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Background 
 
On 18 March, 2011, DESA’s Office for ECOSOC Support and Coordination held, for the first 
time, an Expert Group Meeting to enrich the analytical preparations for the Annual Ministerial 
Review (AMR) on the theme “Implementing the internationally agreed goals and commitments 
in regard to education”, with its thematic discussion on “Current global and national trends and 
challenges and their impact on education”. 
 
The Expert Group Meeting was timed to coincide with the deliberations of the Committee for 
Development Policy. The day offered CDP members, as well as a small group of leading 
education experts, an opportunity to provide input into the two draft reports of the Secretary-
General, prior to being finalized for review at the AMR. 
 
The SG’s report on the theme of the AMR examines progress on the Millennium Development 
Goals (MDGs) and Internationally Agreed Development Goals (IADGs); the second report 
entitled “Current global and national trends and challenges and their impact on education” 
provides an in-depth analysis of the impact of current trends on learning. 
 
Welcoming remarks 
 
Mr. Nikhil Seth (Director, Office of ECOSOC Support and Coordination, UNDESA) outlined 
the day’s agenda ― including a survey of both SG reports ― while highlighting three key 
questions for consideration by discussants and panellists: 
 
First, what are the most pressing issues related to the international education goals? Second, what 
are the remaining bottlenecks to continued progress on the education goals? Third, how can 
ECOSOC overcome them? 
 
Feedback generated during the meeting, Mr. Seth noted, would be incorporated in ensuing 
drafts, as would suggestions for the National Voluntary Presentations (NVPs). 
 

Session I: Improving education outcomes and learning attainment through enhanced 
access to and better quality of education, including in countries affected by conflict  
 
Mr. Sobi Tawil’s (Senior Programme Specialist, Education Research and Foresight, UNESCO) 
presentation was made difficult ― and ultimately cut short ― by a poor connection. He did, 
however, manage to stress several themes: 
 
First, education as both a human right and an enabler of other rights; second, the key role of 
education in promoting development, particularly the MDGs and international education agenda; 
third, the importance of frequent reviews of progress made on the Education for All (EFA) 
goals. 
 
Mr. Tawil pointed out that progress on education has generally been uneven over the past 
decade, with significant disparities between and within countries. Strides made toward to 
universal primary education have slowed since 2005, he added.  
 
He also offered several regional comparisons on school completion and dropout rates, as well as 
some global statistics. Over the past decade, for example, the number of out-of-school children 
fell from 106 to 67 million; of those 67 million, the vast majority of out-of-school children 
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remain concentrated in Sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia, with roughly one-third living in 
conflict affected and low-income countries. 
 
Education quality is another major concern, especially worrying given the strong link between 
education and other development indicators. Mr. Tawil noted that that there are numerous ways 
to improve education outcomes, many of which do not involve additional expenditure; spending 
money more wisely, he added, especially on recruiting, training and retaining good teachers, is 
particularly effective. Such efforts would reduce teacher absenteeism – a major concern in many 
countries – while improving teacher morale.  
 
Mr. Tawil also addressed the many barriers to school affordability/accessibility, and ways to 
overcome them. “Second chance” programmes, for instance, were cited as an effective 
alternative, with a good track record of improving learning opportunities for young dropouts. 
Leveraging technology, like ICT, was also mentioned as a way to use existing resources more 
efficiently. 
 
Summary of Comments 
 
In the ensuing discussion, participants offered varying comments on the presentation and on the 
draft reports. 
 
Ms. Lourdes Arizpe (CDP member and Professor, National Autonomous University, Mexico) 
stressed the continued significance of regional education disparities within countries, as well as 
the impact of the financial crisis on exacerbating such trends. She followed with a question: why 
are drop-out rates for girls so high in Latin America relative to other regions?  
 
Mr. Giovanni Cornia (CDP member and Professor, University of Florence) commended Figure 
1 (page 3) on the “positive, reinforcing links between education, health, gender, and poverty and 
hunger reduction,” as instructive. Mr. Cornia emphasized the importance of a multisectoral 
approach to development problems; educated mothers, for example, have far lower infant 
mortality rates. He also urged governments to raise more revenue for education spending, 
despite the general upward education spending trends in many places. Mr. Cornia contended 
that the right to education should be better linked with other basic rights. He called for more 
inclusion of best-practice and case-study examples, as well as more emphasis on results at the 
micro-level, such as the impact of teacher pay on student performance. 
 
