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IDEA AND METHODOLOGY OF THE EXPERT
SURVEY
The first five-year phase of the Sustainable Development Goals (hereinafter –
SDGs) program implementation is coming to an end, and its results are important
for achieving the social, economic and environmental development rates of
humankind according to the identified 17 key benchmarks by 2030. Ukraine, like
other UN member states that have joined the UN General Assembly Resolution Plan
of Action “Transforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development”
[1], is faced with a topical question of whether all stakeholders are succeeding in our
state “to take bold and transformative steps that are absolutely necessary in order
to bring” Ukrainian society “on the trajectory of sustainable and steady
development” [2].
It is “expert decision-making technologies that underlie ... foresight and
scenario analysis”, they are important in “problem solving – optimal observation of
a group of goals” [3], so they are better suited to solving the problems of this study.
The summarized materials presented in the report “Ukraine 2020: Results of
The Sustainable Development Goals Achievement” are based on the data of the
formal survey of experts conducted by the Center of Public Governance and Law
with the advisory support of regional coordinators of the UNDP Sustainable
Development Goals Programe in Ukraine in the first half of May 2020 with the help
of the questionnaire “Ukraine 2020: The Sustainable Development Goals
Achievement”, which contains 17 issues.
The methodological basis of the study is an expert analysis to identify the
most important aspects of the current situation and problems in achieving SDGs in
Ukraine through the use of knowledge and experience of the experts.
The number and composition of the group of experts in our study was
determined taking into account the complexity of the issue under study, the
heterogeneity of the experts’ composition, the survey method and so on. As a
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result, 27 experts were involved in the survey – the characteristics of the group of
experts are presented in tables (1-4) and figures (1-4).
Distribution of respondents. As shown in table 1 and in fig. 1, the survey
presents more expert opinion of women experts on sustainable development. This
can be a sign, on the one hand, of greater attention and, consequently, greater
involvement of women in scientific, educational, social and other activities of a
balanced social, economic, environmental and institutional development, also
designed to take care of future generations. On the other hand, women make up
the majority in the educational, scientific, private and public structures of the
middle level of administration, within which they work on the formation of
proposals and implementation of tasks for the implementation of public policy to
achieve the SDGs of Ukraine-2030.
Table 1
№
1.
2.

Distribution of respondents by gender (persons)
Gender
male
female

Persons
5
22

Fig. 1. Distribution of respondents by gender (% of respondents)

Educational level of respondents. The expertise of the persons involved in
the survey ensures their high educational level: 25% - Doctors of Sciences, 21% Candidates of Sciences (Doctors of Philosophy), 50% - have a Master's degree
(Table 2; Fig. 2).
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Table 2
№
1.
2.
3.
4.

Educational level of experts (persons)
Education
Bachelor
Master
Candidates of Sciences (Doctors of Philosophy)
Doctors of Sciences

Persons
1
14
6
7

Fig. 2. Educational level of experts (% of respondents)

Place of residence of respondents. Geographically, the opinion of experts
from the city of Kyiv (37%), Kyiv (~ 15%), Donetsk (11%), Lviv (7%) and Khmelnytskyi
(7%) oblasts is the most represented in the study. The survey also reflects the
assessments of experts from Vinnytsia, Odesa, Rivne, Sumy, Kherson, Cherkasy and
Chernihiv regions (Table 3; Fig. 3).
Table 3
№
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
Total

Geography of experts’ representation (persons)
Place of residence
Donetsk oblast
Kyiv oblast
Lviv oblast
Odesa oblast
Rivne oblast
Sumy oblast
Kherson oblast
Khmelnytskyi oblast
Cherkasy oblast
Chernihiv oblast
City of Kyiv
6

Persons
3
4
2
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
10
27

Fig. 3. Geography of experts’ representation (% of respondents)

Professional status of respondents. According to their professional affiliation,
the expert group included coordinators of the Sustainable Development Goals
Program in the regions of the UN Development Program in Ukraine (22%), teachers
of higher education institutions (approximately 22%) and researchers (about 18%),
equally represented experts from private and the public sector (15% each). The
opinion of public servants and local self-government officials was also reflected in
the survey.
Table 4
№
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Professional status of respondents (persons)
Professional status
regional coordinator of the UNDP Sustainable Development Goals
Program in the regions in Ukraine
teacher of higher education institution
researchers
private entrepreneur
public expert
local self-government official
public servant

7

Persons
6
6
5
4
4
1
1

Fig. 4. Professional status of respondents (% of respondents)

