally reflected. 
d. Exploring alternative reporting tools (based on systematic and formative data collection) and methods (alternative to self-reporting) in order to broaden the sources of data for the reporting. 
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