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Measuring the Sustainable Development and Building Its Global Indicators:
The Methodological Framework

The article elaborates on the methodological framework for measurement of the sustainable development,
incorporated in the EU policy and legislation through the strategy for socio-economic development of EU
“Europe 2020”. The 2030 Agenda on Sustainable Development (referred to hereinafter as the 2030 Agenda),
fully conforming to the EU’s vision of the future, has become a sustainable development blueprint at global
scales. EU member states continue to be leaders in implementing the 2030 Agenda and SDGs with the full
compliance with the subsidiarity principle.

The monitoring on the progress on the way to SDGs is carried out by the SDGs nomenclature using
open and inclusive approach, with the involvement of EU Council Committees (economics, financial, labor,
social protection), the European Statistical Advisory Committee, the European Environment Agency, non-
government organizations, other international organizations and research circles. The indicators measuring
the progress towards SDGs have been selected in view of their compliance with the EU policy, potentials,
accessibility, country coverage, timeliness and quality.

It is emphasized in assessing the regional and sub-regional progress towards SDGs, the United Nations
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (UNESCAP) uses two main indicators: index of
current progress and index of achieved progress. Three main approaches designed for the same purpose, to
assess the progress towards SDGs, were analyzed. It was revealed that these approaches provide responses
on absolutely different questions. As each method is specific in terms of data set, analytical tools and ways of
results’ interpretation, each country should make its own choice of the methodology to be used. The notion
of “achieved progress” can have many different definitions depending on what dimension is addressed, what
goal is set, what comparison is made, how the data are aggregated or how the indicators are selected and
used.

Regarding the domestic trends, it is highlighted that the national statistical system of Ukraine jointly
with VoxUkraine and with support from the UN Development Program for Ukraine makes assessment of the
progress towards SDGs by UNESCAP methodology.

Key words: sustainable development, Sustainable Development Goals, progress towards SDGs, indicators,
assessment, national statistical systems.

Introduction. A comprehensive analysis of
social, economic and environmental issues, to
change the technogenic development of the planet
for the sustainable one, should be put on top of the
human agenda. This problem has by far acquired the
universal nature at national and global level: all the
countries without exception have been facing the
need to change the existing economic paradigm, to
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create new concepts of the balanced and sustainable
economic development for the elimination of global
and regional environmental threats.

The Sustainable Development Agenda till 2030
(referred to hereinafter as the 2030 Agenda) was
approved in September 2015 by heads of UN member
states and high-profile government officials [1]. The
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) set out in
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the 2030 Agenda are meant to step up the social,
economic and environmental progress till 2030 for
the benefit of:

— elimination of poverty and famine across the
world;

— fighting inequality inside and between the
countries;

—  building a peaceful and fair society, free from
social barriers;

—  protection of human rights, promotion of
gender equality and empowerment of women and
girls;

— reliable preservation of our planet and its
natural resources.

Also, SDGs are designed to lay the background
for a sustainable, comprehensive and continuous
economic growth, a good job for each one with
accounting for different levels of national development
and capacities.

The 2030 Agenda has provided a collaborative
plan of peace and prosperity for humans and the
planet for present-day and future alike. It is based
on 17 SDGs that call for urgent actions and global
partnership of all the countries, developed and
developing alike. All the countries acknowledge
that the reduction of poverty and other constrains
should be part of strategies improving health care
and education, eliminating inequality, promoting
economic growth, fighting climate change, preserving
biodiversity on the planet. It should be noted that
the Sustainable Economic Development concept
and SDGs definitions are based on results of long-
standing international efforts and activities of UN
departments, the UN Department of Economic and
Social Affairs in particular [2].

The 2030 Agenda offers a new global blueprint for
the sustainable development. It is based on 17 SDGs
and 169 related targets for the achievement of these
SDGs aimed at poverty elimination, protection and
prosperity of the world, which is unprecedented in
terms of significance and scale.

Having set a wide range of economic, social
and environmental targets, SDGs call all the
countries to action irrespective of the economic
performance. Although SDGs are not legally
binding, governments need to take them into
consideration and elaborate national measures for
their achievement. The progress towards SDGs is
being monitored at various levels: global, national,
regional and thematic.