The program of the expert survey has mainly a conceptual direction - the
measurability for the set of features of the SDGs is ensured by putting into the
questionnaire the questions aimed at obtaining information about Ukraine's
progress in achievement of the SDGs on the following parameters:
– seventeen main goals and national tasks of the SDGs Program of Ukraine;
– four groups of SDGs (social, environmental, economic, institutional);
– six areas of major transformations as modular components of the
achievement of the SDGs (according to the methodology of SDSN – a Global
Initiative of United Nations) [4; 5].
The report provides tabular and graphical information with the survey results
of the experts, structured in the following main areas:
– progress in achieving the SDGs of Ukraine-2030;
– forecast for the achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine-2030;
– efficiency of the public administration measures to achieve the SDGs of
Ukraine-2030;
– effectiveness of the economic component fulfilment of the SDGs of Ukraine;
– the effectiveness of the social component fulfilment of the SDGs of Ukraine;
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– the effectiveness of the environmental component fulfilment of the SDGs of
Ukraine;
– the degree of involvement and influence of various institutions on the
achievements of the SDGs of Ukraine;
– barriers to the implementation of the SDGs of Ukraine.
The conclusions to the report present the author's interpretation of the key
results of the study and summarize information for public authorities and local selfgovernment bodies responsible for the formation and implementation of
sustainable development policy in Ukraine at the national, sectoral and local levels.
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PROGRESS IN ACHIEVING THE SDGs
OF UKRAINE-2030
In your opinion, has Ukraine made progress in achieving the SDGs in the first
five years? Choose one answer.
Table 5
№
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Ukraine’s progress in achieving the SDGs in the first five years (persons)
Progress in achieving the SDGs
has success in achieving all the SDGs
has success in achieving most of the SDGs
has some success in achieving about half of the SDGs
has success in achieving less than half of the SDGs
has no success in achieving the SDGs
difficult to answer

Persons
0
4
9
12
1
1

Fig. 5. Ukraine’s progress in achieving the SDGs in the first five years (% of respondents)

Which of the components of sustainable development, in your opinion, is
developing more, and which is less successful? Rate from 1 to 4.
Table 6
Successfulness of the sustainable development components (persons)
1 — least
2 — less
3 — more
4 — most
successful
successful
successful
successful
Economic
6
13
8
0
Environmental
9
12
5
1
Social
0
15
11
1
Institutional
7
8
9
3

Sphere

10

Fig. 6. Successfulness of the sustainable development components (persons)
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FORECAST FOR ACHIEVEMENT OF THE SDGs
OF UKRAINE-2030
How do you assess the forecast for achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine by
2030? Choose one answer.
Table 7
№

Forecast for achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine by 2030(persons)
Forecast for achievement of the SDGs
Most of the goals and targets will be achieved in 2030.
About half of the goals and targets will be achieved in 2030.
Less than half of the goals and targets will be achieved in 2030.
Ukraine will have problems achieving its goals and targets by 2030.

Persons
3
10
4
10

Fig. 7. Forecast for achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine by 2030(% of respondents)

Rate the extent to which individual SDGs can be achieved in 2030, given the
current situation on a scale of 1 to 5.
Table 8
Opportunity to achieve individual SDGs in 2030 given the current situation (persons)
3 — medium 4 — high level 5 — very high
Goal
1—
2 — very
of opportunity
level of
impossible to
difficult to
level of
opportunity to
to achieve
opportunity
achieve
achieve
to achieve
achieve
Goal 1. No
1
11
10
5
0
Poverty
Goal 2. Zero
0
1
13
12
1
Hunger
Goal 3. Good
0
10
11
6
0
Health and
Well-being
Goal 4. Quality
0
4
12
10
1
Education
12

Goal 5. Gender
Equality
Goal 6. Clean
Water and
Sanitation
Goal 7.
Affordable and
Clean Energy
Goal 8. Decent
Work and
Economic
Growth
Goal 9.
Industry,
Innovation,
and
Infrastructure
Goal 10.
Reducing
Inequality
Goal 11.
Sustainable
Cities and
Communities
Goal 12.
Responsible
Consumption
and Production
Goal 13.
Climate Action
Goal 14. Life
Below Water
Goal 15. Life
On Land
Goal 16. Peace,
Justice, and
Strong
Institutions
Goal 17.
Partnerships
for the Goals

0

2

14

6

5

1

9

12

4

1

1

5

13

6

2

0

8

13

5

1

0

8

14

4

1

3

12

7

4

1

0

2

14

9

2

0

10

12

4

1

2

14

7

3

1

2

13

7

4

1

2

9

13

2

1

2

8

12

4

1

1

2

7

13

4

13

Fig. 8.1. The greatest opportunity to achieve individual SDGs in 2030, given the current
situation (% of respondents)

