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Context 

Systemic issues of MDGs :  

It does not address structural issues like inequality, 
productive capacity building, labor market segmentation 
and others.  

MDGs have not dealt with the means of Implementation 
(Finance, technology Transfer, capacity Building, Aid, 
statistical capacity ) adequately.  

Value addition of Open Working Group proposed Goals:       
Adding Means of Implementation.  
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The Role of MoI in Achieving 
Transformative Agenda? 
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Technology 
Transfer 
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Goal 17 

    Finance: 17.1, 17.2, 17.3, 17.4, 17.5 

    Technology: 17.6, 17.7, 17.8 

    Capacity Building: 17.9 

    Trade: 17.10 , 17.11, 17.12 

 Systemic issues : 

 Policy and Institutional Coherence: 17.3 , 17.14, 17.5 

   Multi-stakeholder Partnership: 17.16 ,17.17 

   Data, monitoring and accountability: 17.18, 17.19 
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 Goal 17 deals with Means of Implementation which includes 19 
targets 

 However, all other Goals also include separate targets on Means of 
Implementation. * Total 62 Targets related to MoI.  
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Goals 

Goal wise Targets and Implementation Targets   

 Targets

Implementation  Targets

A Review of OWG Final Outcome 
Document (19 July 2014)  
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Technological Capacity in South 
Asia 
 
  As a region, South Asia ranks much lower in global ranking on most 

indicators of technology when compared with other neighboring 
countries such as China, Iran and Thailand.  

  Within the region there is some variation with India and Sri Lanka in 
general having better capacity compared to other countries, and Sri 
Lanka, in fact having better ranking than other comparator countries 

  LDCs such as Bangladesh and Nepal are at the bottom of the list, and 
the situation has not changed much in the past few years. 
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SAARC performance on Technology 
Indicators:  

 The Network Readiness Index (2014)  
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Country  Value  Rank 

Afghanistan  N/A 

Bangladesh 3.21 119 

Bhutan 3.68 94 

India 3.85 68 

Nepal 3.09 123 

Maldives N/A 

Pakistan 3.33  111 

Sri Lanka 3.95 76 

Source: World Economic Forum (2014)  
* Note: Out of 148 countries 
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Table 1: Technology and Innovation Indicators 
  Percentage of firms 

Economy With and 

Internationally 

recognized quality 

certification 

Using 

Technology 

Licensed from 

foreign 

companies 

Having their 

own website  

Using e- mail 

to interact 

with clients/ 

Suppliers 

World 16.5 15.2 35.1 64.5 

East Asia and 

Pacific 

19.2 18.7 29.2 64.1 

South Asia 9.4 5.6 22.8 43.6 

Afghanistan 8.5 10.8 24.1 46.6 

Bangladesh 7.8 3.8 15.7 39.7 

Bhutan 5.4 6.9 30.1 58.5 

India 22.5 5.3 31.1 56.7 

Nepal 3.1 0.6 23.3 46.2 

Pakistan 9.6 2.7 16.6 26.8 

Sri Lanka 9.1 9.3 18.6 30.5 

Thailand 39   50 74.1 
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