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ABSTRACT
The authors consider the integration of the concept of sustainability in the member countries of the 
Organization of the Black Sea Economic Cooperation (BSEC). The concept of sustainable development is 
viewed through the prism of economic, social and environmental approaches. The subject of the study is 
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) in the BSEC countries. The purpose of the research is to study 
the integration of the goals and indicators of sustainable development in the national policies of the BSEC 
countries. The relevance lies in the international community's growing attention to forming a vector for 
balanced socio-economic development, taking into account current social, demographic and environmental 
factors. The scientific novelty lies in the analysis of the advancement of the concept of sustainable 
development in the BSEC countries, as well as the level of integration of the SDGs in the national policies of 
states. As part of the study, the authors used the methods of institutional analysis, system analysis, analysis 
of statistical data and official documents. Based on the results of the analysis, it was revealed that despite 
the high level of integration of the SDGs within the framework of the BSEC, not all goals and indicators of 
sustainable development formed by the United Nations (UN) are tracked in countries. The authors concluded 
that the national characteristics of the economy, the social sphere and the environmental situation push 
states to adapt individual indicators to national specifics.
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ОРИГИНАЛЬНАЯ СТАТЬЯ

Национальная политика стран Черноморского 
региона в отношении устойчивого развития

П. В. Строев, А. И. Дудник, Е. С. Конищев
Финансовый университет, Москва, Россия

АННОТАЦИЯ
Авторы рассматривают интеграцию концепции устойчивости в странах -  членах Организации черномор­
ского экономического сотрудничества (ОЧЭС). Концепция устойчивого развития рассматривается через 
призму экономического, социального и экологического подходов. Предметом исследования являются 
цели устойчивого развития (ЦУР) в странах ОЧЭС. Цель исследования -  исследование интегрированности 
целей и показателей устойчивого развития в национальной политике стран ОЧЭС. Актуальность заключа­
ется в растущем внимании международного сообщества к формированию вектора на сбалансированное 
социально-экономическое развитие с учетом актуальных социальных, демографических и экологических 
факторов. Научная новизна состоит в анализе развития концепции устойчивого развития в странах ОЧЭС, 
а также уровня интеграции ЦУР в национальной политике государств. В рамках исследования авторами 
использовались методы институционального анализа, системного анализа, анализа статистических дан­
ных и официальных документов. По результатам проведенного анализа было выявлено, что несмотря на
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высокий уровень интегрированности ЦУР в рамках ОЧЕС, не все цели и показатели устойчивого развития, 
формируемые Организацией Объединенных Наций (ООН), отслеживаются в странах. Авторами сделан 
вывод о том, что национальные особенности экономики, социальной сферы и экологической ситуации 
подталкивают государства к адаптации отдельных показателей к национальной специфике.
Ключевые слова: устойчивое развитие; Черноморский регион; социально-экономическое развитие; меж­
региональное сотрудничество; национальная политика; мониторинг
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IntroductionThe 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Developm ent was lau n ch ed  in 2015 to end poverty and set the world on a path o f peace, prosperity and opportunity for all on a healthy planet. A chiev­ing Sustainable D evelopm ent Goals (SDGs) re­quires a tran sform ation  o f the fin a n c ia l, e co ­n om ic and p o litic a l system s th a t govern our societies today to guarantee the hum an rights o f all. The U N  Departm ent o f Econom ic and So­cial A ffairs (DESA) prepares every year a “ Su s­ta in a b le  D e v elo p m e n t G o a ls  R e p o rt” , w hich d ep icts the overall progress m ade by th e  U N  m em b er-states in th e  ach ievem en t o f th e  17 S D G s.1A  m ix o f data sources is used to assess each country’s progress in the im plem entation of the Sustainable Development Goals. Five criteria are used to determine suitable metrics for inclusion in the report:1. Global relevance and applicability to a broad range o f cou ntry settings (indicators m ust be internationally comparable).2. S ta tistica l adeq uacy (indicators need to represent valid and reliable measures).3. Timeliness (indicators should be up to date).4. D ata  q u ality  (n ation al statistica l o ffices, international organizations, reputable sources).5. Coverage (m ust be availab le  for at le a st 80% o f the U N  m em ber states w ith a n ation al population greater than 1 m illion).The 2030 Agenda encourages member states to conduct regular and inclusive reviews of progress at the n ational and sub-n ation al levels, w hich could be published for the general public in the form of Voluntary National Reviews (VNR). Nowa­days, each member state o f the Black Sea region
1 The Sustainable Development Goals Report 2020, United Na­tions, 2020. URL: https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2020/

has a focal point responsible for its VN Rs which are expected to serve as a basis for the regular reviews by the High-Level Political Forum (HLPF).
Baseline study

AlbaniaThe A lban ian  governm ent has affirm ed its full co m m itm en t to  A gen d a 2030. T he co o rd in a ­tio n  and leadership o f the process is provided by th e  In te r -M in is te r ia l C o m m itte e  on th e  SD G s, chaired by the deputy prime m inister o f A lban ia  and com prising key governm ent in sti­tu tio n s, as well as other stakeholders from  the b u sin ess com m u n ity , c iv il society , academ ia and international organizations, including the tech nical support provided by the D epartm ent o f D evelopm ent and Good Governance in the Prime M inister’s O ffice, the SD G Inter-M in iste­rial Technical W orking Group and the contribu­tion  of the U nited N ations (UN) agencies in the country through th eir direct support, and the accelerators from  the M A PS (m ain stream in g, acceleration  and p o licy  support) m issio n . A l­ban ia ’s Parliam ent has unanim ously approved a r e so lu tio n  co n fir m in g  th e  c o u n tr y ’ s co m ­m itm ent to A genda 2030, as it plays an im por­tan t role in m onitoring the achievem ent of the SDGs.To support the im p lem e n ta tio n  o f A genda 2030, A lb a n ia  has prepared a V N R ,2 w hich in ­dicates that 140 SD G targets (83%) are directly tie d  to  sp e cific  co m p o n en ts o f the N a tio n a l Strategy for D evelopm ent and Integration and N SD I 2015-2020 pillars. The linkages between A lb a n ia ’s p o licy  goals and the SD G  targets in the n ation al strategies and p o licy  docum ents depict 134 SD G targets (79%) linked to the spe­2 Voluntary National Review, Albania, 2018. URL: https://sustain- abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/20257ALBANIA_ VNR_2018_FINAL2.pdf
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cific objectives o f the national strategic policy framework. This framework is mostly harmonised with the SDG targets in Goal 3: Good health and w ell-being, Goal 7: Affordable and clean energy, G oal 8: Good jobs and econ om ic grow th, and Goal 9: Industry, innovation and infrastructure, w hile the least harm onisation is w ith Goal 14: Life below water [1].The Albanian Institute of Statistics (INSTAT) is the coordinator of the National Statistical System com posed o f INSTAT, the Bank o f A lban ia  and the M inistry o f Finance and Econom y.INSTAT is a member of the Inter-Institutional W orking Group established in 2017 w ith repre­sentatives from m inistries and led by the Prime M in iste r ’ s O ffic e . It b e g a n  work on the SD G s w ith an approach o f a lign in g  the process w ith the European U nion (EU) integration of Albania. The institute volunteered to prepare a statisti­cal annex, w hich contains a set o f 30 indicators, m onitoring Albania’s progress towards the SDGs as part o f the first attempt to gain an overall SDG picture for the country. The annex has been cir­culated and discussed with the Inter-Institutional Working Group for com ments, presented to Civil Society, and made available for public consulta­tion as a part o f the V N R  for A lbania.
Selection criteriaThe SD G  indicators are selected based on the follow ing criteria:• U tilize indicators that are relevant for A l­ban ia, starting w ith those already available in the country or at Eurostat.• Indicators should be independent o f each other.• Indicators should be as close as possible to those on the list proposed by the U N  Statis­tica l Com m ission (UNSC) to m onitor progress towards the SDGs.• E ach  in d ica to r  shou ld  have a clear and quantified target, whenever possible related to a strategic docum ent of the country.• Each indicator should follow the criteria of statistical quality approved by the U N SC.• W herever possible, preference should be given to  indicators th a t can be disaggregated by sex, age, incom e and education level (as re­quested by U N SC).• W herever possible, a com parison should be possible w ith the European level.

