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SUMMARY REPORT 

 

 

Introduction 

 

The Expert Group Meeting on “Strengthening the NVP Process through the Development of an 

Analytical Framework and Regional Knowledge-Sharing” brought together government officials and 

national experts from the NVP community, as well as representatives from UN agencies and other 

international organizations, to examine the current national voluntary presentation (NVP) process. The 

meeting aimed to assess progress in the ECOSOC national voluntary presentations (NVP), review 

proposals for a standardized analytical framework, and discuss modalities and arrangements for 

establishing regional knowledge networks.  

 

The EGM was organized by the Office for ECOSOC Support and Coordination (OESC) of the United 

Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) on 30 November and 1 December 

2011 at the United Nations Headquarters in New York.  

 

The meeting was chaired by Mr. Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC. 

 

 

Opening Session 

 

Mr. Jomo Kwame Sundaram, Assistant Secretary General for Economic Development of UNDESA, 

delivered opening remarks and spoke about the need to evaluate the existing methods and practices for 

the NVP, including its analytical framework, the quality and reliability of data and indicators used for 

reporting, and ECOSOC’s review process. He noted the absence of a standard analytical framework 

for the national voluntary presentation and that the data and indicators used to report on progress vary 

from country to country, preventing a comparable assessment among the NVP countries. He also 

added that the review process for the NVP should ensure appropriate feedback and follow-up 

mechanisms for the volunteering countries. 

 

Mr. Sundaram underscored the importance of continuing to provide enhanced support to countries in 

aligning their national development strategies with the internationally-agreed development goals 

(IADGs). He said that much needed to be done to ensure wider sharing of existing knowledge and 

expertise regarding policies and strategies to promote the achievement of the United Nations 

development agenda and the MDGs. Towards that end, UNDESA’s project on “Strengthening 
regional knowledge networks to promote the effective implementation of the United Nations 

development agenda and to assess progress”, funded by the Development Account, would facilitate 

regional-sharing of experiences and good practices in the formulation and implementation of national 

development strategies. 

 

Following Mr. Sundaram’s opening and welcome remarks, Mr. Neil Pierre, EGM Chair, provided an 

overview of the two-day EGM and elaborated on the expected outcomes of the meeting. 

 

 

I. Presentation of the study on harmonized review mechanism and IADG analytical 

framework for the NVP 

 

Mr. Vanus James, UNDESA consultant, presented the main findings of the study on harmonized 

review mechanism and analytical framework for the national voluntary presentation. Based on his 
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Ms. Arzola said that there had been improvements in inter-sectoral coordination and data analysis for 

better follow-up and monitoring, as a result of Chile’s participation in the NVP. 

 

Dr. Al-Sulaiti shared Qatar’s experience with the NVP process, which also drew on consultations 

with various national stakeholders.  The first draft of the report was informed by initial consultations 

with stakeholders. This was then circulated to partners for feedback and redrafted according to 

comments and suggestions received. National media were also treated as important stakeholders in the 

process, and the findings were successfully disseminated once the final report had been completed. 

 

Dr. Al-Sulaiti described several challenges and lessons learned throughout the NVP process. First, 

data collection for the report was difficult due to variations in the type and validity of data available 

from different sectors. Second, the analysis could have benefited from a more specific set of questions 

or indicators proposed within UNDESA’s guidelines. Third, the national consultations offered an 

opportunity to improve the quality of the final report and presentation. 

 

She asked whether it would be possible to improve the NVP process in regard to feedback and follow-

up. Regarding the feedback process, she suggested the possibility of expanding opportunities for 

mutual dialogue and review for NVP participants. In regard to follow-up, she referred to the example 

of the annual MDG reports as one possible model, and also suggested the possibility of broadening the 

NVP process to include all ECOSOC members.    

 

Dr. Chiwaru spoke about Namibia’s NVP experience in regard to education, gender and poverty.  

Namibia still faced a variety of development challenges, and the NVP offered the opportunity to 

express its commitment to the internationally agreed development goals, including the MDGs, and to 

inform the international development community of its seriousness in pursuing inclusive human 

development.   

