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The MDGs are unfinished: Goals 1-7
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Goal 8 has been less than stellar: The region gets little aid

Share of developing regions in aid and total world population in poverty
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Unfinished agenda and emerging issues: The region’s
challenges ...
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Persistent poverty & rising inequality

Millions of people in poverty

2500

2000

1500 -

1000 -

500 -

1990 2011

@ $1.25 a day poverty

@ $2.0 a day poverty

Republic of Korea
(e0rgia
Armenia

Kazakhstan

Russian Federation

Indlia
Bangladesh
Pakistan
Nepal

Timor-Leste

00 02 04 06 08 10

BSD W SD-nequalty



Malnutrition and food insecurity

Global food security index
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Jobless growth & working poor

GOF ared Employment growth [56)

Vulnerable employment:
«60% of Asia-Pacific workforce, 1.1
billion

Amaieymant «73% of worlds working poor, 422
million workers living below $1.25 a
day

«80% of workers, 486 millions, in South
Asia

*50% of workers in East Asia
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Asia and the Pacific Is aging rapidly

Youth share iIs also high
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Increased disaster risks & rapid
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Serious data deficits

e Data gaps render MDG performance
assessment weak in the Pacific and
some LDCs

* Timeliness, quality, disaggregation are
longstanding Issues

 Demand for new indicators and greater
disaggregation will further strain
country statistical systems
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THE MDG EXPERIENCE:

The impact of the MDG
and lessons learned

Caitlin Wiesen

Manager

Asia-Pacific Regional Center
United Nations Development
Programme



MDG strengths

§ Overarching political framework for
International development

— Poverty In its different dimensions at the center of
the global development agenda

§ Rallied political and financial support globally

— No other international instrument received this level
of Iinternational attention

§ Simplicity was a big strength

— Measurable and easy to communicate



MDG Limitations

e To achieve the broadest consensus, the MDGs had
to compromise

— They omitted some key development issues and
underlying challenges, e.g., inequality, gender,
environment were only partially addressed

— Did not prescribe how the goals would be achieved
e The selection of targets and indicators was limited
— Dbased on availability of data

e Outcome orientation of targets was good, but they
were specified in many different ways:

— proportional, completion, directional and even simply

TK1

statements of inte



Slide 17

TK1 consider revising.
Might be worthwhile to instead have the following limitation:

They were reported at the national aggregate level, which masked significant disparities at the local, and sub-national level.
Taimur Khilji, 19/09/2013



Too soon to judge — a 12 years journey

2012: Definition of
Post2015 agenda

2006-onwards: MDG
. based strategies, MAF

2000-2005: mainstreaming within the
UN system, multilateral system

® 2001: MDG framework —
annex to the SG report

& 2000: Millennium Declaration



Overall the MDGs were effective in Asia Pacific...

§ Raised aspirations and helped set local priorities

§ Shaped national plans, budgets and could serve as a
framework to reform domestic policies

§ Ring-fenced social expenditure to an extent
§ Motivated investments in institutional capacity

§ Increased awareness for coordination across
ministries/levels of government and development
partners

§ Measured outcomes and tracked progress in a
comparable way - almost all AP countries produced N-
MDGRSs



Effectiveness of the MDGs

§ Opened a space for CSOs to engage in structured
dialogue

— served as a springboard to advocate specific
agendas

§ Encouraged statistical systems to monitor and
report

§ Adoption versus Adaptation

— The original intention of the MDGs was for goals to
be collectively achieved for the world as a whole

— UNMP - every country should adopt goals & targets

— But countries in AP have adapted the MDGs to
their specific contexts



Adaptation of the MDGs Iin Asia and the Pacific
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MDG Acceleration Framework in the region
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Lessons from the MDG experience for post-2015

§ The MDGs were articulated as stand-alone: neglected synergies
across goals

§ Compromises limited ambition: E.g., Goal 3 did not address gender
empowerment and was limited to a few symptoms