• W herever possible, preference should be given to indicators th a t can be disaggregated by region at a later stage.
ArmeniaArm enia is a landlocked country w ith a popula­tion  o f 3 m illion  and a gross dom estic product (GDP) per capita $ 3,872 in 2017. It is bordered by Azerbaijan, Georgia, Iran, and Turkey.Armenia started a participatory process of SDG nationalization and im plem entation in 2015 by form ing a Post-2015 Task Force in collaboration with stakeholders and the international community.A rm enia, in 2018, the date o f publication of the V N R ,3 was in the process of designing Arm e­nia Development Strategy (ADS), an overarching strategy document that will benefit from the SDG framework, which provides a comprehensive set of targets and indicators necessary for effective plan­ning and m onitoring o f development objectives. In this context, the V N R  in Arm enia was under­taken as a natural and necessary effort and step for pursuing the sustainable development agenda.The V N R  was a good chance for the govern­m ent to assess work done in the scope o f the SD G s and shape opp ortu nities for innovative and im pactful solutions towards achieving the vision o f “New A rm enia”.As indicated, Arm enia has had m ixed results in im plem enting the SDGs.In m any areas, A rm enia has m ade good pro­gress towards achieving SD G targets such as:(i) h e a lth  p ro tectio n  in term s o f ch ild  and m aternal health;(ii) access to safe and reliable water supply in urban and rural areas;(iii) improved sanitation in urban areas;(iv) universal access to  reliable energy;(v) prom otion o f renewable energy;(vi) en v iro n m en tal p ro tectio n , in  term s o f enlargem ent of protected areas and biodiversity.Nevertheless, there are areas where Arm enia has shown slow or mixed progress. These include, particularly:(i) poverty, i .e .,  despite ending extrem e pov­erty;(ii) edu cation , due to  the high dropout rate from  high school;3 Voluntary National Review, Armenia, 2018. URL: https://sus- tainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19586Armenia_ VNR_2018.pdf
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(iii) gender equality;(iv) inefficient use o f water;(v) environm ent, due to deforestation risks, land degradation;(vi) low access to sanitation in rural areas;(vii) inefficiencies in governance;(viii) lack  o f sustain able con su m p tion  and production (SCP) practices.The V N R  helped also high ligh t the fact that there is still a num ber o f key areas and SD G tar- gets/indicators that are lacking effective m o n i­toring and/or control. These are particularly the indicators related to com m unity-level actions or data, and to private businesses’ performance or practices. Certainly, these are areas requiring m ultiplied governm ent efforts to bring positive changes.N ot surprisingly, the data effort was one of the m ain challenging exercises. The data effort included com piling and analyzing accurate sex, age and diversity-disaggregated data from  vari­ous sources, including:• national official statistics;• sector-specific data and inform ation from m inistries and other authorities;• data from  secto r-sp ecific  strategy d o cu ­m ents w hich involved specific perform ance in ­dicators;• in fo rm a tio n  from  b u sin esses and other stak eh o ld ers th ro u g h  m e e tin g s and d isc u s ­sions: this was im portant, especially for obtain­in g  not o n ly  qu an titative  but also qu alitative inform ation, which is often necessary for better understanding o f underlying issues.• data from  relev an t sp e cia lized  in te r n a ­tio n a l o rg a n iza tio n s , p a rticu la rly  th e  W orld Bank; various agencies and organizations and data sources o f the U nited Nations (such as the Food and A griculture O rgan ization  Corporate Statistica l D atabase (FAO STAT), FAO’s Global Inform ation System  on W ater and A griculture (FAO A O U A ST A T ), U n ite d  N a tio n s E con om ic Com m ission for Europe (UNECE), Intern ation ­al Fund for A gricu ltu ral D evelopm ent (IFAD), U n ite d  N a tio n s  E n tity  for G e n d e r E q u a lity  and the Em pow erm ent o f W om en (U N W O M ­EN), U nited N ations Environm ent Program m e (UNEP) d atabase, U n ited  N atio n s Fram ew ork Convention on Clim ate Change (U N FCCC), In ­ternational Labour Organization (ILO), Interna­tional O rganization for M igration (IOM ), World

H e a lth  O rg a n iza tio n  (W H O ), U n ite d  N atio n s H ig h  C o m m issio n e r for R e fu g ee s (U N H C R ), U nited N ations International C hildren’s Emer­g en cy  Fund (U N IC E F ), O rg a n isa tio n  for E co ­nom ic Co-operation and Developm ent (OECD), European Institu te o f Gender Equality  (EIGE), etc.).Crucial support and an effective solution to the data challenge was the establishm ent o f the N ation al SD G  Statistical P latform  in A rm en ia, w ith a structure and content based on SD G  tar­gets and indicators.The Platform was developed by the Statistical Com m ittee o f Arm enia (SCA) w ith the support o f the U N  P op u lation  Fund (UNFPA) A rm enia Country O ffice. It is m aintained by the SC A  in close cooperation w ith relevant state agencies, civil society organizations and the private sector. It conforms with the UN Fundamental Principles o f O fficial Statistics.Efforts were also dedicated to im proving sec­torial data, for example, related to migration and development [2]. This way, priorities of Arm enia on  M ig ra tio n  and D e v elo p m e n t (M & D ) were identified  via broad-based discussions am ong g o v ern m e n ta l, civic and in te rn a tio n a l stak e ­ho ld ers. M eth o d o lo g y  for data co llectio n  was developed and discussions were initiated by State M igra tio n  Service , S C A  and Prim e M in iste r ’s O ffic e . U N IC E F  and U n ite d  N a tio n s D e v e lo p ­m ent Program m e (UNDP) jo in tly  w ith the SC A  have supported the development of child-related SDG baseline indicators (both international and nationalized) w ith appropriate levels o f d isag ­gregation. The dataset identifies gaps in data on children and identifies ways of data collection to make up for these gaps (both through survey and administrative data), thus creating a monitoring system for child rights in the context o f SD Gs.
AzerbaijanT he G o v e rn m e n t o f A z e r b a ija n , th ro u g h  its published V N R  in 2019,4 is com m itted to taking lessons learned in to  accou nt for the planned next phases o f SD G  lo caliza tio n  as w ell as im ­plem en tation  at large. A zerbaijan  called upon the international com m unity to support these e ffo rts  th ro u g h  d ire ct S D G  fu n d in g  m e c h a ­4 V o lu n ta r y  N a tio n a l R eview , A z e r b a ija n , 2019. U R L : h t t p s :/ / s u s t a in a b le d e v e lo p m e n t .u n .o r g / c o n t e n t /  documents/23411AZERBAIJAN_VNR_Report.pdf
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n ism s, sh a rin g  best in te r n a tio n a l p ra ctice s , b u ild in g  e ffe c tiv e  p a rtn e rsh ip s , a d d re ssin g  c h a lle n g e s , d e v e lo p in g  c a p a c itie s  and p la t­form s o f significant im portance for the Repub­lic o f A zerbaijan  in order to  achieve the SD Gs by 2030.The V N R  highlighted progress concerning:• the enablin g environm ent, in clud in g n a ­tional ownership o f SDGs;• participation and awareness raising;• n ation alization  o f global SD Gs and prior­itizin g relevant targets and indicators thereof;• m ainstream ing o f SD Gs into the national developm ent agenda;• in te g ra tio n  o f three d im en sion s o f su s­tainable developm ent;• “Leaving no one behind” principle;• institutional m echanism s;• s tru c tu ra l issu e s  and im p le m e n ta tio n  tools and resources.In the fram e o f the V N R , A zerbaijan n atio n ­alized  SD G s and p rioritized  17 SD G  g o a ls , 88 targets and 119 indicators based on joint work with public institutions as well as a series of con­sultations w ith the civil society, business com ­m unity, youth and international organizations.The preparation o f the V N R  was led  b y  the M inistry  o f Econom y (MoE) o f the Republic o f A zerbaijan, w hich also serves as the secretariat o f the National Coordination Council on Sustain­able Developm ent (NCCSD) (Fig. 1). The review was conducted in close collaboration w ith N C ­CSD  SD G  W orking Groups com posed o f tech n i­cal experts and representatives o f various state in stitu tio n s, as w ell as academ ia, civil society organizations, the private sector, youth organi­zations, international partners and think tanks.A lso , four them atic W orking Groups were es­tablished under the umbrella o f the National C o­ordination Council for Sustainable Development (NCCSD) and have formed a collective approach to n ot o n ly  h o ld in g  exten sive discussions on SDGs but also ensuring the alignment of the state socioeconomic programs and strategies with the SDGs. These four SDG Working Groups: (i) social, (ii) econom ic, (iii) environm ent, and (iv) m o n i­toring, are also responsible for providing policy advice to decision makers to better m ainstream , im plem ent, m onitor and report on the progress m ade on SD G s. A zerbaijan also identified SD G accelerators w ith the assistance o f the U nited