The High-Level Political Forum on Sustainable
Development (HLPF) is the central UN platform
for the monitoring and revision of the 2030 Agenda
and SDGs at global level. Therefore, the 2030
Agenda calls UN member states to carry out national
reviews of progress towards SDGs. It should be noted
that regular reviews of SDGs are voluntary, state-
controlled and carried out by both developed and

developing countries in order to establish a platform
for partner relations.

Research results. An important prerequisite
for monitoring of the progress towards SDGs is
a professional approach to it. Within the EU and
most of its member states, this effort is taken by the
Eurostat [3]. It spearheaded the elaboration of a set of
indicators for the assessment of the progress towards
SDGs in close cooperation with other commissions,
services and organizations of EU member states in the
European statistical system.

The sustainable development is incorporated
in the EU policy and legislation through the EU
Sustainable Development Strategy, EU-2020 Better
Regulation Strategy. Also, EU helped form the
2030 Agenda. This document, fully in match with
the European vision, has become a global blueprint
for sustainable development. EU, together with its
member states, is continuing to hold leading positions
on the way to the 2030 Agenda and SDGs, with the
full observance of the subsidiarity principle [4].

Monitoring of the progress towards SDGs is
carried out by the nomenclature of objectives using
an open and inclusive approach, with involving the
Committees of EU Council (economic, financial, labor,
social protection), the European Statistical Advisory
Committee, the European Environment Agency, non-
government organizations, research circles and other
international entities. The indicators measuring the
progress towards SDGs have been selected in view
of their compliance with the EU policy, potentials,
accessibility, country coverage, timeliness and quality.
The data are structured by 17 SDGs and cover
social, economic, environmental and institutional
dimensions of sustainability represented by the
2030 Agenda. Each SDG is measured by five main
indicators selected in a way to reflect goals and targets
to achieve them. In 2019, of 99 main indicators in the
set of SDGs indicators of EU, 37 were multipurpose,
being used for the monitoring of several objectives.
Of the current SDGs indicators of EU, 55 conform
with the UN indicators of SDGs. It was in July 2017
that the UN General Assembly approved the global
nomenclature of indicators containing 239 positions.

It needs to be stressed that gaps in the information
support exist not only in developing countries, but in
developed ones, and filling these gaps requires financial
resources, knowledge exchange and investment in
human capital.

Since the moment of SDGs adoption and
formulation of targets which accomplishment
signals the achievement of SDGs, countries of the
world have been in search for methods enabling
to get a comprehensive response on the question
about the progress towards SDGs. This necessitates
the elaboration of a methodological framework
(or, at least, a monitoring of existing international
methodologies) and the selection of a method that
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would be the most applicable in view of each country
specifics and, therefore, would meet the needs of
analysis of the progress towards the national SDGs-
related targets. Apart from the choice of a relevant
method that would fit for analysis of the progress, it is
necessary to choose an approach to the measurement
of the progress towards SDGs that would account
for this progress in the most vulnerable population
groups. The utilization of new approaches based on
the availability of disaggregated information flows
will allow for a comprehensive measurement and a
substantial change in the description of the progress
and our understanding of the priorities in SDGs
implementation.

Given diverse practices of measuring the progress
towards the sustainable development and a complex
set of indicators used in the assessment of the
progress towards SDGs, the existing approaches need
meticulous revisions, with selecting the one capable
to deal with vital political issues pertaining to the
sustainable development. Tt should also be noted that
SDGs are multidimensional, and any assessment of
the progress on their way should be able to reflect all
the aspects, in order to be useful for national planning
and priority setting. At the same time, the assessment
system needs to involve aggregation and transmission
of information at various level, in order to encompass
all the dimensions of SDGs.

The significance of information support in
SDGs setting, assessment and monitoring of the
progress towards SDGs cannot be understated,
because national statistical systems across the world
have taken responsibility for the measurement
of performance and progress towards SDGs by
(i) producing robust highly aggregated statistics
on SDGs indicators; (ii) measuring the progress
towards SDGs till 2030.