 

Namibia’s well-established system of participatory development mechanisms at the village, regional 

and national levels helped to facilitate broad stakeholder engagement with the NVP process.  One 

specific priority was ensuring the involvement of the various Ministries with portfolios relevant to the 

NVP topic.  In terms of follow-up, Namibia has both a parliamentary oversight mechanism which will 

monitor implementation of the policies relevant to the NVP, and will continue to involve citizens in 

monitoring through its participatory mechanisms. 

 

A specific challenge Namibia faced with the NVP was the availability and quality of data. He said that 

good data collection and analysis required an understanding of the purpose for which that data will be 

used.  In terms of the logistics of the NVP process, Dr. Chiwaru suggested that the presentations at the 

high-level segment should be less rushed, which would facilitate a better, more interactive question-

and-answer session.  He also suggested that UNDESA define guidelines more clearly, emphasising the 

potential benefit of including a common approach or instrument within the NVP process in order to tie 

the NVPs together (while recognizing distinctive country contexts).  He also questioned whether it 

would be possible to authenticate data as a form of quality control.   

 

Highlights of the discussion 

 

 The NVP experiences discussed had a highly consultative nature and experienced similar data 

challenges. The NVP process could potentially benefit from increased opportunities for dialogue 

and lesson-sharing among participants. 

 

 One participant questioned whether the consultative, multi-stakeholder processes made it difficult 

to maintain high quality reports and presentations.  Another also asked whether the feedback from 

the consultative process posed challenges to ensuring high levels of technical and analytical 

quality in the reports. One panellist responded that the analysis was actually improved by the 
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consultative process, since it reflected a more thorough, inclusive view of the progress being 

made on the country’s national development strategy. Another panellist responded by indicating 

the importance of taking a balanced approach to reflecting the views of stakeholders in the 

national report. 

 

 The presenters were asked if there were concrete examples of the policy impact of the NVP 

process. One presenter responded by saying that reports from previous NVPs had been reviewed 

to identify development strategies that worked elsewhere which could be implemented in 

Namibia. Another presenter gave the example of the Ministry of Health’s (Chile) consultations 

with NGOs working on HIV/AIDS issues, which informed improvements to HIV/AIDS treatment 

within the public health system. 
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 A recommendation was put forward that timeframes for assessment and reporting should coincide 

with national election cycles. However, since assessments could portray weaknesses, this notion 

could be a “double-edged sword”. It was felt that the reports were unknown to most stakeholders 

and that the press should be used to bolster the recognition and availability of the reports in order 

to stimulate the necessary political will and accountability. Discussions were essential and should 

focus on the progress identified in reports and not on the reports themselves.  

 

 The involvement of UN country teams and other agencies should be increased to assist in data 

acquisition and for reporting-back purposes.  

 

Highlights of Working Group 2 

 
 Participants mentioned that the Regional Knowledge Networks (RKN) could be used as a forum 

for discussion on the preparations for the NVPs, including the national reports.  

 

 Participants recognized that the role of the RKN in the AMR process would be important in the 

follow up to the NVP. 

 

 Participants also mentioned that it would be important to include in the network other UN 









 

10 

challenges of each region. On the status of implementation, she informed participants that the project 

had been finalized, with joint UNDESA - UN regional commissions implementation plans developed. 

She further stated that implementation would commence immediately for completion in the 2012-
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Mr. Susar shared the experience of DPADM in setting up and maintaining the United Nations Public 

Administration Network (UNPAN). The objectives of UNPAN were establishing an internet-based 

network that linked regional and national institutions devoted to public administration and building the 

capacities of regional and national institutions. Mr. Susar highlighted some of the lessons that 

DPADM learned with UNPAN, including the importance of knowing the audience to be able to 

provide the relevant content; giving ownership to partners to foster participation; monitoring and 

reporting; and giving the right incentives to network members to encourage participation. 

 

Highlights of the discussion 

 

 Knowledge-sharing was important particularly to developing countries. The RKN initiative 

should take into account the different political and socio-economic conditions among countries. It 

should be expanded to include the participation of the Economic Commission for Europe.  

 

 The RKN should be able to address the issue of comparability of data among countries. 

 

 Incentives should be in place to encourage membership in the regional knowledge networks. 

 

 In every knowledge network, what matters is content, and to be specific in focus, rather than to be 

very broad. 

