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	BACKGROUND


Countries worldwide are making good and encouraging progress towards reducing the number of out-of-school children. Data on school enrolment shows that 77 million children were not in school in 2004 (57% of them girls) compared to 98 million in 1999 (59% girls). Specifically Sub-Saharan Africa has witnessed an unprecedented 25% increase in enrolment between 1998/99 and 2002/03. 

Nevertheless, this is not happening fast enough and access to education remains a problem that is demanding now a sustained urgency in action. If all children need to complete primary education by 2015, they must be enrolled by 2009. Projections with regards to the average annual rate of increase (AARI) in enrolment suggest though that most (low-income) countries will require almost three times the present growth rate to achieve the 2015 goals. In addition, those children who are more likely to be out of school, the poor, excluded and vulnerable children – girls, children living in rural areas, child laborers, children with special needs, over-age children, and now increasingly children affected by HIV/AIDS – are more difficult and costly to reach than those already in school and will need additional targeted and more effective measures. 

Indeed, in the latest years, there has been a worldwide momentum in which more developing countries are moving to sustain and reinforce the renewed progress toward Universal Primary Education through bolder, accelerated and scaled strategies. School fee abolition is becoming increasingly acknowledged as one of these strategies and as a key measure to achieve children’s right to education. Experience in several countries shows that the private costs of schooling are a major barrier that prevent many children from accessing and completing a quality basic education. They are especially burdensome in countries where poverty imposes tough choices on families and households about how many and which children to send to school, and for how long. School fees represent a regressive taxation on poor families, and the enrolment of poor, excluded and vulnerable children is very sensitive to fees, even when these are small.
Countries that have taken the bold step to eliminate school fees and other indirect education costs saw a dramatic and impressive surge in total enrolment in the year following abolition: 11% in Lesotho (2001), 12% in Mozambique (2005), 14% in Ghana (2006), 18% in Kenya (2004), 23% in Ethiopia (1996), 23% in Tanzania (2002), 26% in Cameroon (2000), 51% in Malawi (1995) and 68% in Uganda (1998). The elimination of fees has proved especially powerful in boosting girls’ enrolment; it has been key in getting children affected by HIV/AIDS into school; and it has given a chance to many children to escape poverty. 
On the other hand, while the quantum leap in certain countries which have implemented abolition is unmistakable, analysis and experience show that some of the gains are being eroded and that there are many challenges in the process of planning and implementation. Furthermore, although there is an acceleration in the number of countries declaring and implementing school fee abolition, ‘fee creep’ remains a worldwide phenomenon (including in FTI countries which have robust education sector plans), even when countries have officially and legally abolished fees. Of 94 countries surveyed in the 2005/2006 World Bank Survey, only 16 charge no fees at all.
Within this context, UNICEF and the World Bank launched the School Fee Abolition Initiative (SFAI) in 2005. SFAI aims at making a breakthrough in access to quality basic education through support to policies of removing the education cost barriers to parents. The Initiative has now enlarged into a broad partnership through the involvement of other key development partners and constituencies as well as research and academic institutions. The goal of SFAI is three fold: First, it is to build a knowledge base and network on school fee abolition to facilitate the exchange of lessons learned and to support sound strategies and interventions. Second, the goal is to use this knowledge and experience as the basis for facilitating and providing guidance and support to countries in planning and implementing a policy on school fee abolition. Third, the goal is to facilitate, promote and advance the global policy dialogue on the financial barriers to education access and build partnerships that ensure an environment for success (see SFAI Report and Business Plan). 
A Workshop entitled ‘Building on What We Know and Defining Sustained Support’ was held in Nairobi from 5 to 7 April 2006, with the objective to harness experiential knowledge on planning and implementing school fee abolition policies and to consolidate partnerships for short- and medium-term support to countries. The Workshop brought together 6 pioneering countries that have abolished fees (Kenya, Malawi, Ethiopia, Mozambique, Tanzania and Ghana) together with 3 countries planning to embark on such processes (DRC, Burundi and Haiti), as well as bilateral and multilateral agencies, major international NGOs, academic institutions and other constituencies. It helped deepen the participants’ understanding on processes of school fee abolition and encouraged countries to advance their plans and/or reform them. Partners pledged to work together to help them manage the school fee abolition processes more effectively and take concrete steps forward to advance the SFAI agenda (see SFAI Nairobi Highlights).
	THREE KEY MESSAGES – TWO OUTSTANDING CHALLENGES