Fig. 8.2. The biggest difficulties in achieving the SDGs in 2030, given the current situation
(% of respondents)
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EFFICIENCY OF PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION
MEASURES TO ACHIEVE THE SDGs
OF UKRAINE -2030
Rate the efficiency of public administration measures to achieve each of the
SDGs (5 to 1).
Table 9
Efficiency of public administration measures to achieve the SDGs (persons)
Goal
5 — maximum 4 — high level 3 — moderate
2 — low
1 — very low
efficiency
of efficiency
efficiency
efficiency
efficiency
Goal 1. No
0
2
9
9
7
Poverty
Goal 2.
0
4
15
6
2
Zero
Hunger
0
3
10
11
3
Goal 3.
Good
Health and
Well-being
Goal 4.
0
7
8
7
5
Quality
Education
Goal 5.
0
6
12
7
2
Gender
Equality
0
1
10
14
2
Goal 6.
Clean
Water and
Sanitation
0
2
10
10
5
Goal 7.
Affordable
and Clean
Energy
Goal 8.
0
1
10
12
4
Decent
Work and
Economic
Growth
0
2
8
11
6
Goal 9.
Industry,
Innovation,
and
Infrastruct
ure
15

Goal 10.
Reducing
Inequality
Goal 11.
Sustainable
Cities and
Communiti
es
Goal 12.
Responsibl
e
Consumpti
on and
Production
Goal 13.
Climate
Action
Goal 14.
Life Below
Water
Goal 15.
Life On
Land
Goal 16.
Peace,
Justice, and
Strong
Institutions
Goal 17.
Partnership
s for the
Goals

1

2

6

11

7

0

7

12

6

2

0

2

9

12

4

0

1

5

13

8

0

0

4

17

6

0

0

4

19

4

0

2

9

11

5

0

6

8

11

2
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EFFECTIVENESS OF THE ECONOMIC
COMPONENT FULFILMENT OF THE
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT OF UKRAINE
Please identify five key tasks of the SDGs with the most progress (column on
the left) and five key tasks of the SDGs with the least progress (column on the
right) on the economic component of Ukraine’s sustainable development.
Table 10.1
Targets of sustainable economic development goals: the greatest progress and the least progress

(persons)
Targets

Index of agricultural products, % (SDG2)
Ensure the creation of sustainable food production systems that
contribute to the preservation of ecosystems and gradually
improve the quality of land and soil, primarily through the use of
innovative technologies (SDG2)
Increase the energy efficiency of the economy (SDG7)
Ensure sustainable GDP growth through modernization of
production (SDG8)
Increase the growth of technology exports (SDG8)
Increase the efficiency of production on the basis of sustainable
development and development of high-tech competitive industries
(SDG8)
Create institutional and financial opportunities for self-realization
of the potential of the economically active part of the population
and development of the creative economy (SDG8)
Develop high-quality, reliable, sustainable and affordable
infrastructure based on the use of innovative technologies (SDG9)
Promote the accelerated development of high- and medium-tech
sectors of the processing industry (SDG9)
Create a financial and institutional system (innovation
infrastructure) that will ensure development of scientific research
and scientific and technical (experimental) developments (SDG9)
Ensure development of settlements and territories on the basis of
integrated planning and management with public participation
(SDG11)
Ensure development and implementation of local development
strategies aimed at economic growth, job creation, tourism
development, recreation, local culture and local production
(SDG11)
Reduce the resource intensity of the economy (SDG12)
17

5 targets: 5 targets: the
the greatest least progress
progress
20
1
5
16

13
4

9
18

4
4

15
16

9

11

6

14

2

17

2

18

15

6

20

4

6

14

Table 10.2
Targets of sustainable economic development goals: the greatest progress (% of respondents)
Targets
% of respondents
Index of agricultural products, % (SDG2)
74
Ensure development and implementation of local development strategies
74
aimed at economic growth, job creation, tourism development, recreation,
local culture and local production (SDG11)
Ensure development of settlements and territories on the basis of
56
integrated planning and management with public participation (SDG11)
Increase the energy efficiency of the economy (SDG7)
48

Fig. 9.1. Targets of sustainable economic development goals: the greatest progress
(% of respondents)
Table 10.3
Targets of sustainable economic development goals: the least progress (% of respondents)
Targets
% of
respondents
Create a financial and institutional system (innovation infrastructure) that will
66,7
ensure development of scientific research and scientific and technical
(experimental) developments (SDG9)
Ensure sustainable GDP growth through modernization of productions (SDG8)
66,7
Promote the accelerated development of high- and medium-tech sectors of the
63,0
processing industry (SDG9)
Increase the efficiency of production on the basis of sustainable development
59,2
and development of high-tech competitive industries (SDG8)
Ensure the creation of sustainable food production systems that contribute to
59,2
the preservation of ecosystems and gradually improve the quality of land and
soil, primarily through the use of innovative technologies (SDG2)
Increase the growth of technology exports (SDG8)
55,5
Develop high-quality, reliable, sustainable and affordable infrastructure based
51,8
on the use of innovative technologies (SDG9)
Reduce the resource intensity of the economy (SDG12)
51,8
18