Mr. Tawil responded to the aforementioned comments by noting that gender gaps in education 
have generally been decreasing, with Latin America and Southeast Asia two prominent 
exceptions. Explaining these two outliers requires more research, he added.  
 
Mr. Tawil also expressed support for a more intersectoral approach to education reform, but 
reminded the audience that severe space constraints in the report made such a goal difficult. Mr. 
Tawil agreed that the financing section of the study could be further strengthened. 
 
Ms. Susan Durston (Associate Director, Programmes and Global Chief of Education, 
UNICEF) praised the AMR Report as well-developed and comprehensive, with due attention 
given to both access and quality. Ideally, though, it could benefit from deeper analysis, she 
added. 
 
She noted the widening education gaps within and across countries. Moreover, the global 
education picture is likely biased in an excessively positive direction due to a scarcity of data in 
many conflict-affected and other struggling countries. Conflict-affected children, she observed, 



 4

suffer the greatest challenges to obtaining a decent education (as well as girls and the poor in 
general). 
 
She also stressed the great importance of more — and better — teachers. Ms. Durston surmised 
that nearly 2 million new teachers will be needed to achieve universal primary education by 2015. 
As for quality, one UNICEF study covering six countries found that almost 20 percent of 
teachers were absent from class on any given day; investing more in capacity development will 
dramatically reduce teacher absenteeism, she argued.  
 
In her comments on the Thematic Report, Ms. Durston stressed the need for a “two-way” 
examination of both education’s impact on outside trends (such as migration) and the influence 
of such trends on education results. 
 
Ms. Allison Anderson (Centre for Universal Education, Senior Fellow, Global Economy and 
Development, Brookings Institution) outlined Brookings’s “Building a Common Policy Agenda” 
— a multi-partner, evidence-based, global effort to improve learning opportunities and 
outcomes among children and young adults, with a special emphasis on gender equality and 
marginalized populations.  
 
Ms. Anderson agreed that quality and equity/access are the two foremost education priorities, 
while mentioning several related Brookings research tracts: (i) gender equality and marginalized 
populations, (ii) building foundational skills in reading and numeracy, and (iii) supporting 
transitions from post-primary education which build relevant life and job skills.   
 
Ms. Anderson highlighted various strategies of the Building a Common Policy Agenda, which 
include: (i) improving teacher quality, promoting equity at all levels of education, (ii) promoting 
safe learning, free from violence and intimidation, (iii) expanding education’s role in responding 
to humanitarian crises, (iv) bolstering gender sensitivity instruction, and (v) improving instruction 
in climate change and sustainable development education. 
 
Ms. Milica Uvalic (CDP member) encouraged deeper analysis at the sub-national and regional 
levels to flesh out the situation on female access to education across countries. She also pointed 
out the difficulty of getting to the root of such a complex issue in such a short survey. 
 
Ms. Phyllis Magrab (Professor and UNESCO Chair, Georgetown University) suggested linking 
the MDGs more closely with the EFA goals in the analysis, as well as providing more emphasis 
on cross-sectoral approaches. 
 
Mr. Nicholas Burnett (Principal and Managing Director for Education, Results for 
Development) suggested that the report should improve the quality of its data (such as early 
grade literacy rates), while pointing out that equity in education is a concern not only between 
schools, but also within schools. 
 
Ms. Karin Manente (Representative, World Food Programme) recommended further analysis 
at the sub-national level, as well as more input on the inter-linkages between early childhood 
development and malnutrition. 
 
Ms. Arizpe discussed the importance of a “rights-based” approach to education, while urging 
more attention be given to the impact of migration, technology and changing social concepts on 
education results.  
 
Ms. Durston supported Ms. Arizpe’s remarks on migration. She also highlighted the difficulties 
of education reform in certain urban areas, particularly those affected by high-levels of migration.  
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Equity and quality, she added, should be treated together, with more focus on policy efforts to 
address both (citing America’s “No Child Left Behind” law).  
 
Mr. Neil Pierre (Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, Office of ECOSOC Support and 
Coordination, UNDESA) summarized the recommendations emerging from Session 1 with the 
following seven points:  
 

1. Introduce greater balance — of focus and attention — between the AMR and 
Thematic Reports.  

2. Include more analysis and real world examples of quality and equity in education 
systems.  

3. Give more emphasis to the widening gaps in education quality and equity.  
            4. Offer more sharing of best-practices.  
            5. Strengthen inter-sectoral analysis.  
            6. Include more emphasis on rights-based approaches to education.  
            7. Insert more discussion of external trends, such as ICTs, the science and technology 

and family behavior, and their impact on education.  
 