Several messages and challenges emerged in the course of SFAI’s involvement in countries and with partners (see SFAI Messages and Challenges). While SFAI is being successful in flagging school fee abolition high on education agendas and in providing evidence-based support to countries engaged in the process, it is becoming also very clear that school fee abolition is not a “magic wand”, that the process is very complex, and that there are no “quick fix” solutions. Three key messages and two outstanding challenges are now in front position. 
First, school fee abolition is not just about “tuition fees” (which do not necessarily constitute the main bulk of fees). School fee abolition must take into consideration the wide range of the costs of schooling to families and households. This means any direct and indirect costs/charges (tuition fees, costs of text books, supplies and uniforms, PTA contributions, costs related to sports and other school activities, costs related to transportation, contributions to teachers’ salaries, etc.) as well as opportunity costs and other burdens on poor families. Countries should undertake rigorous context-specific cost-benefit and social analysis on the policy options for abolition that are feasible and that yield the best results. The minimum objective is to ensure that “no child is prevented from schooling because of inability to pay or because of financial reasons”. School fee abolition represents a key poverty reduction strategy.
Second, school fee abolition must not be seen as an isolated policy measure. The process should be embedded – as a scaling-up and acceleration methodology – in national education and EFA plans, in SWAps, in existing monitoring and evaluation mechanisms, and in financing instruments and macroeconomic frameworks. School fee abolition, when implemented within a sound education and development policy framework, can be a catalyst for identifying inefficiencies and for engaging in reforms; in some countries, especially those emerging from crisis situations, it is deeply embedded in rebuilding systems from scratch. 