In spite of a heavy effort in organizing a
reliable monitoring of the progress towards SDGs,
applications of measurement methodologies are yet to
be agreed at international level. This can be explained
by the fact that a global monitoring of the progress
towards SDGs requires elaborating a complex set of
indicators and new tools for their measurement. At
national level, issues of selecting the methods that
would fit best for monitoring purposes are dealt with
by each country in view of its needs. Thus, in Asia and
Pacific Rim the progress towards SDGs is assessed on
the basis of the global set of indicators found in the
2030 Agenda, approved by the UN General Assembly
on July 6, 2017. The estimates for sub-regional and
regional indicators are extracted from the statistical
online database of the UN Economic and Social
Commission for Asia and the Pacific (UNESCAP) [5].
Whenever data are short or missing, supplementary
estimates from internationally recognized sources will
be used. Details on country grouping and estimation
algorithm are given on the website of UNESCAP [6].

It needs to be emphasized that at regional and sub-
regional levels, weighted aggregates are substituted
by average estimates of indicators, to avoid
incomparability with big countries / economies. At
the same time, when the sources are to be chosen, the
priority will be given to primary sources, to ensure the
timeliness of data and minimize the loss of metadata
due to using secondary (repeatedly disseminated)
statistical information. Therefore, the indicators for
information support of global SDGs are selected by
the following criteria: the availability of two or more
data sources for more than 50% of the countries in a
given region or sub-region; the possibility of setting
a transparent purpose of the indicators; the metadata
for these indicators should be clear and intelligible.

UNESCAP uses two main indicators for the
assessment of the regional and sub-regional progress
towards SDGs: (i) index of current progress; (ii) index
of achieved progress. When estimated, these indices
will give the answer on the following questions:

—  What progress has been achieved by a
country since the year of 2000?

—  Whatis the probability of SDGs achievement
till 2030?

It should also be noted that index of achieved
progress measures the gap between achieved and
target values of an indicator. Both indices are built
at the level of sub-indicators (disaggregation or an
indicator’s sub-component) and aggregated at the
level of achieved and target values of an indicator.
As regards index of current progress, its values for
the year of 2000 and the current year can be used
to measure the progress achieved since 2000 and for
extrapolation to estimate the progress required to
achieve SDGs till 2030.

The abovementioned estimates are derived for
each indicator and averaged by targets and goals, to
measure the average achieved progress for each goal
and objective. Because the indicators are unevenly
distributed, they are weighted in proportion
to the number of indicators for each goal when
aggregating at goal level. This provides the same
significance (weight) for each goal. If a country has
been progressing since the year of 2000, the average
normalized estimate for each goal will be provided by
the index varying from 0 to 10. If a country has been
regressing, the index will be negative [5].

It should be noted that when the current estimate
of an indicator reaches or exceeds the target value,
there will be no need in estimating index of current
progress, as it will be set automatically as 10.

Ideally, data are available for all the indicators
pertaining to each SDG, with index of current
progress offering a reliable estimate for all 17 SDGs.
But in reality, country data are available for less than
42% of SDGs indicators, with very uneven coverage
of SDGs. Because the assessment is sensitive to new
indicators, results should be interpreted with caution.
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The formula for estimating index of achieved
progress P looks as follows:

_TV=I50]

P - )
ITV—1;5]

(1)

where I, is the expected value of the indicator for
2030; I, is the value of the indicator for 2015; TV is
the target value of the indicator for 2030.

That is, regress did not occur if
[TV = I30] < |TV = I15] . (2)

Index of achieved progress is estimated only for the
indicators for which the expected value hasnot achieved
the target one (and the achievement of SDG is not
expected). For the other indicators it is automatically
set as zero. When a progress or no change is expected,
the value will vary from 0 to 10; when a regress from
the current level is expected, the value will be higher
than 10. This index can be interpreted as an additional
effort or a boost required for the achievement of SDG,
when the value is less or equal to 10.

To avoid the impact of selected indicators, the
acceptability threshold, equal to 2% or more, is used
in estimating progress or regress in both indices. It
means that the change will only be acceptable when
the overall change (increase or decrease) in a given
period is more than 2% depending on actual or desired
vector of change.