Fig. 1. Interaction towards achieving the SDGs

Source: compiled by the authors.Nations M ainstream ing, Acceleration and Policy Support (MAPS) m ission led by UNDP.O n February 14, 2018, a broad consultation w orkshop was con d u cted  on the n a tio n a liz a ­tion of SDGs with the participation o f the UNDP R egional Bureau for Europe and the C om m on ­wealth of Independent States, the UNDP office in A zerbaijan, the M inistry o f Econom y, the heads of the UN specialized agencies’ country offices in A zerbaijan, as well as the head and representa­tives o f the working groups on SDGs [3].In addition, a letter o f agreem ent was signed between the FAO and the Centre for Development Research o f the University o f Natural Resources and Life Sciences, V ienn a (BOKU) for the im ple­m entation o f the project “ Supporting capacity development in implementing Sustainable Devel­opm ent Goals in A zerbaijan” in Decem ber 2017 as part o f the FAO’s support to the Governm ent o f Azerbaijan for im plem entation o f the SDGs.Other players identified through the VN R are the ID E A  P ublic U n io n , the U N IC E F  O ffice  in A zerbaijan and the State Statistics Com m ittee (SSC) o f the Republic o f Azerbaijan.It is worth noting that in the frame of the VNR, there is a call for establishing a U N  Database of N a tio n al SD G  Focal P oin ts to fa cilita te  direct contact and dialogue at a national, regional and g lob al le v el. The lau n ch  o f th is database was
10 rbes.fa.ru
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planned for the” 2019 high-level political forum”, where countries would be presenting V N Rs.
BulgariaThe V N R  published in 2020,5 analyzes and iden­tifies the areas o f progress and challenges and proposes p ossible  so lu tio n s for a ll 17 G o a ls , taking into account econom ic, social and envi­ronm ental indicators o f particular im portance to Bulgaria.Based on the V N R , the cou n try  has to find strong com petitive advantages in order to pro­m ote sustainable econom ic growth and, at the same tim e, prevent leaving behind certain social groups. In order to make progress by 2030, a bal­ance, integration and synergy are sought between a high value-added economy, a circular economy and a social/solidarity econom y, as well as the appropriate integration of the three dimensions o f sustainable developm ent in Bulgaria.The V N R  outlines the progress on the m ost im portant indicators related to poverty and in ­eq u ality  redu ction , as w ell as the care for the most vulnerable in the fields of education, health and social protection . It also presents various exam ples that in Bulgaria, all stakeholders who have declared the UN SDGs as their commitment are working to achieve them at the local, national, regional and global levels.The focus will be on public policies on educa­tion , poverty, integrated regional developm ent, better m an agem en t o f the agricultu ral sector and natural resources, enhancing the com peti­tiveness o f the econom y and strengthening the institutional environm ent, energy security and better transport con n ectivity  [4, 5]. The priori­ties form ulated w ithin  this period are related to the p oten tia l for econom ic grow th and the necessity for the effective fun ction in g o f public sector safeguards in term s o f social in clu sion  and com bating poverty.The three main strategic goals are: accelerated econom ic developm ent, dem ographic upsw ing and reduction o f inequalities. The N ational D e­velopment Programme BULGARIA 2030 outlines 13 national priorities in five developm ent areas (axes). T heir im p lem e n ta tio n  w ill con tribute to  the a ch iev e m e n t o f  the U N  S D G s. The R e-5 Voluntary National Review, Bulgaria, 2020. URL: https://sustaina- bledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/26290VNR_2020_Bul- garia_Report.pdf