Third, most countries engaged in school fee abolition are encountering major planning and implementation challenges. Two challenges stand out: the first is to plan school fee abolition in a way that ensures access to education of adequate quality and even to welcome the surge in enrolment as an opportunity to plan for better quality education; the second is, in light of constrained education and national budgets, to ensure that school fee abolition is adequately financed in the short and medium term and that it is financially sustainable in the long term.
1. PLANNING FOR ADEQUATE AND BETTER QUALITY
Most country experiences in school fee abolition raise questions about the impact on education quality. When classes become overcrowded and when the meager resources provided by fees to schools (usually for learning materials) are no longer available, the result can reverse hard-earned gains and de-motivate teachers, parents and students. Indeed, the primary school enrolment increase in the past years masks a much greater challenge. The latest data from school records suggest the number of primary-school-aged children not enrolled is down to 77 million, but data from household surveys show that many of those enrolled in school may no longer be attending school. Hence the number of primary-school-aged children not attending school may be as high as 115 million. Enrolling children in school (access) is one thing, but keeping them there (attendance) is the more important challenge. Furthermore, in most SSA countries, education quality is very low to start with and any deterioration in the conditions of learning resulting from a surge in enrolment is likely to have a dramatic negative effect on completion and achievement. In the present SSA context, on average, more than 90% of children enter primary school; two thirds of them reach the end of the cycle and of these fewer than half master the expected basic skills.  
The 2006 report by the World Bank Independent Evaluation Group found that Bank lending for primary education tended to focus on enrolment rather than quality. Yet the experience of several countries in recent years suggests that access and quality can be addressed simultaneously. While tradeoffs are inevitable, innovative school fee abolition strategies are being developed that address the access problem while ensuring that quality is not compromised. These strategies go well beyond school fee abolition and cannot be separated from overall planning considerations in developing the whole education sector. Most importantly, the challenge is to ensure that the specific short-term measures taken during school fee abolition processes leverage long-term and sustainable reforms in quality system-wide. Two strategic quality areas are emerging in this regard: (i) the supply of the needed teachers, classrooms and school material and (ii) the empowerment of schools through capitation grants.
1.1. “Schools ready for children”: meeting the demand for teachers, classrooms and school material
When fees are removed, the greatest challenge is to provide the needed supply of capable teachers to cope with the surge and to give them adequate support and in-service training. The need for new teachers should be estimated only after evaluating how existing teachers can be used more effectively (in some countries this can represent an opportunity for rationalizing and regularizing the teaching force). In SSA, plans need to take into account the impact of HIV/AIDs on teacher depletion. Potential responses include the recruitment of unemployed upper secondary graduates, contract teachers, retired teachers and volunteers and other categories of teachers. Most of these responses will require intensive in-service support. A number of countries have accommodated the enrolment surge by increasing the pupil/teacher ratio or class size, but for most countries such a strategy will have negative implications for student learning. A more promising approach may be to reduce variations in class size across schools and regions. 
Managing deployment becomes a major challenge as the teaching force increases. The provision of teachers in remote rural areas is a particular challenge that can be addressed in part through the implementation of policies that link all new teacher positions directly to schools. This can fill gaps in remote regions and ensure that local communities have greater say in teacher recruitment and deployment policies. Community involvement in teacher issues is also key in supporting teachers and in reducing absenteeism. Other teacher-related strategies for dealing with the surge include better management of school hours and of the school year, introduction of multiple shifts, in-service training on multi-grade teaching and innovative teaching and learning practices. Most of these strategies involve tradeoffs of one sort or another that will need careful monitoring. 
Classroom construction and rehabilitation is a major quality challenge because time consuming and costly. Very few countries which have abolished fees have medium to long term capital development plans and the current school inventory continues to decline due to countries’ inability to sustain maintenance. Temporary strategies include the intensification of the use of existing classrooms and the use of unoccupied locations and facilities. In the medium and long term, community-driven and locally-adapted development (construction and maintenance) approaches are now increasingly proving to be cost-effective and enhancing child-friendly and qualitative school environments. Such approaches however require a review and simplification of tender procedures and a strengthening of supervision and support systems. They also need to be discussed with local authorities to determine cultural appropriateness.