Fig. 9.2. Targets of sustainable economic development goals: the least progress
(% of respondents)
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EFFECTIVENESS OF THE SOCIAL COMPONENT
FULFILMENT OF THE SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT OF UKRAINE
Please, identify five key tasks of the SDGs with the greatest progress in
achievement (column on the left) and five key tasks of the SDGs with the least
progress in achievement (column on the right) on the social component of
sustainable development in Ukraine.
Table 11.1
Targets of the sustainable social development goals: the greatest progress and the least
progress (persons)
Targets
5 targets: the
5 targets: the
greatest
least progress
progress
Poverty reduction (SDG1)
4
17
Social support for the poor (SDG1)
8
8
Ensure the availability of a balanced diet (SDG2)
9
5
Reduce food price volatility (SDG2)
4
5
Reduce premature mortality by a quarter, in particular
3
15
through the introduction of innovative approaches to
diagnosing diseases (SDG3)
Reduce serious injuries and deaths due to road accidents
5
8
(SDG3)
Reform health care system financing (SDG3)
11
9
Ensure access to quality school education for all children and
17
3
adolescents (SDG4)
Ensure access to quality preschool development for all
12
3
children (SDG4)
Ensure access to vocational education (SDG4)
11
3
Improve the quality of higher education and ensure its close
1
8
connection with science, promote the formation of
education and science cities in the country (SDG4)
Create conditions for inclusive learning (SDG4)
14
4
Lifelong learning (SDG4)
6
3
Eliminating gender inequality (SDG5)
8
1
Overcoming domestic violence (SDG5)
3
9
Empowerment of women (SDG5)
3
4
Boost employment rate (SDG8)
6
8
Promote a safe and secure work environment for all workers
3
7
(SDG8)
Ensure accelerated income growth for the poorest 40
3
9
percent of the population (SDG10)
Pursue equity and transparency pension reform (SDG10)
2
7
20

Make housing affordable (SDG11)
Ensure conservation of cultural and natural heritage with the
involvement of the private sector (SDG11)
Reduce the prevalence of violence (SDG16)
Increase the identification of victims of trafficking and all
forms of exploitation (SDG16)
Increase trust in the judiciary and ensure equal access to
justice (SDG16)
Improve the efficiency of public authorities and local selfgovernment bodies activity (SDG16)
Strengthen social sustainability, promote peace and public
security (conflict and post-conflict resolution) (SDG16)
Develop partnerships between government and business to
achieve the SDGs (SDG17)

2
4

8
5

3
2

4
3

3

10

7

5

4

3

7

3

Table 11.2
Targets of the sustainable social development: the greatest progress (% of respondents)
Targets
% of
responde
nts
Ensure access to quality school education for all children and adolescents (SDG4)
62,9
Create conditions for inclusive learning (SDG4)
Ensure access to quality preschool development for all children (SDG4)
Reform health care system financing (SDG3)
Ensure access to vocational education (SDG4)

51,8
44,4
40,7
40,7

Fig. 10.1. Targets of the sustainable social development: the greatest progress (% of
respondents)
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Table 11.3
Targets of the sustainable social development: the least progress (% of respondents)
Targets
% of
respondents
Poverty reduction (SDG1)
62,9
Reduce premature mortality by a quarter, in particular through the introduction
55,5
of innovative approaches to diagnosing diseases (SDG3)
Increase trust in the judiciary and ensure equal access to justice (SDG16)
37,1
Reform health care system financing (SDG3)
Overcoming domestic violence (SDG5)
Ensure accelerated income growth for the poorest 40 percent of the population
(SDG10)