view  also ou tlin es the relation  betw een some o f the key priorities set out in the Governm ent’s Programme for the Republic o f Bulgaria for the period 2017-2021 and the U N  SDGs.For the purpose o f track in g  and review ing individual G o a ls , the V N R  uses data from  the N ational Statistical Institute and statistical bod­ies, other public institutions and agencies (Social Assistance Agency, A gency for Persons with D is­abilities, etc.), international organizations and agencies, as well as by informal surveys of young people, business and the private sector. The VNR uses the statistical inform ation available as of January 31, 2020.It is worth noting that the National Statistical Institute launched M onitorstat — a w eb-based platform  for tracking SD G progress, containing all indicators o f the E urostat SD G  fram ew ork and m u ltip le  indicators from  the g lo b al SD G  framework.M oreover, for the purpose o f the V N R , the Ministry of Foreign Affairs o f the Republic o f Bul­garia has taken action to collect relevant informa­tion  from  governm ental institutions and other stakeholders on policies and activities related to the im plem entation o f the U N  SD Gs, as well as on individual indicators. A lso , a wide range o f stakeholders was consulted: an online survey o f non-governm ental organizations through the database o f the B ulgarian  N on -G o vern m en tal Organisations (NGO’s) Information Portal; focus groups with business representatives; individual interviews with trade union representatives. The VN R also contains the results of an online survey o f Bulgarian Youth Delegates to the UN.
GeorgiaIn 2020 Georgia published the 2nd V N R 6 on the im p lem e n ta tio n  o f SD G s and expressed co m ­m itm ent to further advance the 2030 Agenda.The SDGs are o f utm ost importance for Geor­gia as th e y  are for the people w orldw ide. The Governm ent o f Georgia has adopted a N ational Docum ent on the Im plem entation o f the SDGs outlining targets and m ilestones for each o f the 17 Goals. Furthermore, the country m anaged to strongly embed Agenda 2030 goals, targets, and indicators into the national policy planning sys­6 Voluntary National Review, Georgia, 2020. URL: https://sustain- abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/26390VNR_2020_ Georgia_Report.pdf
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tem  as well as to ensure that the governm ent’s policies and priorities are designed to fulfill the core pledge — “to leave no one behind”.O ver the past years, G eorgia has m ade s ig ­n ifica n t socio-econ om ic progress. A s a result, G eorgia has been  elevated from  low er-m iddle to upper-m iddle incom e countries by the World Bank classification. Despite regional econom ic shocks, the country m anaged to sustain stable econom ic developm ent w ith an average annual GDP growth rate of 5% during the last three years.Georgia pays special attention to the increas­ing quality and accessibility o f education, health­care and social services, w hich are the key com ­ponents for achieving sustainable developm ent and improving the well-being of citizens [6]. Edu­cation is one of the key priorities, and the coun­try has m ade significant progress in reform ing general education and developing demand-based higher and professional education to reduce the existin g sk ills-m ism atch  problem  in the labor market. To improve health and w ell-being of the citizens, the ground-breaking Universal H ealth Care (UNC) program  was introduced, enabling full access to healthcare services for each citizen. The Government o f Georgia attaches the highest importance to building strong, transparent, and accountable state institutions — the foundation and pre-requisite for sustainable developm ent.Despite all this progress, it is well recognized that there are still social, economic, environmen­ta l, and in stitu tio n al ch allen g es, and effort is needed to find the best possible solutions based on evidence and analysis.The key co o rd in atio n  b o d y for im p lem e n t­ing the national SD G targets is the Sustainable Developm ent Goals Inter-Agency Council (SDG Council), chaired by the Head o f the Adm inistra­tion  o f the Governm ent o f Georgia. Since 2015, the A dm inistration  o f Governm ent o f Georgia has led  the n a tio n a liza tio n  and coord in ation  process o f the SD G s. The Council has four th e ­m atic working groups:• Social Inclusion;• Econom ic Developm ent;• Su sta in a b le  E n ergy and E n v iro n m en tal Protection;• Dem ocratic Governance.The Council engages stakeholders from  the p u b lic , c iv il, in te rn a tio n a l, academ ic and p ri­vate sectors in its w orking groups. The P olicy

Plann in g U nit o f the Policy Plann in g and Coor­dination D epartm ent at the A dm inistration  of Government of Georgia serves as the secretariat to the SD G Council. That unit also monitors the im plem entation o f the national SDGs through a special electronic system.
GreeceGreece published the latest V N R  in 2018.7 The eight Greek N ational Priorities for the SDGs en­com pass all 17 SD G s, and reflect, in a balanced and integrated m anner, the three dim ensions o f sustainable developm ent [7]. They include:• Fostering com petitive, innovative and sus­tainable economic growth (linked to SDGs 8, 9);• P ro m o tin g  fu ll e m p lo ym en t and decen t work for all (linked to SD G 8);• A d dressin g poverty and social exclusion  and providing universal access to quality health care services (linked to SDGs 1, 2, 3);• Reducing social and regional inequalities and ensuring equal opportunities for all (linked to SDGs 5, 10);• Providing high -q u ality  and inclusive edu­cation (linked to SD G 4);• Strengthening the protection and sustain­able m an agem ent o f natural capital as a base for social prosperity and tra n sitio n  to a low - carbon econom y (linked to SDGs 6, 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15);• Building effective, accountable and tran s­parent institutions (linked to SDGs 16, 17). E n ­h a n cin g  open, p articipatory, dem ocratic pro­cesses and prom oting partnerships (linked to SDGs 16, 17).The General Secretariat o f the Governm ent (GSG) and its Office of Coordination, Institutional, In tern atio n al and European A ffairs  (O C IIE A ), in particular, is responsible for m onitoring and coord in atin g  the n atio n al im p lem en tatio n  o f the SDGs (Fig. 2).The H ellen ic Statistical A uthority  (ELSTAT), as coordinator of the Hellenic Statistical System (ELSS) aims at the production on a regular basis o f  o ffic ia l sta tistics  w ith  the targ et o f  en su r­in g and con tin u ou sly  im proving th eir quality. ELSTAT is also responsible for ce rtify in g  the statistics o f the ELSS authorities and organiza-7 Voluntary N ational Review, Greece, 2018. URL: https://sus- tainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19378Greece_ VNR_Greece_2018_pdf_FINAL_140618.pdf
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Fig. 2. Governance and inter-Ministerial Coordination Scheme in Greece for achieving the SDGs

Source: compiled by the authors.tio n s . T his delivers m ore direct coordination  and ensures the quality  o f o fficia l statistics in the country. ELSTAT has conducted three rounds to id en tify  the data required for the SD G s. At the same tim e, the ELSS is in close cooperation w ith the custodian agencies either to  provide data or to validate the proposed m ethodology and data.According to the V N R , priority is given to the developm ent o f an Entrepreneurship O bserva­tory that will collect, process and analyze data on the business econom y and will allow for a more systematic and effective control o f the market, as well as the assessm ent o f proposed and applied legislative and non-legislative interventions, in order to achieve the required coordination among services of different m inistries.
MoldovaIn its first V N R , published in 2020,8 the Repub­lic o f M oldo va aim ed to  m ap p rogress, c h a l­le n g e s, and o p p ortu n ities w ith  regard to  the im plem entation o f the SD Gs. At the same tim e, assessing to what extent im plem entation o f the SD Gs is on track w ill enable possible solutions8 Voluntary National Review, Moldova, 2020. URL: https://sustain- abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/26346VNR_2020_ Moldova_Report_English.pdf

to be identified , thereby accelerating progress in the areas that have fallen  behind.In the course of im plem enting the 2030 A gen­da, the Republic o f Moldova was one o f the first countries to n ationalize (in 2016) and then  re ­vise (in 2019) a n ational set o f SD G  indicators [8]. Both processes were designed to assess the relevance o f each indicator and then to classify th e m . The criteria considered w hen m apping the global indicators and id en tify in g  n ational ones that are relevant for the nationalized SD G targets include:a. the relevance of the indicator in the context o f the nationalized target;b . the  existen ce o f a reliable p rim ary data source;c. the indicator is clearly formulated and does not create am biguities;d. the indicator meets quality criteria such as coherence, accessibility, accuracy and availability o f m ethodology for calculation.In 2019, specialists from the National Bureau o f Statistics revised the SD G  indicators in con ­sultation w ith national data providers to assess the degree of availability of the nationalized SDG indicators and their level o f compliance with the global list o f SD G indicators and the proposed international calculation m ethodologies.
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Source: compiled by the authors.The V N R  was conducted follow ing an Action Plan approved by the Governm ent o f the Repub­lic o f M oldova under the supervision o f a Joint Steering Com m ittee, including representatives from  the presidency, parliam en t, governm ent, central and local public authorities, civil society, private sector, press and academ ia.The V N R  was drafted w ith analytical and in ­fo rm atio n al support from  the m in istries and other public authorities, United Nations agencies and the N ational Bureau o f Statistics, w ith the later supplying the statistics needed to assess progress. The State  C h a n ce lle ry  coordinated  the process.In 2018, after a round of complex consultations with policymakers, line ministries, public institu­tions, private organizations, civil society and de­velopment partners, and an online questionnaire, a n ational report was developed to inventorize the data system in the country. Its overall objec­tive was to assess the availability o f data and the institutional m odernization capacity needed to im plem ent the 2030 Developm ent Agenda.The produced document recommends that ac­tions are taken at national level to achieve data