The most common immediate measure to address the quality concerns of school fee abolition is to ensure increased, timely and adequate supply of textbooks and other training materials. This can represent an opportunity for improving textbook policies and strengthening the procurement and distribution system. A rapid response to textbook shortages can also provide visible evidence to parents and communities that every effort is being made to ensure quality, buying time for other elements of the reform to be put in place and accepted. In some cases success depends on improving public/private partnerships and shifting textbook production to the private sector, with Government providing quality assurance in terms of setting norms and standards for textbooks and pre-approving a list of book titles and publishers. With regards to procurement and supply of other material, the devolution of responsibilities to the local level and to schools can address the problems of delays and inefficiencies in central and international procurement and can provide an opportunity to develop sound accountability frameworks on the way.
1.2. Empowering schools through capitation grants
School fee abolition processes have triggered reforms towards more effective decentralized education management and finance systems. The “trajectory” of fees from the local to the central level and the utilization of fees are being scrutinized in many countries with strategies being developed to ensure a proper flow of resources to the schools. School or capitation grants (introduced to replace the fees and revenue loss at the school level) have proven to be instruments in this regard and are having a positive impact on both access and quality. Experiences with capitation or block grants to schools (accompanied by the opening of school bank accounts) reveal several advantages: school grants are revitalizing school councils and enhancing community participation in decisions about resource allocation and quality improvement; they are thereby strengthening the capacity of schools in planning and budgeting, procurement and management; and they are promoting local-level solutions, administrative efficiency and accountability.
Most importantly, school and capitation grants have the potential to increase the amount of resources made available at the school level in order to directly acquire and finance quality inputs and learning packages. The use of this instrument can be extended beyond just replacing the fees that were collected before abolition. It can be used to providing schools with the necessary funds to acquire an essential package of non-salary education inputs that can assure and improve education quality. The provision of more quality inputs could be also coupled with more attention to enhancing learning through food and nutrition, health care and protection. The Essential Learning Package Initiative in West Africa, which consists of defining and costing an essential package of education in and around the schools, could be capitalized on in an innovative effort to expand the use of capitation grants to schools within the framework of school fee abolition.
2. PLANNING FOR FINANCIAL SUSTAINABILITY 
The question of financial sustainability of fee abolition needs to be taken very seriously, as the existence of fees is invariably a manifestation of inadequate education budgets and public budgets for education (and for social services in general). Fee abolition unleashes successive waves of costs resulting in major budget pressures and forcing countries to examine how they can better mobilize and manage financial resources and sustain the policy within education and national budgetary provisions in the short, medium and long terms. Budget strategies will need to be revised to secure financing at three levels: within education budgets, within national budgets and through external support.
2.1. Ensuring financing within education budgets
The abolition of school fees needs to be preceded by financing considerations and costing exercises with regards to replacing fee revenue and financing the surge. In most countries, the replacement of direct charges for tuition and other school costs has minimal budgetary implications (though they still represent a burden on the poor). In a limited number of countries, there can be considerable repercussions, particularly when fees are used to pay teacher salaries. The main challenge is that of financing quality, first to pay for the resources required by significant enrolment increases in the short term, but also to redress progressively the pre-existing un-met costs of “catching up” with targeted quality norms and standards. Options need to be tabled with regard to the percentage of investments between salary and non-salary inputs. While the FTI Indicative Framework proposes that 33% of recurrent expenditures be spent on non-salary inputs, teacher salaries continue to constitute the largest share of education recurrent expenditure (as much as 95%) crowding out other quality inputs and maintenance costs which impact on quality. Choices will also need to be made with regards to the cost-effectiveness of pupil/teacher ratios and to determine appropriate per pupil allocations for essential learning packages. 
In many countries out-of-school children come from the poorest quintile; poor, excluded and vulnerable groups may still not go to school despite fee abolition and may need additional complementary and targeted support to mitigate the spending constraints on poor families’ budgets, including the opportunity costs of schooling. This means that financing considerations need to be made for incentive and waiver programs such as cash transfers, food rations, grants and subsidizations, as well as alternative learning systems for over-age children. These programs require well developed public administration frameworks with capacity for data collection, analysis and monitoring. There is increasing experience with such programs, particularly in middle income countries, but relatively modest experience in low-income countries in regions such as Africa, for instance.
School fee abolition also requires a review of the balanced development of the overall education and training system, especially to face the pressure of preparing for the larger cohorts making the transition to lower secondary and technical and vocational education. In order to address this issue, many countries need to rethink more equitable shifting of costs among the different education levels (especially from programs where there are clear arguments of cost-sharing like higher education). Education planners and their finance counterparts need to analyze cost implications from the start, develop different scenarios according to macroeconomic prospects, and explore alternative delivery system designed to keep the costs manageable.
A challenging element of school fee abolition is to determine appropriate policies regarding community schools. This is particularly key in countries where the private provision of education and communities share in the education budget is extremely high. Community schools are often considered as private schools, and as fees are abolished, they may be seen outside the scope of government intervention or even as a way to mobilize domestic resources. Yet these are schools that have been for the most part established in rural areas because of the failure of the public education system has to provide services. They not only constitute a high burden on poor families but they are also deprived of much needed technical and financial support. The planning process of school fee abolition needs thus to present scenarios that include the costs of bringing these schools under public financing. On the other hand, lessons learned from several countries indicate that if fee abolition is extended to community schools, it should not compromise the sense of ownership, the creativity and autonomy of communities and should simultaneously encourage and protect the continued support and engagement of communities to and around these schools, especially since they play an important role in improving quality and administrative efficiency (see also capitation grants above). At the same time, efforts should be made to avoid that any financial support encouraged from the community prevents school entry for children from families who are not able to provide such support. In some countries, dynamic and innovative partnerships between the Government and the private sector have been made through the establishment of private voluntary funds to receive donations from individuals and private enterprises.
2.2. Ensuring financing within national budgets
School fee abolition cannot be tackled without scrutinizing allocations to education within national budgets. Countries need to and could increase domestic investments in education towards the FTI benchmark of 20% of Government expenditures (out of which 50% should go to primary education). On the other hand, the hiring of additional teachers (and in some cases raising teacher salaries), that comes about with school fee abolition surge requirements, stretches education budgets, often conflicts with IMF wage ceilings and macroeconomic frameworks and inflates public sector wage bills (teachers usually form its largest component). Policy options need to be explored ensuring that teachers are used more effectively. This is a key chance for dialogue between Finance Ministers, Ministers of Planning, Ministers of Education and the IMF and for developing country specific solutions. More specific country agreements with the IMF have often enabled new contract teachers to be paid with HIPC funds.
Indeed, the HIPC Initiative, which enables eligible countries to convert debt relief into financing for development, represents an important mechanism that holds promise for financing the education sector, and in particular school fee abolition measures. Countries benefiting from debt relief have committed to use an average 40% of their debt payment savings on basic education. This funding mechanism also has the advantage of avoiding an increase in external dependency, since it represents a national funding source. 
In addition, school fee abolition should be part of a broader package of reforms within Poverty Reduction Strategies that target other fees which compete for the discretional expenditure of poor families’ budgets. School fee abolition is the most costly poverty reduction policy, putting education in competition with other priority social sectors such as health. Careful consideration should be given for avoiding this competition and ensuring the synchronized and equitable investments across all social sectors, while promoting increased investments for the social services. Domestic resources should be also used more efficiently to ensure equity for the poor and marginalized. 