 

 Regional knowledge networks should provide a platform for cross-fertilization and for supporting 

evidence-based policymaking. 

 

 A regional knowledge network should be open, but it must begin with a core group of members 

and expand thereafter. 

 

 In expanding a knowledge network, it is necessary to make quick actions, build gradually the 

membership, and take advantage of the network effect. 

 

 Technology provided useful and necessary tools to assist networking. However, the mere setting 

up of a collaborative platform did not guarantee participation. Some of the networks could be 

time-bound while others could be sustained for years. 

 

 

VIII. Creating Effective Regional Knowledge Networks 

 

Participants were divided into two working groups: Working Group 1 on “Ways to create effective 

regional knowledge networks”; and Working Group 2 on “Ways to facilitate policy discussion, 

monitoring, reporting, and identification of substantive inputs for the RKN”. 

 

Highlights of Working Group 1  

 

 The RKN should be transparent, all discussions open to members, and to some degree to the 

public. 

 

 The RKN should be neutral and non-partisan. It should be about assisting governments with 

evidence-based policymaking. Members a
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Key Recommendations 

 

 

 The expert group meeting attracted a broad range of perspectives from independent experts, 

government officials and UN staff on the strengths and gaps in the NVP process. While 

acknowledging diverse points of view, the meeting facilitated discussion on key recommendations of 

the consultant stemming from the independent review of the NVP process, particularly with respect to 

the need to achieve a measure of comparability through data collection, monitoring of progress using 

concrete indicators and allowing for a feedback mechanism. The meeting also facilitated alignment of 

the NVP process and the RKN initiative. The following recommendations were drawn: 

 

1. The NVP analytical framework should include and emphasize the distinction between 

indicators that are common to all countries and indicators that are unique to each volunteering 

country. This will enable a more meaningful comparison of countries on common indicators 

that also take into account factors that are specific to each country.   

 

2. UN Country Teams (i.e. UNDP and other UN agency country offices) must be engaged in a 

country’s NVP process. Their participation in preparatory meetings must be strengthened; 

they should partner with the Government in meeting the data needs of the IADG/MDG 

assessment and reporting.  

 

3. 
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6. Policies and experiences that offer learning tools 

Policy Learning tools 

 

Policy 1 

 

 

 

Policy 2 
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Form 3: Follow-up NVP Data Request 

 

NVP Country:         Year:    

 

This form seeks to gather information on actions and achievements since your countryôs National 

Voluntary Presentation <date>. Please provide a response to each question. Where you consider 

necessary, you may add comments. The form should be completed and returned to the UN Resident 

Coordinator (UNRC) or UNDESA by <date>. 

 

1. Improving data adequacy 

Indicator 

Code 

Indicator 

Description 

Have there been any 

changes or updates to 

the methodology used to 

compile the indicator? 

Have the data used for 

compiling the indicator 

been changed or 

updated? 

Have the metadata been 

updated? 

 Core Indicators 

HDI1 National income 

Yes / No 

Comment: 

 

Yes / No 

Comment: 

 

Yes / No 

Comment: 

 

HDI2 
Mean years of 

schooling 

Yes/No 

Comment 

 

Yes/No 

Comment 

 

Yes/No 

Comment 

 

HDI3 
Life expectancy 

at birth 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

 Complementary Indicators 

OCI1 

 Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

OCI2 

 Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

OCI3 

 Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

 Other country-specific indicators 

OCSI1 

 Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

OCSI2 

 Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

OCSI3 

 Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

Yes/No 

Comment: 

 

 

 Comment 

What progress has the country made with respect to data 

availability and accessibility on a predictable release 

calendar? 
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If yes, indicate mode of assistance and percentage allocated: 

Mode of Assistance Percentage Allocation 

Budgetary Support  

NGO Support  

Development of Performance Assistance Framework  

Upgrade of Planning Systems  

Technical Assistance  

Other assistance, specify: 

 

 

 

Assess the alignment of support received/provided with country priorities:     
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5:10 pm - 5:15 pm 

 

 

Summary of the day and next steps 
 Mr. Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

 

 

 

 

1 December 2011 (Thursday) 

Establishing Regional Knowledge Networks (RKN) to Support the NVP Process 

 

 

9:30 am - 10:15 am 

 

 

Session 6: Introduction and Overview 

 The topics of discussion in this session will include description and goals of the 

RKN project; links between RKN, NVPs, and AMR; strengthening NVP review 

and analysis through the RKN. 