revolution. Citizens and civil society need to be empowered with more responsibility and to be in­volved in decision-m aking processes. In addition, the num ber o f official statistics data producers should be increased. A t the same tim e, form al and professional education and data literacy are absolutely necessary to enable the development o f skills and allow efficient and fu ll use o f data 
(Fig. 3).
Republic o f North MacedoniaSin ce its  in d e p e n d e n ce  in 1991, th e  R e p u b ­lic o f N orth  M aced o n ia  has m ade sig n ifica n t p rogress tow ards su sta in a b le  d e v e lo p m e n t and the rational use o f natural resources. This process was guided by the fundam ental values enshrined in its con stitu tion , legal framework and stra teg ic  p o licy  d o cu m en ts such as th e  N a tio n a l D e v elo p m e n t P la n  2 0 0 7 -2 0 0 9 , N a ­tio n a l Strategy  for Su stain ab le  D evelop m en t 2009-2030, Strategy for Regional Developm ent 2009-2019, etc. In 2015, the governm ent reaf­firmed its com m itm ent to sustainable develop­m ent by pledging “to leave no one behind” and agreeing to im plem ent the 2030 Agenda.
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In 2018, the Governm ent o f the Republic o f N orth M acedonia, through the N ation al C o u n ­cil for S u sta in a b le  D e v e lo p m e n t, reaffirm ed  th e  c o m m itm e n t to  im p le m e n t th e  U n ite d  N a tio n s A ge n d a  2030. The N a tio n a l C o u n cil for Su sta in a b le  D ev elo p m en t id e n tifie d  SD G  1, S D G  4, S D G  8, S D G  13 and S D G  16 as five  priority goals for the period 2018-2020, based on priority activities and m easures defined in the governm ent program m e (2017-2020) and the five pillars o f the U nited N ation s D evelop ­m ent A ssistan ce P lan  (UNDAF) for the period 2016-2020.North Macedonia’s existing policy framework addresses a num ber o f aspects o f sustainable development, while the Rapid Integrated Assess­m ent conducted in 2019 assessed the alignm ent o f 83% w ith the overall Agenda.The first Voluntary National Review for North M acedonia, presented in 2020, is an im portant document prepared with joint effort and fruitful collaboration of m ultiple stakeholders. It evalu­ates the performance of the country in terms of the Agenda 2030. Some o f the entities involved and the collaboration s th a t were p u t forward towards the production o f the first V N R  for the Republic o f N orth M acedonia are:• Civil Society O rganizations (CSO)• Representatives from the academ ia, cham ­bers of com m erce, civil society and government• The Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development and the Swedish Embassy• The Youth Forum /Consultation.To achieve the 2030 Agenda and address chal­lenges, the Government of the Republic o f North M acedonia w ill con tin ue stren gthen in g its in ­stitutions and partnerships, thus creating the enabling conditions for prosperity and sustain­ability for the present and future generations.The S ta tistica l O ffic e , sp e cifica lly  the U n it for Business R egistry and Structured Business S ta tis tic s , is the  fo ca l p o in t for the co u n try . M oreover, th e  U N D P -N o r th  M a ce d o n ia  su p ­ports the governm ent in b u ild in g an inclusive society — where everyone has access to services and can p articip ate  in m aking d ecision s th at a ffect their lives. Support involves developing hum an and in stitu tio n al capacities, providing know ledge, dem onstrating solu tion s, bu ild in g p a rtn e rsh ip s , and ra is in g  fu n d s for d e v e lo p ­m en t.

RomaniaRom ania published its V N R  in 2018,9 * focusing on SD G  6, SD G 7, SD G 11, SD G  12, SD G  15 and SD G 17.Romania has been a very active member of the U N  Open Ended W orking Group on elaborating the SDGs, as well as member of the Board of the 10-Year Framework o f Programs on Sustainable Consum ption and Production Patterns (for two mandates).Su stain ab le  D ev elo p m en t in R om an ia  is a shared resp o n sib ility  betw een the In te r-m in ­isterial Com m ittee for the Coordination o f the In tegration  o f En vironm en tal P rotection  into Sectoral Policies and Strategies at the N ational Level (Inter-m inisterial Com m ittee) led by the Vice Prime Minister, Minister of Environment and the Department for Sustainable Development, led by a State Counsellor, under the Prime-Minister’s Office.In September 2017, the Inter-ministerial Com ­mittee decided that the V N R  is conducted by the Secretariat o f the Inter-m inisterial Com m ittee (Unit for Sustainable D evelopm ent o f the M in ­istry  o f En vironm en t), estab lish in g  a drafting open working group, that comprises all ministries and institutions, civil society representatives and academia.The G overn m en t o f R om an ia, th rou gh  the Government Decision No. 313/2017, established a Departm ent for Sustainable Developm ent that coordinates all activities on the im plem entation o f the 17 SDGs at national level.In  breaking the silo approach and effective im plem entation o f the 2030 A genda and its 17 SDGs, the ownership of SDGs is not dealing with one person or organization. A ll m inistries and institution s, all civil servants from  central and local governments, decision makers, and members o f parliam ent should be part o f the im plem enta­tion process [9].Rom ania has passed through the process o f updating its Sustainable Developm ent indicator set — an essential part o f both the National Sus­tainable Developm ent Strategy and the A ction P lan , w hich seeks to build  upon the form er by havin g a more specific, in-depth , character. To achieve this, the Department collaborates closely9 Voluntary National Review, Romania, 2018. URL: https://sustain-abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19952Voluntary_Na- tional_Review_ROMANIA_with_Cover.pdf
15

https://sustain-abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19952Voluntary_Na-tional_Review_ROMANIA_with_Cover.pdf
https://sustain-abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19952Voluntary_Na-tional_Review_ROMANIA_with_Cover.pdf
https://sustain-abledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19952Voluntary_Na-tional_Review_ROMANIA_with_Cover.pdf


Review of Business and Economics Studies

with the National Institute of Statistics by bridg­ing both the United N ations’, and the European U nion’s indicator sets to choose the right indica­tors to address Rom ania’s specificities.There are three issues th at the D epartm ent encountered while revising Rom ania’s National Sustainable D evelopm ent Strategy, w hich pre­sents a learning experience for other countries w hich are currently considering ways o f incor­porating the SD Gs in their respective national frameworks. These are: involving all segm ents o f society, having experts and a robust m onitor­ing system.As stated in the V N R , the elaboration o f the Third Environmental Performance Review (3rd EPR) of Romania would start in 2019, carried out by the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) experts’ mission in Romania. This process will substantially contribute to the localization of the SDGs, focusing on the environmental dim en­sion of sustainable development. The 3rd EPR was estimated to be completed in 2020. Thus, future submissions of the Voluntary National Reviews of Romania are expected in 2023 and 2029.
Russian FederationThe Russian Federation subm itted its first V o l­un tary N atio n al Review  (V N R )10 on the im p le­m entation o f the 2030 Agenda in 2020.The V N R  was the first o fficia l docum ent de­signed to evaluate the state and the progress in the achievem ent o f SDGs in Russia. The Review was carried o u t b y  the A n a ly tic a l C e n te r  for the Governm ent o f the R ussian  Federation by establishing 17 them atic working groups — one for e ach  S D G . T hese g rou p s in c lu d e d  rep re ­sentatives o f the legislative branch, federal and regional executive bodies, m u n icip al au th o ri­tie s , the  Central Bank o f R ussia , developm ent in s t itu t io n s , c iv il so c ie ty  o r g a n iz a tio n s , re ­search organizations, as well as representatives from  the business com m unity. M ore th an  200 experts and more than 100 organizations have p a r tic ip a te d  in  th e  p re p a ra tio n  o f  th e  V N R . The draft Review  as w ell as its chapters have been subject to open public expert discussions. Furtherm ore, m ost SDGs are currently present in the m ain strategic and program  docum ents10 V o lu n t a r y  N a t io n a l  R e v ie w , R u s s ia , 2 0 2 0 . U R L : h t t p s :/ / s u s t a in a b le d e v e lo p m e n t .u n .o r g / c o n t e n t /  documents/26421VNR_2020_Russia_Report_Russian.pdf