2.3. Ensuring donor predictable and sustainable support

On the other hand, where countries are already heavily invested in the education sector and have little opportunity to mobilize additional domestic sources of financing, especially in the short term, and especially because children cannot wait, countries will require increased and predictable external assistance to meet the financing emergency created by the surge in enrolment and to pave the way for more sustainable budget support. Such support will need to include expenditures for recurrent costs such as teacher salaries. 

The Fast Track Initiative is well placed to rally donors and support them in developing pro-active strategies with regards to school fees. The FTI provides an added value to school fee abolition processes at several levels. The FTI endorsement process enables countries to craft sound national education plans and budgets, and with greater and long-term commitment of political and financial resources. The FTI Indicative Framework provides key benchmarks necessary for successful school fee abolition, such as the target for non-salary quality inputs, which is necessary to assess the level of capitation grants. FTI local donor coordination groups, annual review missions, the Education Program Development Fund (EPDF), and the Working Group on Capacity Building represent key channels for helping countries undertake the needed data collection and analysis around school fees, assess the needed resources, monitor implementation and mobilize the needed capacities and expertise. 
	OBJECTIVES AND OUTPUTS


While the SFAI Nairobi Workshop focused mainly on lessons learned from school fee abolition, the goal of the Mali Conference is to bring more countries on board in addressing implementation challenges and engaging in sound and sustainable school fee abolition processes. 
The more specific OBJECTIVES of the Conference are:
1. To exchange in more depth and acquire better understanding of the opportunities and mechanisms for planning adequate and better quality as well as financial sustainability in school fee abolition processes. This objective will build on country experiences and lessons learned as well as on the work of diverse agencies and on the knowledge of experts in the different fields discussed above. It is going to constitute the basis of the first part of the Conference: the Technical Meeting.  