33,3
33,3
33,3

Fig. 10.2. Targets of the sustainable social development: the least progress (% of respondents)
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EFFECTIVENESS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL
COMPONENT FULFILMENT OF THE
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT OF UKRAINE
Please, identify five key targets of the SDGs with the greatest progress (column
on the left) and five key targets of the SDGs with the least progress (column on the
right) on the environmental component of Ukraine’s sustainable development.
Table 12.1
Targets of the sustainable environmental development goals: the greatest progress and the
least progress (persons)
Targets
5 targets: the
5 targets: the
greatest
least progress
progress
Ensure the availability of quality services for the supply of safe
11
14
drinking water, construction and reconstruction of centralized
drinking water supply systems using the latest technologies
and equipment (SDG6)
Increase water efficiency (SDG6)
13
8
Introduction of sustainable energy supply based on the
17
5
introduction of innovative technologies (SDG7)
Ensure diversification of primary energy supply (SDG7)
11
10
Reduce waste generation and increase recycling (SDG12)
8
16
Limit greenhouse gas emissions in the economy (SDG13)
9
12
Reduce marine pollution (SDG14)
5
13
Ensure sustainable use and protection of marine and coastal
4
11
ecosystems (SDG14)
Ensure conservation, restoration and sustainable use of
8
8
terrestrial and inland freshwater ecosystems (SDG15)
Promote sustainable forest management (SDG15)
9
12
Restore degraded lands and soils using innovative technologies
5
16
(SDG1)
Table 12.2
Targets of the sustainable environmental development: the greatest progress
(% of respondents)
Targets
% of
respondents
Introduction of sustainable energy supply based on the introduction of
62,9
innovative technologies (SDG7)
Increase water efficiency (SDG6)
48,1
Ensure the availability of quality services for the supply of safe drinking water,
40,7
construction and reconstruction of centralized drinking water supply systems
using the latest technologies and equipment (SDG6)
Ensure diversification of primary energy supply (SDG7)
40,7
23

Fig. 11.1. Targets of the sustainable environmental development: the greatest progress
(% of respondents)
Table 12.3
Targets of the sustainable environmental development: the least progress (% of respondents)
Targets
% of respondents
Reduce waste generation and increase recycling (SDG12)
59,2
Restore degraded lands and soils using innovative technologies (SDG1)
59,2
Ensure the availability of quality services for the supply of safe drinking
water, construction and reconstruction of centralized drinking water
supply systems using the latest technologies and equipment (SDG6)
Reduce marine pollution (SDG14)
Limit greenhouse gas emissions in the economy (SDG13)
Promote sustainable forest management (SDG15)
Ensure sustainable use and protection of marine and coastal ecosystems
(SDG14)

51,8

48,1
44,4
44,4
40,7

Fig. 11.2. Targets of the sustainable environmental development: the least progress
(% of respondents)
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DEGREE OF INVOLVEMENT AND INFLUENCE
OF DIFFERENT INSTITUTIONS
ON ACHIEVEMENT OF THE SDGs OF
UKRAINE
Determine the degree of influence of various institutions for the period
2015-2020 on the achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine.
Table 13
Degree of influence of the activities of various institutions for the period 2015–2020 on the
achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine (persons)
Institutions
Biggest impact Significant impact Minor impact
Minimum
impact
Government and
8
8
8
3
executive bodies
Local self-government
3
13
10
1
bodies
Business organizations
1
11
11
3
NGOs
8
16
3
0
Scientific institutions
3
14
9
1
Educational
3
12
10
2
institutions
International
14
12
1
0
organizations
Media
3
11
11
2
Other (please, specify)
3
4
6
13

Fig. 12. Degree of influence of the activities of various institutions for the period 2015–2020 on
the achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine (% of respondents)
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How do you assess the effectiveness of the government's actions in 20152020 on key transformations for sustainable development in our country?
Table 14
Effectiveness of the government's actions in 2015-2020 on key transformations for sustainable
development in our country (persons)
Government's actions
Significant
Moderate
Minor
Hard to say
Education, gender and
8
10
7
1
inequality
Health, well-being and
2
9
14
1
demographics
Decarbonization of
1
8
15
2
energy and sustainable
industry
Sustainable nutrition,
1
7
14
4
land and nature
management
Sustainable cities and
7
11
8
0
communities
Digital revolution for
5
17
4
0
sustainable development

Fig. 13. Effectiveness of the government's actions in 2015-2020 on key transformations for
sustainable development in our country (% of respondents)

In your opinion, are the various participants sufficiently involved in the
development and implementation of policies to achieve the SDGs?
26

Table 15.1
Degree of involvement of various participants in the development and implementation of
policies to achieve the SDGs (persons)
Participants
Enough involved
Insufficiently
Difficult to answer
involved
NGOs
11
14
1
Local authorities
9
16
1
Media
3
22
1
Scientific institutions
8
17
1
International organizations
22
4
0
Population
0
22
4
Other participants (specify)
1
7
18
Table 15.2
Degree of involvement of various participants in the development and implementation of
policies to achieve the SDGs (% of respondents)
Organisations
Enough involved,
Insufficiently
Difficult to answer,
%
involved, %
%
NGOs
40,7
51,9
3,7
Local authorities
33,3
59,3
3,7
Media
11,1
81,4
3,7
Scientific institutions
18,5
63
3,7
International
81,4
14,8
0
organizations
Population
0
81,4
14,8
Other participants
3,7
26
66,7
(specify)