adop ted  in R u ssia . The o n g o in g  12 n a tio n a l projects have an actual focus on achieving the SD Gs [10, 11].The preparation of the VN R made it possible:• to  involve a w ide range o f stakeholders in the process o f discussion on the docum ent;• to  e sta b lish  a fru itfu l d ialo gu e betw een the state, civil society, business and academ ia;• to  s tu d y  an d  ta k e  on b o ard  d iffe r e n t  opin ion s on the SD G s, ensure the broad p u b­lic interest in the im plem en tation  o f the 2030 A genda and the SD G s;• to conduct in -d ep th  analysis o f the co n ­siste n cy  betw een n a tio n a l g oals and th e  o b ­jectives o f the 2030 A genda and the SD Gs and evaluate the interim  results o f the progress in their im p lem en tation .A ccording to the V N R , Russia focuses its e f­forts on four aspects:(i) support for the poor (econom ic aspect);(ii) support for people w ith disab ilities (so­cial aspect);(iii) e lim in a tio n  o f in e q u a lity  betw een d if­ferent regions (territorial aspect);(iv) support for indigenous and small peoples (national dim ension).Moreover, the Russian Federation has shown tangible progress for each of the individual SDGs. A m ong the m ost successful are: SD G 1 “Poverty E radication ”, SD G  4 “ Q u ality  E d u cation ”, SD G 8 “D ecent Work and Econom ic Grow th” . At the same tim e, a num ber o f targets in certain areas have yet to  be achieved by the jo in t efforts o f the state, business and the public.In order to m onitor SD G s, the Federal State Statistic Service processes statistical in form a­tio n  on SD G s in the R u ssian  Fed eration , and the com plete database is available on the web p o rta l11 in the subsection “ Su stainable D e v el­opm ent G o a ls” .The Russian Federation has shown positive results for each SGD  in recent years:• SD G  1 “ N o P o v erty ” : In 2018, th e  share o f the p o p u la tio n  w ith  an incom e below  the poverty line am ounted to 12.6%.• SD G 2 “ Zero H unger” : In 2018, the preva­lence o f m aln utrition  fell to 1.6%. M eanw hile, acu te  food in s e c u r ity  to u ch e d  o n ly  0.3% o f the Russian pop ulation . 11
11 Sustainable Development Goals. URL: https://rosstat.gov.ru/sdg
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• S D G  3 “ G o o d  H e a lth  and W e ll-B e in g ” : In 2019, the m o rta lity  rate decreased to  12.3 (per 1,000 people) com pared to  2015 (13.0) and 2010 (14.2). Life expectancy at birth has a steady upward trend (72.91 years in 2018 com ­pared to 71.39 in 2015).• S D G  4 “ Q u a lity  E d u c a t io n ” : In  2018, g ro ss e n ro lm e n t ra tio  in  p re p a ra to ry , s e c ­ondary and higher education program m ers in Russia was 99.9%.• SD G  5 “ Gender E q u a lity ” : In 2019, labor- fo rce  p a r tic ip a tio n  a m o n g  w om en  rea ch e d  55.45% (am ong m en — 70.6% ), th e  e m p lo y ­m en t rate was 52.9% (67.3% — for m en ), the  u n e m p lo y m e n t ra te  w as 4.4%  (4.8%  — for m en). A ccordin g to  the assessm en t o f U nited  N atio n s D evelop m en t Program  (U N D P), R u s­sia has a very h igh  H um an D evelopm ent index rate , w herein the hu m an  develop m en t index for w om en was equal to  or higher th an  the in ­dex for m en (0.823 against 0.808 in 2017).• SD G  6 “ C lean  W ater and S a n ita tio n ” : In 2018, 90.3% o f ho u seh old s had a cen tralized  w ater sup p ly  (+3.6% a g a in st 2014), 77.4% o f th e  p o p u la tio n  had access to  ce n tra lize d  or individual sewerage (+4.4 against 2014).• SD G  7 “A ffordable and C lean  Energy” : In 2018, 100% o f th e  p o p u la tio n  had access to  e le c tric ity , 86% o f the h o u seh old s were pro­vided w ith h e a tin g . By 2018, energy in ten sity  decreased by 12% w ith R u ssia ’ s G D P  grow ing by 14%.• S D G  8 “ D e c e n t  W o rk  a n d  E c o n o m ic  G r o w th ” : D u rin g  th e  r e p o r tin g  p e r io d , an a cce le ra tio n  o f  G D P  grow th rate (from  0.2% in 2016 to  2.3% in 2018) and an in crease  in th e  p o p u la tio n  incom e (real average m o n th ­ly  w ages o f  em plo yees in creased  by 0.8% in 2016) were observed.• SD G  9 “ In d u strialization , Innovation and Infrastructure” : Freight turnover for all tran s­port m odes in R u ssia  in creased  by 10.3% in 2015-2018 (to 5,635 b illio n  ton -k m ). P assen ­ger turnover for a ll typ es o f pu blic tran sport also rose by 12.1% to 593.6 passenger-km .• SD G  10 “ Reduced In e q u a litie s” : In 2018, th e  G in i c o e ffic ie n t  (in com e c o n ce n tra tio n  index) for R u ssia  w as 0.413 (0.421 in 2010; 0.412 in 2015).• S D G  11 “ S u s ta in a b le  C it ie s  and C o m ­m u n itie s ” : The H o u sin g  A ffo r d a b ility  In d ex