2. To engage around the SFAI Operational Guidance Paper (OGP), review its propositions and consolidate the work around it. The OGP is one of the main SFAI outputs. It is based on experiential knowledge and analysis of successes and pitfalls and on two expert meetings held in New York (in May 2006) and in Paris (in July 2006). The OGP lays out 6 steps guiding countries through sound school fee abolition processes: 1. defining a management mechanism that is mandated at the highest level, supported by national consensus, and backed by the best technical expertise available; 2. creating a comprehensive assessment of school fees, related costs and existing resources; 3. setting priorities on the type of fees to eliminate and schools and children to be targeted in light of limited financial resources and capacities; 4. estimating costs related to the range of policy options and identifying sources of national financing; 5. understanding opportunities for improving quality and maintaining the focus on quality issues; 6. strengthening good governance and local ownership. 
3. To define more concretely country proposals for the way forward. 23 countries are invited to the Mali Conference (including Mali). They are at different stages of thinking and implementing school fee abolition. Country proposals will include technical and financial steps and milestones as well as needs in terms of capacity-building, research and monitoring.

4. To develop consistent approaches and policies among development partners in support of school fee abolition, adapted to country-specific realities. The Conference will gather diverse partners from NGOs, civil society organizations, teacher unions, foundations, bilateral and multilateral agencies, development banks and research institutions, at country, regional and international levels. While many different viewpoints, reflecting different roles, have characterized the various partners, it will be important to move toward consensus on the potential role of fee abolition in stimulating progress toward UPE, as well as to accept broad principles for working together in this arena. Key among these principles would be to focus on results, to reduce vulnerability, and to integrate school fee strategies within the context of broad-based reform. These will be defined and integrated in the country proposals for the way forward. Specific attention will be given to articulate all these efforts with the strategic reforms enhanced through the FTI partnership and with the Paris Declaration on harmonization and alignment. The Conference will also constitute a key opportunity for cross-country learning and for enhancing cross-country exchanges and South-South cooperation on the way forward. 
5. To strengthen the policy dialogue on the financial barriers to education access and enhance partnerships and compacts that ensure an environment for success. The second part of the Conference will be a Policy Meeting. The Policy Meeting will gather high level persons such as the Ministries of Education from the 23 participating countries, some Ministers of Finance and/or Planning, and key decision-makers in bilateral and multilateral agencies. This will be a key opportunity for dialogue among technical and financing stakeholders and for ensuring solutions based on knowledge and understanding.
Seven OUTPUTS are expected from the Conference:
1. Increased understanding of the opportunities and mechanisms for planning adequate and better quality and for ensuring financial sustainability in school fee abolition processes.
2. A strengthened Operational Guidance Paper on school fee abolition processes ready to be used more systematically at country level and within the framework of training and capacity development exercises.
3. Concrete country proposals for the way forward on school fee abolition including technical and financial steps and milestones as well as needs in terms of capacity-building, research and monitoring.
4. Clear articulation of school fee abolition strategies as acceleration mechanisms within national education plans and within Fast Track Initiative (FTI) processes of support to countries in planning, implementation, capacity-building and monitoring, and resource-mobilization.

5. Valuable plans for cross-country learning and for enhancing cross-country exchanges and South-South cooperation on the way forward. 

6. Well-defined stakeholder roles, synchronized partnerships and enhanced compacts around school fee abolition processes at country and global levels, as well as agreed processes for resolving differences and for approaching school fee abolition efforts as an integral part of efforts to implement the Paris Declaration.
7. Solid and clear messages on the significance of school fee abolition in attaining the MDGs and EFA goals to be disseminated at key high level education and development meetings.
	PARTICIPANTS AND RESOURCE PERSONS