Session II: Mobilizing domestic and international resources for education financing  
 
Moderator Mr. Navid Hanif (Head, DESA Strategic Planning Unit) highlighted three major 
financing issues for the audience to consider:  
 
These were: (1) Domestic financing challenges; (2) the need to differentiate between demand and 
supply side issues in education financing, and (3) the goal of identifying innovative sources of 
financing (including creative partnerships). 
 
Technological difficulties experienced by Mr. Tawil prevented him from continuing his 
presentation in this session also. 
 
Discussant Mr. Rob Vos (Development Policy and Analysis Division, UNDESA) called for 
education financing to be better framed within each report. For any given country, domestic 
resources, he noted, are easily the single most important source of financing of education — a 
fact which should not be neglected when discussing donor aid shortfalls. 
 
Figures for education spending can also be misleading for different reasons, Mr. Vos argued, 
which meant that policy prescriptions must be rooted in a firm understanding of the data. He 
also discouraged the idea of levying taxes which fall disproportionately on low-income families 
and sectors that can ill afford them. Mr. Vos advocated for approaching the issue of domestic 
resource mobilization in a more integrated manner, with priority given to internal, rather than 
external, sources of financing. Synergies with other sectors, such as health and housing, must 
also be developed and wasteful spending cut dramatically. National budgets, moreover, should 
emphasize long-run sustainability, with sector allocations on an “as needed” basis. Macro-factors, 
such as debt and inflation, need to be factored in, too. No “one size fits all” approach to 
financing education exists, he added, with country context critical. 
 
Discussant Mr. Nicholas Burnett (Principal and Managing Director for Education, Results for 
Development, Washington, DC) observed that the reports omitted one major fact: education 
spending is typically the largest component (military spending excluded) of a country’s budget. 
Of that chunk, teacher pay is by far the single biggest expenditure. In addition, more focus on 
private spending on education would better round out the reports, he added. 
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Mr. Burnett also alluded to an apparent contradiction between claims in the reports of rising 
education spending (as a share of GDP) in low-income countries and seemingly contrary 
assertions in UNESCO’s Global Monitoring study. 
 
Another weakness, according to Mr. Burnett, was the lack of detail on other important, non-aid 
sources of foreign assistance, such as remittances, philanthropic flows, non DAC aid and 
multilateral funds. He proposed that the language in both reports could be made more precise 
and nuanced.  
 
Summary of Comments 
 
Ms. Uvalic urged more attention to ways to promote resource efficiency in education spending, 
such as by leveraging new technologies. 

Mr. Cornia argued for framing the financing discussion in terms of “what happens in the real 
world”, while better stressing aid’s role as a temporary stopgap. Solid economic growth in many 
developing countries in recent years, he continued, should be accompanied by increased levels of 
government taxation and spending. User fees for schooling at the primary and secondary levels 
should be discouraged, while fees for higher education should both aim to cover costs and be 
means-tested, he added. 

Ms. Arizpe called for more attention for female education concerns, since women and girls 
frequently suffer most from marginalization. 

Mr. James suggested including an annex with data for easy reference, while also reminding 
participants that education can yield short-term dividends, such as with Technical and Vocational 
Education and Training Programmes. 

Ms. Manente highlighted education’s inter-linkages with other sectors, such as school feeding 
programmes. 

Mr. Vos proposed bringing greater clarity to national development plans and budget proposals. 
If a government is considering taxing spending on private education, there is need to distinguish 
between “for profit” and “not-for-profit” endeavors, he added. 
 
Session III: Impact of the food crisis and climate change on education and the role of 
education in sustainable development 
 
Moderator Ms. Barbara Reynolds (Senior Education Advisor, UNICEF) proposed three areas 
of focus to improve the Thematic Report:  
 
First, add or remove trends and challenges as needed. Second, balance “negative” trends or 
challenges with “positive” response strategies. And third, sharpen recommendations for the 
AMR’s target audience. 
 