Fig. 14. Degree of involvement of various participants in the development and implementation
of policies to achieve the SDGs (% of respondents)
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BARRIERS TO THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE SDGs IN UKRAINE
In your opinion, what are the main barriers to the implementation of the
SDGs in Ukraine?
Table 16
Barriers to achieving the SDGs in Ukraine (persons)
Barriers
Major obstacle
Influential
Minor
obstacle
obstacle
Imperfection of legislation
7
13
6
Lack of a systematic state
14
8
4
policy on the SDGs
Insufficient emphasis in
10
14
2
governance on achievement
of the SDGs
15
9
1
Insufficient awareness of
the importance of achieving
the SDGs for all public
players
Lack of political leadership
12
9
5
in the implementation of
the SDGs
8
16
1
Lack of communication and
involvement of the public,
media and local authorities
in the implementation of
sustainable development
policy
Lack of financial resources
9
13
3
Insufficient / false data and
6
11
7
statistics
Lack of awareness among
10
12
2
politicians
Lack of awareness among
12
10
3
people
Low quality of sustainable
7
12
4
development infrastructure
Low institutional capacity of
14
9
1
state institutions
War in eastern Ukraine
9
8
5
COVID-19
2
15
8
Other (please, specify)
1
1
1
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Difficult to
answer
0
0
0

0

0

1

1
2
2
1
2
1
3
1
12

Fig. 15. Barriers to achieving the SDGs in Ukraine (% of respondents)

What, in your opinion, will be the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the
achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine by 2030?
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Table 17
Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the achievement of the SDGs of Ukraine (persons)
Impact
Social
Ecological
Economic
Institutional
Positive, despite the
7
8
0
6
current crisis, it will
accelerate the
implementation of most
SDGs in the long run
Mixed - the current crisis
4
5
10
5
will both speed up and
slow down the
achievement of the SDGs
Negative, the current crisis
6
4
11
5
will slow down the
implementation of most
SDGs in the long run
Difficult to answer
4
3
1
7
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CONCLUSIONS
Assessing the results of the expert survey, we can draw the following
conclusions for public authorities and local self-government bodies:
1.

Considering

Ukraine's

progress

in

achieving

the

sustainable

development goals as a whole, most experts are inclined to believe that: 1) Ukraine
is successful in achieving less than half of the SDGs (37% of experts); 2) in Ukraine
there will be problems with achieving the goals and targets by 2030 (37% of
experts).
2.

Analysing the answers of the experts on the efficiency of work on the

sustainable development components, it should be noted that success of these
components is interrelated and it is difficult to distinguish the advantages of one
component over another. However, if we evaluate the parameters of the answers
“most successfully” and “more successfully”, the highest indicators belong to the
social component (44.4%). In our opinion, this may be due to a significant share of
budget expenditures in the social sphere, as well as rather high indicators of “higher
education and training” in the Global Competitiveness Index of Ukraine. But if we
take into account the answers of experts on the greatest success, here the leader is
the institutional development (although only 11% of experts say so). This, in turn,
may be due to changes in the system of public administration and reforms of
decentralization and law enforcement.
3.

Regarding forecasting the achievement of the SDGs in 2030: if we take

into account the trend of monitoring traits (indicators) defined in the National
Report, and the results mentioned in the Monitoring Report 2019, we generally see
positive trends in these quantitative indicators. However, if we carry out a
qualitative analysis and compare it with developed European countries, the
implementation of SDGs in Ukraine can be assessed as slow. Among the goals that
will be difficult to achieve, experts have identified: Goal 1. No poverty (40,7% of
experts); Goal 3. Good health and well-being (37,03% of experts); Goal 6. Clean
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Water and Sanitation (33,3% of experts); Goal 10. Reducing inequality (44,4% of
experts); Goal 12. Responsible consumption and production(37,03% of experts);
Goal 13. Climate action (51,8% of experts); Goal 14. Life below water (48,1% of
experts). Thus, despite the fact that experts consider the social component to be
quite successful, such success is still insufficient and does not show significant
qualitative changes. There are also problems with achieving some environmental
goals, which, in our opinion, is due to the fact that environmental problems in
Ukraine in the first decade of independence were not given enough attention.
4.

If we evaluate the efficiency of measures taken by the authorities, local

self-government bodies and the public to implement each of these goals, the
implementation of the targets for such purposes is at a very low level of efficiency:
Goal 1. No poverty (25,9% of experts); Goal 10. Reducing inequality (25,9% of
experts); Goal 13. Climate action (29,6% of experts); Goal 14. Life below water
(22,2% of experts). This clearly correlates with the most problematic goals identified
by experts.
5.