§ Goal 7 (Environment) did not adequately address new
environmental challenges

§ MDG 8 (Global partnership) was weakly formulated, hard to track
and only partially monitored

§ Demand on official statistical systems were not matched by
resources resulting in incomplete monitoring

§ One size did not fit all — so countries went ahead and customized
without losing comparability which will be very relevant post-2015
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GOING FORWARD:
Aspirations from Asia
and the Pacific

Kazu Sakai

Director General

Strategy and Policy Department
Asian Development Bank



Harnessing views from the region

“Country group . 74
consultations ;

Expert and My World
surveys

Panel of experts

Asia-Pacific Aspirations
T ctives for a Post-2015

pecti
Development Agenda
sia-Paciic Reglonal MDG Repor

Asia-Pacific
perspectives for

Post-2015
| Private sector
Previous MDG reports
Inception
meeting at UN Launch ahead of
HQ to present the UN General
findings Assembly

From May 2012 Jan 2013 Sep 2013




Top 5 priorities...
EXPERTS PEOPLE

Sub-regional
Consultations My World Survey
Expert Survey

~ =
Asia ][ Pacific ]
’ Qual.lty education - Protecting forests,
- Eradicate poverty o Better health care rivers and oceans
» Accountable and « Good education « Access to clean
responsive - water and
» Better jobs o ©
government etter | sanitation
« Universal health ) lr_le(;?)%ﬂsﬁ/ned « Affordable and
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safe wx . Affordable and Good education
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nutritious food e Action on climate
change /




Areas of convergence ...

The Post 2015 Development Agenda should:

- Drive transformative change

- Integrate economic prosperity, social
equity and environmental responsibility

e Retain the MDGs as ‘unfinished agenda’ (minimum
standards)

e Agenda should be for people rather than organizations

e Move away from ‘one size fits all’

e Account for development stage



Differences by income group are

Important...
Low income group — middle-to-higher income group
Improved
living Better Increased Lifestyle change
conditions access efficiency
for all
Access to safe Efficiency in use Reduction of freshwater
Example drinking water | of water for use in daily life
WATER agriculture (includes reusing grey
water)
Access to Energy Higher share of
Example electricity efficiency renewable energy use;
ELECTRICITY improvement in | lower energy use per
production & head
transport

...under a shared agenda




A challenge...

How can the simplicity and clarity of the MDGs be retained
while addressing growing expectations and complexities?

\

iuenufy

guiding
principles Prioriuze
goal
areas Fresent
framework
scenarios



Guiding principles for a successor
framework

S Financing
ﬁ U identified /
Under- ] /
P'”rl‘ed. by Embedded
inclusive ; : ;
in equi /
3 Pillars: growth quity
Economic,

Social, Partnerships
" Environment _
. for people : _ /
Robust
statistical
systems

Complete the unfinished MDG agenda
and address emerging issues




Goal areas for the next framework

Zero Decent jobs Quality Disaster risk
income fora“ Of educatlon for reduction
Zero .
hunger Health Liveable Accountat_)le <
| . for all cities responsive
malnutri- governments
tion
Improved Environ- Strong
Gender living mental development
equality conditions responsibili partnerships
— pro-poor ty & NRM



Framework scenarios

e The Base Model (MDG+)

e Integrated Sustainable Development Model
(MDG++)

e The Transformational Model

Represent progressive ambition levels
within a timeframe

The guestion of compliance remains:
combine national reporting with peer review mechanisms




Seizing the future

The MDGs demonstrated the value
of global support for common
goals

The region’s past MDG
experience can support more
vigorous effort for the future

National action is primary;
recognize external factors that
Influence national progress

Regional cooperation for public
good

Engagement with global
Institutions essential in an
Increasingly interlinked world

Focus on results—value for money




These findings
are a
contribution
from Asia-
Pacific to the
global dialogue.

The Member
States will

finall . —
(Jgﬁe?/mine the Asia and the Pacific

scope of a matters to the world.

forward-looking
agenda.
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Thank you