Mr. Pierre’s presentation focused on the impact of the food crisis and climate change on 
education outcomes ― and concluded with the following recommendations: 
 
First, strengthen social protection schemes to promote children’s nutrition, health and education. 
Second, expand school feeding programmes and other in-school nutrition interventions to meet 
children’s nutrition needs and provide incentives for their attendance. Third, support the 
education of young mothers and mothers-to-be to ensure good health and education outcomes 
for the next generation.  
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Fourth, build long-term resilience for agricultural producers, particularly smallholders. Fifth, 
mainstream sustainable development in education curricula, with a particular focus on: (i) 
strategies for mitigation and adaptation; (ii) understanding local environments; and (iii) options 
for changing consumption and production patterns. Sixth, educate for disaster risk reduction and 
preparedness (through formal and informal education). Seventh, embed considerations for 
education delivery in emergency response systems 
 
Discussant Ms. Christine Alfsen-Norodom (Senior Advisor, Secretary-General’s High Level 
Panel on Global Sustainability) suggested shifting the focus of the Thematic Report — from 
how global trends exacerbate education challenges to, an emphasis on the solutions education 
offers to the challenges posed by current trends. She highlighted the widening divide between: (i) 
a general growth in environmental awareness and (ii) the problem-solving skills needed to 
actually cope with environmental challenges such as climate change. 
 
Overall, Ms. Alfsen-Norodom approved of the report’s recommendations, but also advised the 
following changes: (1) highlight the interlinkages between lifestyle choices, individual well-being 
and more sustainable societies; (2) recommend that policymakers consider how to reconnect 
people with nature, particularly in rapidly growing urban areas; (3) increase infrastructure for 
environmental education that encompasses both formal and informal learning opportunities; and 
(4) stress that environmental education should be promoted in both developed and developing 
countries. 
 
Summary of Comments 
 
Ms. Manente suggested that “mainstreaming school feeding programmes into national 
education policy” should be one of the key recommendations for mitigating the impact of the 
food crisis. 

 
Ms. Reynolds, meanwhile, elaborated on the need for encourage Ministries of Education to 
become more nimble, responsive and proactive. 
 
Ms. Alfsen-Norodom called for the inclusion of analysis and recommendations pertaining to 
demography, currently missing from both SG Reports.  
 
Ms. Anderson urged that education be presented as an untapped opportunity providing people 
with new skills and knowledge on global sustainability issues, including climate change mitigation 
and adaptation strategies. She also highlighted the role of critical thinking skills and problem-
solving abilities in education for sustainable development― an area, she noted, which has 
received less attention than has general environmental awareness education and one which fits 
well with the global focus on quality learning and relevant skills development.  
 
Ms. Anderson also favored including more specific wording on the importance of safe-school 
construction and disaster risk management within schools when discussing education for disaster 
risk reduction. (Research from Plan International in El Salvador and the Philippines could serve 
as references for how young people can be “agents for change”.) 
 
Mr. Vanus James (WIPO and Professor, University of Technology, Jamaica) and Ms. Fatima 
Sadiqi (Professor, Fes University, Morocco) advocated linking, where possible, the need for 
education for sustainable development with job prospects, in particular by adjusting existing 
curricula accordingly and discussing opportunities for transitions from school to work in the 
“green” economy.  (UNESCO programmes on green TVET could serve as a reference.) 
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Ms. Anderson suggested sharpening and better organizing what education’s role is in meeting 
the challenges presented.  Currently, she noted, the thematic report presents impacts of these 
related trends on education systems, when perhaps the focus should switch to how education 
can impact these trends. 
 
Mr. Cornia, Ms. Magrab and Ms. Manente all warned against the tendency to propose an 
overall development strategy, as the thematic report currently reads.  Instead, there is need to 
consider how to balance cross-sectoral analysis with the role and liabilities of Ministries of 
Education.  Likewise, consideration should be given to already burdened education systems in 
many countries and how these recommendations can be incorporated realistically into those 
contexts. 
 
Mr. Cornia and Ms. Uvalic urged caution when presenting trends in aggregate, because the 
effects of the food and financial crises have varied greatly, even within low and middle-income 
countries. 
 
Mr. James proposed including the possibility of cost-sharing in TVET programmes, particularly 
those linking trainees with the “green” economy. 
 
Finally, Ms. Reynolds, Mr. Cornia and Ms. Alfsen-Norodom all argued for a thorough 
reorganization of the two reports ― by better structuring the different sections or possibly even 
merging the reports. The goal of this, they added, would be to advance the main messages earlier 
on. 
 
Session IV: Education and Human Resources (including jobless growth, migration 
and role of ICT in education)  
 
Moderator Ms. Jane Stewart (Director, International Labour Organization Liaison Office), 
highlighted the “push-pull” relationship between education and employment − strengthening the 
link between the two (particularly through TVET) would be wise, she counselled.  
 