The aggregates are usually computed for preset
groups of countries, as a sum or an average weighted
value, on the condition that a sufficient number of
observable data is available at country level. A scheme
for data accessibility check is established depending
on the type of indicators:

— social and environmental indicators: for any
given year for which a total is estimated, countries
with observable indicators must account for 2/3 of
the population in a group;

— economic indicators:  countries  with
observable indicators must account for 2/3 of the
overall gross domestic product in a group.

However, when the abovementioned method
is used over time, it may lead to irregularities of the
total values due to the lack of some country data over
several years (although the rule of 2/3 will be kept
anyway). If it is the case, the missing data will be
imputed by the following methodology:

— when data are available for an earlier and a
later year than the one for which computations are
made, the missing value will be imputed by linear
interpolation;

— the missing country data for a year that
precedes the earliest year for which the value is
available is imputed using this available value;

— by analogy, the missing country data for
a year following the last year for which the value is
available is imputed using this available value;

—  for countries that have only one data point
over the whole period, this value is used for the rest of
years.

Data for other countries are not used to impute
missing values. The imputed values are used only
in computing totals and derivatives, when over
certain years for certain countries data required for
computation are missing in basic time series. When
the imputation procedure is used in computing
aggregates, this will be noticed in the information
sheet of metadata.

It should be emphasized that of 169 SDG targets,
only 30% have specific target values. As regards
the others, target values are set for them by the
“champions zone” approach based on the previous
situation, which optimize the use of available data.
Its idea is that the most reliable available data are
identified in a given country, with the average rate of
their change set as the target figure for this country. If
it is assumed that all the best performers belong to one
hypothetic region, it can be referred to as a region-
champion, where the rate of change is equal to the
average value of one particular indicator for the best
performers. Then it can be taken as the target value
for a region. It means that if a region as a whole can
perform the same way as its champion zone over 15
years (the period of SDGs implementation), then the
achievement of the target value should be expected.
Eventually, the universal target value for a region can
be derived using the rate of change in the champion
zone as the average value of the indicator for all the
countries for which the data are available.

The main problem of “champions zone” approach
may occur when two types of indicators are dealt
with: (i) the indicators with lacking data for
estimating the rate of change at country level; (ii)
the indicators by which most of the countries started
with a very low level and could achieve a rapid
progress towards SDGs. For the latter indicators,
the observable growth rate cannot be meaningfully
applied in the future. The two types of indicators
require an alternative approach. Instead of using the
rate of change, five best performers are identified on
the basis of the latest available data. Examples are
the share of parliamentary seats taken by women,
the share of protected marine areas or the share of
population using Internet. These rapid changes might
be caused by technological advancement, utilization
of available resources or change in the paradigm due
to the previous development program (such as the
Millennium Development Goals). Then the target
value of a region for the “champions zone” will be the
average value for the mentioned countries, estimated
by use of the highest or the lowest values depending
on the sought vector of change: increase or decrease.

The comprehensiveness, accuracy and simplicity
cannot be assured without compromises. The
assessment of the progress towards SDGs by use of
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the extensive nomenclature of 242 indicators requires
many assumptions (not always reflecting the reality)
and decisions, and striking the balance between the
simplicity and the accuracy of results. In the final
end, there is no perfect method for measuring the
progress towards SDGs. Three main approaches are
used today, serving absolutely difference purposes and
answering very different set of questions. The lack of a
transparent methodology and metadata might create
animpression that various international organizations
offer various responses on the same question of what
progress we have achieved or whether or not we will
achieve SDGs till 2030.

A careful analysis of various methods shows that
they are very different in essence, and if even the same
set of data and indicators is used (which is not the
case), similar responses should not be expected from
different approaches like the following:

SDSN method: SDGs Index providing the
reference point for comparison of a country with
rest of the world. For each indicator Index measures
the country’s distance from its worst value as the
share of its total distance to the target value set for
2030. Index does not use time series data at country
level. Upper threshold values (target values) for the
indicators are based mainly on expert opinions or
international commitments (when it is not clearly
signified in SDGs), or exceed the best performers by

10% in average. Index can be used rather as a ranking
tool than as a measure of the progress;

UN — ESCAP approach (described above in
detail) uses two indicators measuring:

the progress achieved by each indicator since
2015 as the ratio to the overall progress which needs
to be achieved by a region, in order to conform with
the target value for 2030

the expected distance from the target value
in 2030 as the share of the total distance that needs to
be passed by a region between 2015 and 2030.