Analysing the gaps and “bottlenecks” related to the achievement of the

SDGs of economic direction, we note that the experts have identified the following
tasks that have the least progress today and the implementation of which should be
given an increased attention, namely:
-

to ensure sustainable GDP growth based on modernization of

production (SDG8) (66,6% of experts). For example, according to the State Statistics
Service in 2019, only 13.8% of industrial enterprises out of the total number of
industrial enterprises introduced innovations (products and/or technological
processes)1;
-

to create a financial and institutional system (innovation infrastructure)

that will ensure the development of research and scientific and technical
(experimental) developments (SDG9) (66,6% of experts);
1

Introduction of innovations at industrial enterprises. URL: http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/
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-

to promote the accelerated development of high- and medium-tech

sectors of the processing industry (SDG9) (62,9% of experts). In 2019, according to
the State Statistics Service data, the number of new technological processes and
units introduced into production is 2318 units, the number of types of innovative
products (goods, services) introduced in the reporting year is 2148 units2;
-

to ensure the creation of sustainable food production systems that

contribute to the preservation of ecosystems and gradually improve the quality of
land and soil, primarily through the use of innovative technologies (SDG2) (59,2% of
experts);
-

to increase the efficiency of production on the basis of sustainable

development and the development of high-tech competitive industries (SDG8)
(59,2% of experts).
6.

Among the most positive trends in the targets’ implementation, the

experts noted:
-

growth of the index of agricultural products, % (SDG2) (74,1% of

experts), which is expected on the background of the development of farms,
agriculture and the growing demand for food in Ukraine and the world;
-

to ensure development and implementation of local development

strategies aimed at economic growth, job creation, development of tourism,
recreation, local culture and local production (SDG11) (74,1% of experts). Focus on
local development is a priority of the management system. Administrative and
territorial reform in Ukraine is focused on the development of ATCs (Amalgamated
Territorial Communities), their financial and socio-economic capacity
7.

Analysing the views of scholars on the implementation of the targets of

the sustainable development social sphere, we note that the least progress was
observed in the following targets:

2

Introduction of innovations at industrial enterprises . URL: http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/
33

-

No poverty (SDG1) (62,9% of experts). Despite the existence of the

Poverty Reduction Strategy by 2020, poverty rates in Ukraine are still high. This is
evidenced by the data of the State Statistics Service on indicators: population with
per capita equivalent total income per month below the statutory subsistence level,
which in 2018 was 1,8% of the total population; population with average per capita
equivalent total income per month below the actual subsistence level (27,6% of the
total population in 2018). The relative poverty is also evidenced by the structure of
household expenditures, 92% of which are consumer expenditures and 8,0% are
non-consumer expenditures. The structure of consumer expenditures is dominated
by expenditures on food and non-alcoholic beverages (47,7% of expenditures), nonfood goods and services (40,9% of expenditures), housing, water, electricity, gas and
other fuels (15,2% of expenditures)3;
-

to reduce premature mortality by a quarter, in particular through the

introduction of innovative approaches to diagnosing diseases (SDG3) (55,5% of
experts);
-

to increase confidence in the judiciary and ensure equal access to

justice (SDG16) (37,1% of experts);
-

to reform the financing of the health care system (SDG3) (33,3% of

experts) — the second stage of medical reform began on 1 April 2020 ;
-

overcoming domestic violence (SDG5) (33,3% of experts);

-

to ensure accelerated income growth for the poorest 40 percent of the

population (SDG10) (mentioned by 33,3% of experts).
8.

Regarding the goals of environmental orientation, the least progress,

according to experts, is observed for some targets:
-

to reduce waste generation and increase recycling (SDG12) (59,2% of

experts). Unfortunately, in recent years the volume of waste production in Ukraine
3

1) Differentiation of living standards. URL:
http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/operativ/operativ2007/gdvdg_rik/dvdg_u/duf2010_u.htm
2) The structure of total costs. URL:
http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/operativ/operativ2007/gdvdg_rik/dvdg_u/str_vut2010_u.htm
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has not decreased significantly (in 2014 – 355 000,4 thousand tons; in 2018 –
352 333,9 thousand tons), and the volume of their utilization has reduced (2014 –
109 280,1 thousand tons, 2018 – 103 658,1 thousand tons), which adversely affects
the environmental situation in general4;
-

to restore degraded lands and soils using innovative technologies

(SDG1) (59,2% of experts). According to the portal superagronom.com, the main
problems in Ukraine are: excessive plowing of soils, degradation of chernozem at a
tremendous rate and chemical contamination of soils5;
-

to ensure the availability of quality services for the supply of safe

drinking water, construction and reconstruction of centralized drinking water supply
systems using the latest technologies and equipment (SDG6) (51,8% of experts).
According to the State Statistics Service data in 2014, the unit length of dilapidated
and emergency water supply networks at the end of the year was 49 129,4 km, or
34,6% of the total length of water supply networks;
-

to reduce marine pollution (SDG14) (48,1% of experts);

-

to limit greenhouse gas emissions in the economy (SDG13) (44,4% of

experts);
-

to promote sustainable forest management (SDG15) (44,4% of experts).