She noted that such efforts, are vital to both boosting demand for education and improving 
education policy coherence. Other areas which require attention include: (i) financing for 
education; (ii) jobless growth; and (iii) the impact of migration and technology on jobs and 
education. 
 
Mr. Pierre’s presentation focused on the link between education and human resource 
development ― and concluded with the following recommendations: 
 
First, build up social infrastructure and social protection programmes, with greater up-front 
investment in crisis prevention, more effective spending and improved public accountability and 
transparency mechanisms. Second, develop relevant skills by making full use of technical and 
vocational (TVET) programmes and incorporating sustainable development and disaster risk 
education into curricula.  
 
Third, promote migration for education by supporting the right mix of policies and 
intergovernmental cooperation between countries which share migrant flows. And fourth, 
expand access to ICTs for learning by facilitating the spread of low-cost ICTs in schools, home 
and the workplace. 
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Discussant Mr. James observed that the reports are “a good start”, but would benefit from the 
addition of a data annex. He also suggested more emphasis on specific regional and national case 
studies. 
 
Mr. James recommended more attention to be placed on the role of domestic fiscal and 
monetary policy in financing education, as well as on the limitations and weaknesses of aid. 
Governance needs to become a bigger part of the discussion too, he added.  
 
Mr. James held out big hope for ICT’s potential to spur human resource development, citing 
various examples from the Caribbean. Maximizing such potential, however, will require a proper 
regulatory framework. Raising productivity is crucial for food security, creating jobs and reducing 
poverty, he said. 
 
On the EFA goals, Mr. James emphasized the need to focus more on bridging the link between 
early childhood education, higher education and the labour market. Before implementing 
policies, extensive analysis should be conducted on their potential impact, he cautioned. (Private 
user fees to fund TVET and tertiary education in the Caribbean region was mentioned as an 
example of one positive policy response.) 
 
Before closing, Mr. James proposed several other ideas: (i) allocating a fixed percentage of GDP 
to education spending, (ii) prioritizing economic growth, (iii) exploring opportunities for cost-
sharing, and (iv) giving special attention to the needs of marginalized workers. 
 
Summary of Comments 
 
Ms. Stewart agreed with Mr. James’s focus on both “macro and micro variables”, while calling 
for more country-specific analysis.  Social protection schemes are important, she added, but 
promoting “decent work” must become a bigger priority as well. 
 
Ms. Sadiqi reminded the audience that education itself is an evolving tool. She also argued that 
various themes in the reports lend themselves well to “democratizing” education, via appropriate 
policies on migration, ICT and youth employment.  
 
Mr. James followed with an impassioned plea to support “second chance” opportunities for 
dropouts and other struggling students. 
 
Mr. Burnett urged more in-depth research and analysis into the many factors behind 
unemployment and jobless growth. He cautioned that TVET curricula need to be carefully 
targeted to specific labor market needs. Likewise, efforts to improve existing curriculum 
elsewhere should not only focus on needed additions, but also needed subtractions (i.e. removing 
what’s no longer relevant). 
 
Ms. Magrab called for more emphasis on the positive link between education and employment. 
 
Mr. Cornia commented that the topic of “jobless growth” is a complicated one and might be 
beyond the scope of the reports. 
 
Mr. Jose Antonio Alonso (CDP member) suggested avoiding the term “brain gain” when 
referring to controversial migration issues, preferably in favor of a more neutral phrase. 
 
Mr. Pierre agreed, adding that that the reports would gain from more nuanced analysis of the 
costs and benefits associated with migration. 
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Ms. Reynolds called for more emphasis on two points: (i) demand for education and (ii) 
concrete policy recommendations to education ministers. 
 
A representative from UN Women suggested a more female-oriented focus, particularly for job 
training.  
 
Mr. Burnett argued in favor merging TVET into general education systems, while calling for 
training in entrepreneurship.  
 
Mr. Pierre noted the importance of linking education sector policies and planning with other 
key sectors as part of a holistic national development strategy. 
 
Ms. Stewart called for greater use of international standards – such as those devised by the ILO 
– for work on migration and rights’ based approaches to education. 
 