The OECD approach measuring the distance
of each indicator from the target value for 2030 (using
the approach similar to SDSN) for each country.

The OECD approach involves the same ranking
as SDSN method, because both methods give the
same estimates in normalization by the scale 0—10. It
is static, as it does not account for the rate of progress
in each country. This feature is common for SDSN
and OECD methods and makes them distinct from
the UN approach (ESCAP). However, the OECD
approach defines the vector of change by assessing
the rate of change in indicators’ values over time. A
positive correlation shows that a country or a region
moves forward in the right direction to achieve the
goal, whereas a negative correlation means that a
country needs to adjust the course, to achieve the
goals (Figure 1).

/i

UN - ESCAP method.
The progress of a country or a
region towards DSGs since 2000
as the share in the total progress

)

SDSN method.
How close 15 a country to the goal
compared with the worst

=

which it needs to achieve. The

expected distance from target
values m 2030 in view of the past
progress of a country or aregion.

indicators. The rapidity required a )
for a country to achieve target
values compared to the current OFECD method
ReRidity: How close is a
J countryto the goal
compared with the
worst indicators.
E J

Methods for
estumating the
progress

towards
SDGs

Figure 1. Methods for estimating the progress towards SDGs

Source: constructed by the authors

It should be noted that the common feature of all
the above methods is their compliance with the SDGs
principle “nobody should be left aside”. The global set
of SDGs indicators [7] suggests that they should be
broken, when practical, by income, gender, age, race,
ethnical belonging, migration status, inclusiveness,
geographic location and other criteria. It should also
be born in mind that nearly two thirds of the global

SDGs indicators cannot be used for the assessment of
the progress due to the lack of data or methodology.
Monitoring of the 2030 Agenda will not be feasible
unless effort and investment in the production
of timely and reliable disaggregated statistics is
increased.

The crucial role in providing international data for
review and monitoring of SDGs achievement and the

8
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progress towards SDGs and related targets belongs to
national statistical systems (NSSs). Two targets of the
global SDGs are focused on the improvement of the
official statistics:

—  Target 17.18: To enhance support for
capacity-building in developing countries till 2030,
including the least developed countries and small
island developing countries, in order to substantially
increase the availability of robust, relevant and
credible data disaggregated by income, gender, age,
race, nationality, migration status, inclusiveness,
geographic location and other criteria significant in
accounting for national specifics.

—  Target 17.19: Based on the current initiatives,
to develop other indicators in addition to GDP, to
measure the progress towards SDGs, and to help
capacity-building in statistics at country level.

It needs to be stressed that the plenary session
of the Conference of European Statisticians in
2015 took the decision to launch effort on creating
a roadmap for developing official statistics for
monitoring of the progress towards SDGs in
the region of the United Nations Economic
Commission of Europe (UNECE) [8]. In October
2015, the Office of the Conference of European
Statisticians established the Steering Group
on SDGs statistics for the preparation and
implementation of the roadmap, with the following
membership: Switzerland  (co-chairman), the
U.S. (co-chairman), Germany, Denmark, Italy,
Canada, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico, the Netherlands, New
Zealand, Poland, Moldova, Russian Federation,
United Kingdom, Turkey, France, Sweden, Eurostat
and OECD. UNECE carries out the functions of
the Steering Group’s Secretariat.

Current global processes accompanied by
the intensifying international cooperation in the
sustainable development field caused a specific feature:
the unification of principles underlying organization
and operation of the statistical system at international
level. As mentioned above, NSSs have crucial role
in the measurement of the progress towards SDGs.
Therefore, the annual Sustainable Development
Goals Report prepared by the UN General Secretary
in collaboration with the international statistical
system, relies on global and regional indicators
and data formed by NSSs. Analysis of the progress
towards global SDGs and monitoring of the progress
at all the levels is made by reported information using
the estimates produced under the supervision of
countries, and robust, accessible, timely and reliable
data [9].