 Mr. Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 Ms. Monica Nogara, Economic Affairs Officer, UNDESA/OESC 

 

 

10:15 am - 10:45 am 

 

 

Interactive Discussion 

 

 

10:45 am - 11:00 am 

 

 

Break 

 

11:00 am - 12:00 pm 
 

Session 7: Experience Sharing from Regions 

 Each Regional Commission will hold a 15 minute presentation on ways in which 

regional commissions have used knowledge/expert networks and communities of 

practice in order to foster development; ways in which regional commissions 

have shared knowledge in the past. 

 Mr. Bartholomew Armah, ECA 

 Mr. Simone Cecchini, ECLAC 

 Mr. Ilpo Survo, ESCAP 

 Mr. Deniz Susar, DESA/DPADM 

 

Ms. Leslie Wade 
UNDESA/OESC/EICB 

Moderator 

 

 

12:00 pm - 12:30 pm 
 

Interactive Discussion 

 

 

12:30 pm - 2:00 pm 
 

Lunch Break 
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2:00 pm - 3:00 pm 
 

Session 8: Working Group Session on Creating Effective RKN 
 Participants will then be divided into the following working groups to discuss 

Regional Knowledge Networks. 

 Working Group 1 – Ways to create effective Regional Knowledge Networks 

 Working Group 2 – Ways to facilitate policy discussion, monitoring, and 

reporting; Identification of substantive inputs for the RKN 

 

Mr. Eric Olson 
UNDESA/OESC/PCB 

Moderator 

 

 

3:00 pm - 3:30 pm 
 

Report Back and Discussion 

 A representative from each working group will report on the outcome of 

discussions. 

 

 

3:30 pm - 3:45 pm 
 

Wrap up: Summary of the day’s discussion  
 This session will summarize the main issues and agreements discussed during the 

day. Next steps will be highlighted. 

 Mr. Neil Pierre, Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

 

3:45 pm - 4:00 pm 

 

 

Break 

 

4:00 pm - 5:30 pm 
 

Session 9: Operational Issues (Session for representatives of RCs only) 

 A representative from the Capacity Development Office (CDO) of UNDESA will 

present on issues related to the RKN including: 

 Disbursement of funds 

 Reporting of expenditures 

 Reporting of progress 

 Monitoring 

 Mr. Curtis Hosang, Capacity Development Office, UNDESA/CDO 
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3. UNDESA / Statistics Division 

Ms. Francesca Perucci 

Chief, Statistical Planning and Development Section 

 

4. UNDESA / Division for Public Administration and Development Management 

Mr. Wai Min Kwok, DESA/DPADM 

Mr. Mr. Deniz Susar, DESA/DPADM 

 

5. UN-Women 

Ms. Patience Stephens 

Director, Intergovernmental Support Division (IGSD) 

 

6. UNDESA / Capacity Development Office 

Mr. Curtis Hosang 
Finance Officer 

 

7. UNDP 

Ms. Amie Gaye 

Policy Specialist, Statistics Unit, Human Development Report Office 

 

8. UNICEF 

Ms. Barbara Reynolds 

Senior Advisor 

 

D. UNDESA / Office for ECOSOC Support and Coordination 

 

1. Mr. Neil Pierre 

Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

2. Ms. Leslie Wade 

Chief, ECOSOC and Interorganizational Cooperation Branch, UNDEA/OESC 

 

3. Mr. Alberto Padova 

Deputy Chief, Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

4. Mr. Eric Olson 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDEA/OESC 

 

5. Ms. Monica Noga 

Development Cooperation Policy Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

6. Mr. Luis Chalico 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

7. Mr. Greg Barrett 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

8. Mr. Arlene Cezar 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 
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9. Ms. Cynthia Sicangco 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

10. Mr. Robert de Jesus 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

11. Ms. Josiane Koagne 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

12. Mr. Elias Brumm 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

13. Mr. David Mariano 

Policy Coordination Branch, UNDESA/OESC 

 

 

 