in cre ase d  in  2 0 0 6 -2 0 1 8  by 128% in R u ssia . M oreover, the  average con cen tration  o f m ain p o llu t a n t s  in  R u s s ia n  c it ie s  d e c re a se d  by 2018.• SD G  12 “ R esp o n sib le  C o n su m p tio n  and P ro d u ctio n ” : In 82% o f th e  R u ssian  citie s in w hich the population exceeds 100,000 people, the  in frastru ctu re  for separate co lle ctio n  fa ­cilitie s  has been created , and in 2019, 18.5% o f the country’s citizens had access to this in ­frastructure (2.5 tim es m ore th an  in 2018).• SD G  13 “ C lim a te  A c tio n ” : T he G o v e rn ­m en t o f th e  R u ssia n  F e d era tio n  approved a reso lu tio n  on a d o p tin g  th e  Paris A greem en t on Se p tem b e r 21, 2019. G ree n  fin a n c in g  is s t ill  d e v e lo p in g ; R u ssia  b e ca m e  one o f  th e  c o u n tr ie s , w h o se  c o m p a n ie s  issu e d  g re e n  bonds in 2018.• S D G  14 “ L ife  B elow  W a te r” : R u ssia  in ­crea se d  th e  to ta l su rfa ce  area o f  s p e c ia lly  protected natural territories o f federal sign ifi­cance th at belong to the m aritim e space (from 10.9 m illio n  hectares in 2016 to  18.9 m illio n  h e cta re s  in  2018). T h e b io d iv e r s ity  o f  f is h  found in coastal m arine w aters has increased s ig n if ic a n t ly  (from  400 sp e cie s  in  2015 to  1,500 species in 2018).• S D G  15 “ L ife  on L a n d ” : T he su rface  o f sp e cia lly  protected n atural territories (w ith­out con sid erin g  m arine areas) o f  fed e ra l, re ­g io n a l and lo c a l s ig n ific a n c e  in c re a se d  to  218.2 m illio n  hectares in 2015-2018.• S D G  16 “ P e a ce , Ju stic e  and S tro n g  I n ­s titu tio n s ” : From  2015 to  2018, th e  num ber o f  crim es in v o lv in g  v io le n t  a cts  d ecre a sed  by 33.1% in th e  R u ssian  F e d era tio n , and the num ber o f registered crim es again st the per­son decreased by 1.4 tim es.• SD G  17 “ Partnership for the G o a ls” : Fed­eral b u d g et e xp en d itu re  c la ss ifie d  by O E C D  m e th o d o lo g y  as o ffic ia l d ev elo p m en t a s s is ­tance reached alm ost $ 1 b illion  in 2018.The 2030 A g e n d a  im p le m e n ta tio n  is c o n ­tin uin g even in em ergency tim es. Russia makes every effort to contain the COVID -19 pandemic and provides medical assistance and healthcare for those who need it in the country as w ell as abroad . The g o v ern m en t im p lem e n ts a w ide range o f m easures to  m in im ize  the n egative  im p a ct o f  the q u ara n tin e  on  the p o p u la tio n  and business.
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SerbiaSerbia p u b lish e d  its V N R  in 2 0 1 9 .12 T he Ser­bian governm ent established six strategic path­ways for growing into sustainability:• C o n n ect, partner and integrate Serbia in Europe and the world;• Achieve faster, inclusive and sustainable growth based on econom ic, scientific and in n o­vation resources;• Render efficient and effective public ser­vices;• Prom ote hum an rights and security;• Education for the tw enty-first century;• Transformative digitalization .In grow ing into sustainability, Serbia needs assistan ce  th ro u g h  an in creased  scope o f  in ­vestm ents, know ledge and skills, technologies and special partnerships for the developm ent o f a generically sustainable, carbon-neutral cir­cular agricultu re and in d u stry  o f sustain able m a teria ls , te ch n o lo g ic a l p rocesses, products and services, in clu d in g  services in the fin a n ­cial sector, esp ecia lly  enco uraging individual entrepreneurship and m u ltip lication  o f m icro, sm all and m ed iu m -sized  enterprises in these two fun dam en tal productive sectors o f the fu ­ture for w hich opportunities have already been created through the digitalization o f the neces­sary activities and strengthened connectivity of the country through the rehabilitated transport, energy, and com m unications infrastructure [12].The Inter-M inisterial W orking Group for the Im p lem en tatio n  o f  the 2030 A gen d a (IM W G) coordinates the work o f all m inistries and state institutions. The partnering endeavor of the Sec­retariat for Public Policy in mapping the National Strategic Framework against the SDGs resulted in the Serbia and the 2030 A gen da docu m ent. The Statistical O ffice o f the Republic o f Serbia d ilig e n tly  m aps, produces or collects relevant n atio n a l indicators to m easure S D G  progress credibly.Since the beginning of im plem entation of the A genda 2030, the U N  Country Team , European U n ion  and the W orld Bank in the Republic o f Serbia cooperated w ith the government and the IM W G , providing support ‘ ’ in  p olicy  p lan n in g, m onitoring and evaluation’ ’.12 Voluntary National Review, Serbia, 2020. URL: https://sus- tainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/23471Serbia_ VNR_Report_2019_final.pdf

The key obligation taken over by the UN Coun­try Team to Serbia under the agreem ent to  sup­port the Governm ent o f the Republic o f Serbia in ‘’policy planning, m onitoring and evaluation’ ’ for A gen da 2030 was delivered by the actions o f the U N  Country Team in Serbia on planning, p rep aration  and o rg an izin g  the im p le m e n ta ­tion  and reporting. The m ission consisted of 21 international experts from  U N  agencies, funds and programs (UNDP, U N ICEF, U N ESCO , UNECE, U N FPA, ILO , Office o f the U nited N ations H igh Com m issioner for Hum an Rights (OHCHR), U N ­H C R , W HO), and regional offices, including also the Delegation of the EU to Serbia and the World Bank Office in the Republic o f Serbia.M oreover, the “ SD G s for A ll” P latfo rm  has been supported by the Swiss and German govern­ments and is being im plemented by the German organization for international cooperation — GIZ, within the project “Public Finance Reform — 2030 A g e n d a ” is d irectly  coordinated  by six p ro m i­nent Serbian civil society organizations selected through a com petitive process.
TurkeyIn 2019, the country published its 2nd V N R  re­port.13 The V N R  determ ines areas to be focused on for each goal and exam ines the targets in a system atic approach. The analysis reveals that m ost targets have d irectly  or in d ire ctly  been incorporated in policy docum ents, and the le g ­is la tio n  provides an adequate fram ew ork for im plem en tin g SD G s. Furtherm ore, on an in sti­tutio nal scale, it has been determ ined that the resp o n sib ilities  o f the in stitu tio n s in Turkey, w hich were specified in policies and legislation, have been fu lly  align ed w ith SD Gs [13]. U pon reviewing the projects, the gaps and challenges in im plem entation have been determ ined.In the overall context o f SD Gs, Turkey stands at an advanced level, particularly in respect o f policies, strategies and legislation, while there is room  for im provem ent in practices and pro­jects. To m onitor progress, Turkey has assigned responsibilities for 218 SD G indicators to differ­ent M inistries, and a Sustainable Developm ent Indicators Set com prised o f 83 indicators was pu blished b y  the Turkish Sta tistica l In stitu te13 Voluntary National Review, Turkey, 2019. URL: https://sus- tainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/23862Turkey_ VNR_110719.pdf
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(TURKSTAT) in 2019. A n overview of progress in this VNR proposes that SDG 1, SDG 3, SDG 6, SDG 7, SD G 9 and SD G 11 stand out as goals towards w hich sign ifican t progress has been  achieved. W hile there is progress on other SD G s, it is re­quired to accelerate efforts to address gaps in im p lem e n ta tio n  and increase q u ality . In  this respect, there is a need to enhance financial and technical capacities for some o f the goals.Immediately after the adoption of Agenda 2030, Turkey designated the responsible and relevant institutions for the 218 indicators that apply to Turkey, and in February 2019, the Turkish Sta­tistical Institute published the SD G Indicators Set, comprised o f 83 indicators. W hile the ratio of produced indicators is higher for SDG 3, SDG 7 and SDG 9, further work is needed for SDG 1, SDG 2, SDG 12, SDG 13 and SDG 14 indicators. The VNR preparation, the current situation and gaps were identified under the supervision of the Presidency o f Strategy and B udget (PSB) under the P resi­dency as the coordinating institution, and future steps and recom m endations were elicited in a transparent procedure by local adm inistrations, the private sector, N G O s and academ ia.In addition, a N ational Sustainable D evelop­m ent Goals (SDGs) Best Practices database was developed as a continuous application. W ith the system , 400 practices by public and private sec­tors, academ ia, N G O s and m u nicipalities were collected in the first phase.Moreover, the United Cities and Local Govern­ments (UCLG) formed a working group named the Global Taskforce of Local and Regional Govern­m ents w ith a view to transpose SDGs at a local level and integrate them  into policies. The Work­ing Group aim s to b u ild  a bridge betw een the U N  and the local adm inistrations. U C LG  brings to g eth e r all lo cal a d m in istratio n s across the world under the same um brella. One of nine sec­tions of U CLG , nam ely the Middle East and West A sia  Section  (U CLG-M EW A), is headquartered in Istanbul.
UkraineThe country V N R  was published in 2020.14A n inclusive process o f the SDGs adaptation, which was tailored to the national development14 V o lu n ta r y  N a t io n a l  R e v ie w , U k r a in e , 2020. U R L : h t t p s :/ / s u s t a in a b le d e v e lo p m e n t .u n .o r g / c o n t e n t /  documents/26295VNR_2020_Ukraine_Report.pdf