For assessment purposes, it is important to
have awareness of the difference between the terms
“reporting on SDGs” and “reporting data and
statistical information for measuring the progress
towards SDGs and its monitoring”. The reporting
pertains to monitoring of the progress towards

SDGs and the accomplishment of targets at policy
level, i. e. requires the progress assessment in view of
the political priorities. An example of this reporting
is the Global Report of UN General Secretary to
UN High-level Political Forum on Sustainable
Development and country reviews of achievements
in SDGs.

Official departments in many countries
(national coordinating centers, sectoral
departments, prime-minister chancellery etc.)

coordinate reporting on SDGs, e. g. on respective
policy directions. Also, there exist national
departments  coordinating achievements in
particular (individual) SDGs. Quite often national
SDGs indicators can be elaborated under the
supervision of national departments responsible
for coordination of respective policy directions.
However, the coordination of SDGs statistics
pertaining to measurement (or monitoring) of their
achievement is a task of NSSs, because they have
access to data sources and methodologies required
for compiling statistics relevant to SDGs indicators.
Being the coordinator of SDGs statistics, NSSs
should closely collaborate with the national policy
coordinator. In practice, carrying out of the core
coordinating function by NSSs is conditional on
their administrative structure (centralized or
decentralized), national statistical law and other
schemes for collaboration between statisticians and
directive bodies.

An effective way of appointing data suppliers
in a country is the assessment of readiness for data
reporting by each SDGs indicator and finding out
data gaps. It means that NSSs, being the entities
responsible for data supply for SDGs and monitoring
of the progress towards SDGs, need to carry out the
following tasks:

—  creating national schemes of cooperation;

— assessing the county’s readiness to provide
data for each global SDGs indicator;

— elaborating national and
indicators;

—  capacity-building for SDGs statistics;

—  transmitting data on global SDGs indicators.

As regards the measurement of sustainable
development in Ukraine, the national statistical
system jointly with VoxUkraine and with support
from the UN Development Program in Ukraine carries
out an assessment of the progress towards SDGs by
UNESCAP methodology [5]. The assessment for
2021 included 116 of 183 national SDGs indicators
for which the target for 2030 is set. A critical result
of these analytical works was setting and distribution
of functions between national institutions, and the
statement of the need for a dialog with policy makers
[9-11].

Conclusions. The authors explored three
principal approaches that may appear to have a

sub-national
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similar look and serve the same purpose: to assess
the progress towards SDGs. But the analysis showed
that these approaches responded on absolutely
different questions. Each country makes its own
choice of the assessment methodology to be used.
The notion “progress achieved” may have many
various definitions depending on what dimension
is addressed, what objective is set, what kind of
comparison is to be performed, what is a required
aggregation algorithm, how the indicators are

The analysis of objectives and methodologies
for the assessment of the sustainable development
progress gives grounds for the suggestion that each
method involves its specific data set, assessment
tools and interpretation of results. Further studies
will be focused on defining sustainable objectives
and indicators in the national context, using various
methodologies and methods for the assessment
of the progress towards national SDGs, to ensure
a comprehensive analysis required for a robust

selected and used. monitoring of their achievement.
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MeToponoriyHi 3acagn BUMIpPIOBaHHSA CTasioro po3BUTKY
Ta noOyA0BU MOro rnobdanbHUX iHAUKaTOpPIB

Y cTarTi BUCBITJIEHO METO/IOJIOTIYHI 3aca/{i BUMIPIOBAHHSI CTAJIOTO PO3BUTKY, BKJIIOUEHOTO JI0 TOJITUKA
Ta 3aKOHO/IABCTBA €Bporeiichkoro Coto3y yepes cTpaTeriio coiasibHO-eKOHOMIYHOTO po3BUTKY €C “€Bpora
2020”. Chopmosanuii rmobambauii [lopstok gerruil y cdepi cramoro pozsutky 10 2030 poxy (nami — Iopsigox
nennunit 2030) nosHicTIO BiAnoBigae bauerHio €BPOCOI030M MaiibyTHHOTO i CTaB CBITOBUM ILIAHOM IJI00a/IbHO-
ro ctasoro po3BUTKy. lep:xasu-unenn €C i Hamami 3annmaoThes JijepaMu y BUkonanti Ilopsaaky menHoro
2030 ta ITCP 1pu OBHOMY JOTPUMAHHI IPUHITUITY CYyOCUIIAPHOCTI.