The main participants at this Conference are the country delegations from 23 countries. The country delegations (5 to 6 members) will be led by the Ministers of Education and constituted of high level technical MOE officials and key development partner – mostly from the Local Donor Coordination Group – and civil society organizations. Some Ministers of Finance and/or Planning will also be invited.
All 23 countries are FTI countries, either already endorsed or expected to be so in 2007 or 2008. Some countries are categorized as “fragile states”. These are for the most part countries emerging from situations of conflict, hence facing major challenges but also opportunities for building from scratch and better. Other countries are MDG Support Team Focus Countries and receiving UNDP Poverty Group support in developing MDG-based national strategies and public investment costs and needs to attain the MDGs. While most of the countries are from Sub-Saharan Africa, countries from Asia, the Middle East and the Caribbean are also joining. 
The countries are grouped in three categories in relation to school fee abolition processes: 

Countries with experience in school fee abolition processes: Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Tanzania and Zambia.
Countries which have recently abolished and/or are in the process of planning school fee abolition: Benin, Burundi, DRC, Sierra Leone and Yemen.
Countries with interest in planning and implementing school fee abolition, as well as reaching out to the marginalized/excluded: Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, Guinea, Haiti, Liberia, Mali, PNG, Senegal, Sri Lanka, and Togo.
Development partners at regional and global levels (several already involved in SFAI) will include: NGOs, civil society organizations, teacher unions, foundations, bilateral and multilateral agencies, development banks, the IMF, and academic and research institutions. Experts and international consultants will act as resource persons on the different issues discussed above. 
	FORMAT


The 4-day Conference will be constituted of two parts. The first two days will be technical and the second two will be political and policy-oriented. Ministers and other high level officials will only join the Policy Meeting. This distinction reflects the general emphases of the two parts to the Conference – it is understood that the policy discussions will take technical considerations into account, and that the technical considerations will be tempered by political and policy realities.
	1. The Technical Meeting


The Technical Meeting will be the focus of the three first objectives: 

1. To exchange in more depth and acquire better understanding of the opportunities and mechanisms for planning adequate and better quality as well as financial sustainability in school fee abolition processes.
2. To engage around the SFAI Operational Guidance Paper (OGP), review its propositions and consolidate the work around it.
3. To define more concretely country proposals for the way forward.
The Meeting is going to be organized around two main sessions (planning for adequate and better quality and planning for financial sustainability). The two sessions will include 10 highly interactive group work discussions as well as reporting back to plenary, around different sub-topics related to quality and financing (see below). At the end of the two sessions, country delegations will develop their proposals for the way forward together with experts and resource persons and present these at the Policy Meeting.
Planning for adequate and better quality (19 June)
(i) teacher politics

(ii) classroom construction and rehabilitation

(iii) procurement and distribution of textbooks and school material

(iv) empowering schools through capitation grants and Essential Learning Packages (ELP)
(v) strengthening school management as a key component of quality
Planning for financial sustainability (20 June)
(vi) investments between salary and non-salary inputs
(vii) social assistance accompanying school fee abolition
(viii) is free secondary education affordable?
(ix) public/private provision of education and cost-sharing
(x) PRSPs and allocations to social services

	2. The Policy Meeting


The Policy Meeting will be the focus of the two last objectives: 

4. To develop consistent approaches and policies among development partners in support of school fee abolition, adapted to country-specific realities.
5. To strengthen the policy dialogue on the financial barriers to education access and enhance partnerships and compacts that ensure an environment for success.
The Policy Meeting is going to be mainly organized around three parts: a plenary where country delegations will present their proposals; 5 interactive group work discussions around support to countries (see below for topics); and a plenary on country commitments and synchronized support to countries. The closing will address the way forward in countries as well as at the international level. It will build on the results of the “Keeping Our Promises in Education” High Level Event in Brussels early May, the “Financing for Development” Meeting in Ghana end May, and the 2007 G8 Summit in Germany in June. And it will develop key messages to the international community in this regard. 
Planning for country support (22 June)
(xi) donor support and the role of the FTI
(xii) communication
(xiii) capacity-building, monitoring and research
(xiv) costing tools and UNDP education MDG assessment process
(xv) the role of civil society
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