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1. The first meeting of the Expert Group on indicators for education for sustainable development (ESD) took place in Ede (the Netherlands) from 26 to 28 September 2005 pursuant to a decision of the High-level Meeting of Education and Environment Ministries held on 17-18 March 2005 in Vilnius. The High-level Meeting had requested the Expert Group to develop indicators to measure the effectiveness of the implementation of the Strategy. The final outcome of the group’s work will be presented for endorsement to the Steering Committee on Education for Sustainable Development.

2. The meeting was attended by experts designated by governments and by intergovernmental, international, and non-governmental organizations (NGOs).  The meeting was chaired by 

Mr. Roel van Raaij (the Netherlands). The list of participants is annexed to the report. 
3. The meeting adopted its agenda and agreed on the working procedure. The experts provided a number of comments in respect to the development of indicators. With regard to the scope, they agreed that the indicators should be strictly determined by the objectives of the Strategy. The experts confirmed that the indicators should reflect both aspects of the mandate: “the implementation” as a process, and “the effectiveness of the implementation”, as a qualitative aspect of the process and of the outcome, including long-term effects of learning. 

4. Another important finding was that indicators should not be seen as a stand-alone tool, but considered in a broader context of implementation of the Strategy. Therefore, experts decided to consider indicators within a comprehensive implementation review framework, taking into consideration such aspects as a reporting mechanism and the phase-out approach for the Strategy’s implementation
. They discussed which term among the following: “evaluation”, “monitoring” or “review”, would be the most appropriate in this context. In this regard, experts addressed the following key issues:

· Nature of indicators

An indicator points to an issue or condition. Its purpose is to show how well a system is working. Indicators should be based as much as possible on the available data. However, at the same time, due to the complexity and newness of ESD, some proposals for a new data collection policy should be introduced   Indicators are as varied as the types of systems they monitor. However, there are certain characteristics that effective indicators have in common: they should be relevant, easy to understand, representative, reliable, measurable and available against feasible costs. Indicators can be quantitative (absolute figures or ratios) and qualitative (description or rating), as appropriate
.  In some cases, there is a need for baseline data and this should be clearly reflected in the draft of indicators. Baseline data shows  the existing situation in relation to an issue at  a certain point in time. For example, experts suggested using data for the year 2005, as baseline data. They also stressed the importance of taking into account difference in starting points for different countries with respect to the implementation of the Strategy and, therefore, to the outcome of evaluation based on indicators.

· Concept of use of indicators

A clearly defined concept of the use of indicators would help countries to measure the effectiveness of the implementation of the Strategy in a comprehensive and realistic way.  Therefore, due to the complexity of the system that these indicators would monitor, experts suggested classifying indicators into the following three groups: “Checklist indicators”, “Input indicators” and “Output/effects indicators”. 

“Checklist indicators” would be presented in the form of a checklist and will provide information on initial policy, legislation, regulatory and governance measures taken by a government in order to implement the Strategy (e.g. whether  a coordinating mechanism is in place, whether   the Strategy is translated into national/state language(s) etc.).  

“Input indicators” will provide information on a broader spectrum of activities taking place in terms of the implementation of the Strategy (e.g. ratio of educators who received training on ESD/SD issues, number of businesses involved in ESD projects etc.).

“Output/effects indicators” will provide information on the impact of the implementation of the Strategy, in particular its qualitative aspect. These are: performance of trained teachers, learning outcomes resulting from ESD partnerships, community-based and business involvement. These indicators relate to eventual impacts of the implementation of ESD in terms of values, attitudes and choices in favour of SD.  This group of indicators would require long-term research that might be costly.
The first and second group of indicators could already be used by countries in Phase I (by 2007) and, in some cases, in Phase II (by 2010). The third group, however, would be relevant over a longer period, in the Phase II or III (by 2015). 

5. The experts prepared the first outline for draft indicators based on the above considerations. It was decided that at the second meeting they will elaborate the draft for submission to the Steering Committee for comments.  
6. The experts also discussed possible target groups that would be interested in the national reports on implementation. The target groups were identified as follows: governments (e.g. for reporting to international bodies; for use for national purposes; and for self-evaluation), international organizations (e.g. for providing a comprehensive basis to governments and other stakeholders to assess progress in implementation and for development of other relevant indicators); non-governmental organizations and other stakeholders  (e.g. for learning about performance in implementation of their respective countries and a region as a whole).

7. The experts highlighted the usefulness of finding links between existing relevant indicators at national and international levels.

8. The experts agreed that if necessary, an explanatory note on the particular terms used for indicators might be developed at a later stage.

9. The experts also stressed that in order to ensure a good quality of the reports on implementation, it is crucial that governments prepare reports in a participatory manner, involving relevant stakeholders at all stages of preparation, as appropriate, and, in particular, giving a feasible and workable opportunity to those stakeholders to comment on the draft report before its final submission to the UNECE. They strongly recommended including this as a requirement for the reporting mechanism to be considered by the Steering Committee.

10. The experts agreed to hold their next meeting on 31 October– 2 November 2005 in Geneva.

Note:   Background documents prepared for the meeting are available on the web-site: http://www.unece.org/env/esd/SC.EGI.htm
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� See chapter 6 of the UNECE Strategy for Education for Sustainable Development (CEP/AC.13/2005/3/Rev.1): it is stated in the Strategy that implementation should be seen as a continuous process and in order to facilitate assessment of its progress three phases for implementation are proposed. 


� Qualitative indicators might be presented: (a) in a form of description; (b) by using rating with the clear explanatory notes for each rate (e.g. 0 – SD concept not present in any of the subjects, 1 – SD concept integrated into 50% of the subjects etc.); (c) by using marks (e.g. +++ high; ++ medium; + low)
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