Mouirtopunr gocsaraenss [ICP npoBoauThCs 3a HepesikoM Iiieil BIAKPUTUM Ta IHKII03UBHUM CII0COO0OM
i3 3amydyennam KowiteriB Pagn €C (exoHOMiuHOTO, (hiHAHCOBOTO, MPAIli, COIIATBHOTO 3aXUCTY), €BpoIneii-
CBKOTO CTATUCTUYHOTO KOHCYJIBTATUBHOTO KOMIiTeTy, €BPOIEHChKOI areHIlii 10BKiJLJIA, HEYPSAI0BUX OpraHisa-
Iil, IHIIMX MIKHAPOAHKMX OpraHisalliii Ta HayKOBUX KiJ. IHAMKATOPH, 1110 3a0€311e4yI0Th BUKOHAHHS 3aBIaHb
IICP, o6umciieri 3 ypaxyBaHHaM iX BignosigHocTi nosituii €C, nepcieKTuBHOCTI, JOCTYIHOCTI, OXOILIEHHS
KpaiHu, CBOEYACHOCTI Ta SIKOCTI.

AKIIEHTOBAHO yBary Ha TOMY, IO JIJIsI TPOBEIEHHS OI[iHKU PETiOHANBHOTO Ta CyOperioHaJIbHOTO TPOrpe-
cy y nocsiraenni I[JCP Exonomiuna ta comiasbha komicist OOH st Asii ta Tuxoro okeany (United Nations
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific, UNESCAP) BUKOPHCTOBYE /[Ba OCHOBHI ITOKa3HU-
KU: iHJIEKC TIOTOYHOTO TIPOTPECY Ta IHAEKC IOCATHYTOTO TIPOTpecy. ABTOpaMU PO3TJISIHYTO TPU OCHOBHI ITiIXO/IH,
SKi CJIYTYIOTh OJHIN i Tili camiil Meti — ominii nporpecy IICP. Bognouac mpoBeziene 10CmiKeHHS TTOKAa3aJI0,
110 11i MiZXOAM BiAIOBiAAI0Th Ha aOCOOTHO PisHi 3anuraHHsa. KoskeH MeTo 1 BUMarae pisHoro Habopy JaHuX,
nepebavae pisHi iHCTPYMEHTH aHaJi3y i 30BCiM pi3Hi criocobu iHTepIipeTartii pe3yJibraTiB, a OT/Ke, KOKHA Kpa-
iHa pobuTs Juist cebe BUbIp, SIKy METOJIOJIOTIO OIiHIOBaHHS BOHa Oyie 3actocoByBatu. [lediniis “mocsrayTuii
mporpec” Moe Matu 6araTo pisHUX GOPMYJIFOBAHb 3AJI€KHO BiJl TOTO, SIKUI BUMIP PO3TJISIIAETHCS, SIKA I[1JIb
BCTAHOBJIEHA, sIKE TIOPIBHSIHHS TIPOBEJIEHO, SIK arPETYIOThCST JIaHi, SIK BiIOMPAIOTHCST Ta BAKOPUCTOBYIOTHCSI 110~
Ka3HUKHU.

[Iloo HaIiOHAJBHOTO PO3BUTKY 3a3HA4yeHo, 1110 HallilOHAJbHA CTATUCTUYHA CUCTeMa YKpaiHU CIIiJIbHO
3 VoxUkraine 3a migrpumku IIporpamu possutky OOH B YkpaiHi poBOAUTD OI[IHKY IPOTPECY MOCSTHEHHS
IICP 3a meromomoricio UNESCAP.

Kanrouosi caosa: cmanuii possumox, Ilini cmanozo poseumxy, npozpec y docsiznenni I[CP, induxamopu,
OUIHKA, HAUIOHAILHI CIAMUCTIUYHI CUCTIEMU.
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