Ms. Reynolds recommended that the report’s multi-sector linkages be made more explicit.  
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ANNEX I 
 

List of Participants 
 

Name Organization 
1. Fatima Sidiqi  CDP 
2. Giovanni Cornia CDP 
3. Lourdes Arizpe CDP 
4. Mulu Ketsela CDP 
5. Jose Antonio Alonso CDP 
6. Mary Alllegretti CDP 
7. Milica Uvalic CDP 
8. Nicholas Burnett World Bank 
9. Vanus James WIPO/University of Technology, Jamaica 
10. Allison Anderson Brookings Institute 
11. Karin Manente WFP 
12. Sobhi Tawil UNESCO 
13. Nikhil Seth             OESC, DESA    
14. Neil Pierre  OESC, DESA    
15. Navid Hanif OUSG, DESA 
16. Susan Durston  UNICEF 
17. Liz Sweet INEE 
18. Jane Stewart ILO 
18. Robert Vos DPAD, DESA 
19. Barbara Reynolds UNICEF 
20. Philys Magrab UNESCO/Georgetown University 
21. Alethea Lodge Clarke UNESCO/Microsft 
22. Elizabeth Fordham           UNESCO 
23. Christine Alfsen-Norodom  Secretary-General's High Level Panel on 

Global Sustainability 
24. Alberto Padova         OESC, DESA    
25. Eric Olson       OESC, DESA    
26. Doris Schmitz-Meiners OESC, DESA    
27. Luis Chalico     OESC, DESA    
28. Gregory Barrett      OESC, DESA    
29. Maria Cynthia Sicangco OESC, DESA    
30. Annel Montero -Mitchell OESC, DESA    
31. Heiner Janus  OESC, DESA    
32. Jessica Fowler OESC, DESA    
33. Lee Sanghyun    OESC, DESA    
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ANNEX II 
 
 

Programme 
 
9:00-9:15 am Opening Session 
  
 Welcoming remarks: 
 Mr. Nikhil Seth, Director, Office for ECOSOC Support and Coordination 
  
9:15-10:45 am Session I – Improving education outcomes and learning attainment 

through enhanced access to and better quality of education, including in 
countries affected by conflict [AMR report: Section III+IV;  Thematic report: 
Section III D (D)] 
 
Experts:  
Sobi Tawil, Senior Programme Specialist, Education Research and Foresight, 
UNESCO (presenter)   
Allison Anderson, Centre for Universal Education, Senior Fellow, Global 
Economy and Development, Brookings Institution (lead discussant)   
Susan Durston, Associate Director – Programmes and Global Chief of 
Education, UNICEF (lead discussant)  
Nikhil Seth, Director of the Office of ECOSOC Support and Coordination 
(moderator) 

 Discussion 
 

10:45-11:00 am  Coffee Break  
 

11:00-12:30 pm Mobilizing domestic and international resources for education financing 
[AMR report: Section V + Thematic report: Section III A (C)] 
 
Experts:  
Sobi Tawil, Senior Programme Specialist, Education Research and Foresight, 
UNESCO (presenter) 
Nicholas Burnett, Principal and Managing Director for Education, Results for 
Development, Washington, DC (lead discussant)   
Rob Vos, Director, Development Policy and Analysis Division, UNDESA (lead 
discussant) 
Navid Hanif, Head, DESA Strategic Planning Unit (moderator)   
Discussion 
 

12:30-2:00 pm Lunch Break 
 
1:45 -3:15 pm Session III – Impact of the food crisis and climate change on education 

and the role of education in sustainable development [Thematic report III C: 
(A-C) + III E (A-C)] 

 
Experts:  
Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, Office for ECOSOC Support 
and Coordination, DESA (presenter) 
Christine Alfsen-Norodom, Senior Advisor, Secretary General's High Level Panel 
on Global Sustainability (lead discussant)    
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 Barbara Reynolds, Senior Education Advisor, UNICEF (moderator)  
Discussion 
 

3:15:-3:30 pm Coffee Break  
 
3:30-5:00 pm  Session IV – Education and Human Resources (including jobless growth, 

migration and role of ICT in education) [AMR report: III B (A-E); Thematic 
report: + III D (A-E) + III F (A-C)] 
 
Experts:  
Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, Office for ECOSOC Support 
and Coordination, DESA (presenter) 
Vanus James, Lead Consultant, WIPO (lead discussant) 
Jane Stewart, Director of the ILO Liaison Office New York (moderator)  
 

5:00-5:15 pm Closing Session 
  
 Closing remarks: 
 Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, Office for ECOSOC Support and 

Coordination 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