context, resulted in a national SDGs system con­sisting of 86 national targets with 183 monitoring indicators.The M in istry  for D evelopm ent o f Econom y, Trade and Agriculture o f Ukraine (MDETA) in iti­ated the establishm ent of an Inter-Agency Work­ing Group (IAWG) on SDGs and four expert groups for the VN R preparation (for four main them atic areas — econ om ic, en viron m en tal, social and institutional).The groups in clu d ed  le a d in g  experts from  m inistries, executive authorities, the N ational A cadem y o f Sciences o f U kraine, M . V . Ptukha Institute for Dem ography and Social Studies of the N a tio n al A cad em y o f Sciences o f U kraine, the UN Resident Coordinator’s Office in Ukraine, U N ICEF in U kraine, U N ID O , U N  W om en, W H O , and o th er U N  a gen cies in U k rain e , m em bers o f the U N  Global Com pact Netw ork in U kraine, specialists from  an aly tica l centres and N G O s , including the Ukrainian Centre for Social Reforms,O. Yaremenko Ukrainian Institute for Social Re­search, etc. The groups were w orking publicly, which enabled consideration o f a broad range of public opinions. MDETA performed functions of the technical secretariat o f the VN R preparation, including as a coordinator o f the consultation process.The Inter-Agency Working Group on the SDGs performed the functions of coordination, quality control, and approval o f decisions (MDETA acted as the te c h n ic a l secretariat and m ain  im p le ­m ented [14]. MDETA initiated the establishment o f expanded them atic work (expert) groups for four m ain areas: econom ic (SDG 2, SD G 8, SD G 9, SD G  12); environm ental (SDG 6, SD G 7, SD G 13, SDG 14, SDG 15); social (SDG 1, SDG 3, SDG 4, SD G 10); and institutional (SDG 5, SD G 11, SDG 16, SD G 17) [15].The SD G  targets have been incorporated in 162 governm ental regulatory legal acts (4,300 planned actions). In March 2020, the new Cabinet o f Ministers adopted its Programme, reaffirming the com m itm ent to  the SDGs [16].
Results and discussion 

Analytic presentation o f the SDGs reported 
by the UNThe U N  provides an overview  o f  th e  w orld ’ s im p lem en tation  efforts to  achieve the 17 Su s­ta in a b ility  D ev elo p m en t G o a ls , h ig h lig h tin g
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Fig. 4. Number of implemented UN indicators per country

Source: compiled by the authors.the m ain areas o f progress and where more ac­tions are required. In our analysis, we provide an overview o f the reporting efforts according to  the U N  and based on th e  proposed in d ic a ­tors since in official statistics, countries track indicators o f the U N  Sustainable D evelopm ent G oals and n atio n al indicators. Specifically , as seen in Fig. 4, the num ber o f im plem ented UN indicators is described for each country.A cco rd in g  to Fig. 4, on  average, 81% o f all in d icators m o n ito red  b y  cou ntries in  o ffic ia l statistics coincide w ith the indicators formed by the UN. The average level o f standard deviation betw een the set o f m onitored indicators o f dif­ferent countries under each SD G  is about 15%, w hich indicates a predom inant iden tity  in the sets o f core SD G  indicators th at are calculated by countries. Fig. 5 describes the standard devia­tio n  (alignm ent index) for the d ifferen t SD G s, w hile Table provides the specific percentages o f U N  SD Gs indicators reported by each cou n ­try. As seen in Fig. 4, Georgia is reporting the largest num ber o f U N  indicators w hile N orth M aced o n ia  the low est. M ost cou ntries report less th an  100 indicators, w hile their reporting patterns seem  to be aligned (Fig. 5 and Table) m o stly  for SD G s 3 (Good H ealth  and W e ll-B e ­ing), 4 (Quality Education), 8 (Decent Work and Econom ic Grow th) and 16 (Peace, Ju stice and Strong In stitu tion s).

SDGs according to the National Statistic 
AuthoritiesA t th e  sam e tim e , in  som e ca ses , in d ica to rs  d iffe r ; m o st o fte n , th e re  are d iffe re n ce s  in le v e ls  o f  d e ta ilin g  (d is a g g r e g a tio n ) , w h ich  can com plicate the creation o f a consolidated database. For exam ple, the indicator declared by the U N  im plies the ca lcu la tio n  of data d is­aggregated  by sex, age and persons w ith  d is ­a b ilitie s ; in  tu rn , a sim ilar  in d ica to r  can be ca lcu la te d  by one o f th e  cou n tries e. g . ,  o n ly  by sex, e tc . P re d o m in an tly  ty p ica l for the in ­dicators o f the R epublic o f Turkey and the R e­public o f M oldova. A  sign ifican t num ber o f UN indicators are n ot tracked by cou ntries w hen calcu latin g  officia l statistics. A rm enia has the sm a llest share o f U N  in d icato rs th a t are n ot counted (Fig. 5).

ConclusionAs the results o f the study show, there are sig­n ifican t deviations betw een the reporting pat­terns by each country, not only when it com es to  the indicators prom oted by the U N  but also w hen it com es to  n atio n a lly  prom oted in d ica ­tors.Despite the fact that a significant part o f the indicators presented by each o f the countries coincides w ith the indicators form ed by the U N , even am ong them , there may be differences, due
20 rbes.fa.ru
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Fig. 5. Number of non-implemented UN indicators

Source: compiled by the authors.to w hich the com parison o f data w ill be signifi­cantly complicated or even impossible. As noted above, one o f the m ost com m on type o f differ­ences is the discrepancy betw een the levels o f detailing (disaggregation) o f the indicator, as a result o f w hich system atization o f data for the

corresponding indicator will possibly be present­ed only by the level o f detailing (disaggregation) for all countries [17].A lso , a feature o f the system o f goals and in ­dicators o f sustain able developm ent is th a t a num ber o f indicators in the U N  system  are for­
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mulated in relation to the international (global) level; subsequently , such indicators are lo c a l­ized by each country at its n ational level. This feature m ainly does not lead to the em ergence o f different variations o f a single indicator and differences in its calculation [18].A  problem  for conducting a deeper analysis w ill be that national indicators practically can ­not be correlated and/or systematized with each other due to the fa ct th a t such indicators are

introduced by countries to reflect a specific situ­atio n  ( i .e ., th ey  are n ot presented am ong the indicators o f other countries) [19, 20].The differences in the lists and sets o f m oni­tored indicators of the 13 countries, as well as the differences in the monitoring of official statistics on the Sustainable D evelopm ent G oals, create a num ber o f potential risks and problem s that m ay arise in the process o f con d uctin g a com ­prehensive analysis.
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