9.

The following targets received the greatest approval in terms of

implementation: to introduce sustainable energy supply based on the introduction
of innovative technologies (SDG7) (67,2% of experts); to increase water efficiency
(SDG6) (48,1% of experts); to ensure the availability of quality services for the supply
of safe drinking water, construction and reconstruction of centralized drinking water
supply systems using the latest technologies and equipment (SDG6) (40,7% of
experts).

4

Length of dilapidated and emergency water supply networks for 2011–2014. URL:
http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/
5
The condition of Ukrainian soils is becoming a problem of ecological security of the country. URL:
https://superagronom.com/news/9421-stan-ukrayinskih-gruntiv-staye-problemoyu-ekologichnoyibezpeki-krayini
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10.

Among the institutions whose activities have the greatest impact on the

implementation of the SDGs in Ukraine, the following ones were named:
international organizations and structures (51,8% of experts); government and
executive bodies – as entities that formulate and implement various types of
policies related to sustainable development (29,6% of experts), and along with
them, according to experts, public associations have influence as well (29,6% of
experts). The following institutions are much less involved: local self-government
bodies, research institutions, educational institutions and business organizations.
If we summarize the opinions of experts, the following institutions have the
greatest influence: international organizations (this is noted by 96,3% of experts);
public organizations (according to 88,8% of experts); scientific institutions (this was
noted by 62,9% of experts); government, executive authorities and local selfgovernment bodies (59,2% of experts state this); educational institutions (55,5% of
experts believe so); Media (according to 51,8% of experts); business organizations
(this is noted by 44,4% of experts).
11.

Assessing the effectiveness of the government's actions in 2015-2020

on key transformations for sustainable development in our country (persons),
significant achievements were noted by experts in the following areas: education,
gender and inequality (81,0%), energy decarbonisation and sustainable industry
(67,0%), sustainable nutrition, land and nature management (67,0%).
12.

According to the experts, the media (81,4% of experts) and the

population (81,4% of experts) are the least involved in the implementation of SDGs.
Scientific institutions (63,0% of experts), local authorities (59,3% of experts) and
public organizations (51,9% of experts) are also insufficiently involved in the
implementation of the SDGs.
13.

Among the barriers to achieving the SDGs in Ukraine, identified by the

experts, the main obstacles to the implementation of sustainable development are:
-

insufficient emphasis in governance on the achievement of the SDGs;

insufficient awareness of the importance of the SDGs achieving for all public players;
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lack of communication and involvement of the public, media and local authorities in
the implementation of sustainable development policy (88,8% of experts mentioned
these barriers);
-

85,2% of experts drew attention to the insufficient institutional capacity

of public institutions
-

lack of a systematic state policy on the SDGs; lack of financial resources;

lack of awareness among politicians; lack of awareness among people about the
SDGs (81,5% of experts mentioned these barriers).
14.

Regarding the new challenges posed by the COVID-19 pandemic, the

impact on the economic sphere of sustainable development was identified by most
experts as negative or mixed. Instead, the impact of the pandemic on environmental
and social development was assessed by the experts more positively than
negatively. Regarding the impact on the institutional development, the experts
differed almost equally (6 experts believe that the impact of the coronavirus
pandemic is positive, 5 experts noted the mixed and negative impact of the
pandemic on the institutional development).
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TO PUBLIC AUTHORITIES AND LOCAL SELFGOVERNMENT BODIES
The key components of sustainable development, including economic growth,
social welfare and environmental protection, are equally important on the UN
Agenda for achieving the SDGs-2030 – they are interconnected and interdependent
and need to be addressed in an integrated way. In practice, this means, among
other things, the need to find trade-offs for development both within these
components and between them, provided by the relevant institutions. Therefore,
sustainable development is a continuous process of integration, balance and
compromise management.
Given the key role of the management component, the institutional
component as the central core of the pyramid of sustainable balanced economic,
environmental and social development is of great importance in the program to
achieve the SDGs-2030. Therefore, in accordance with Goal 16, fair and transparent
institutions are an important condition to achieve the SDGs. The importance of local
authorities for progress in achieving the SDGs at the local level is also growing (Goal
11 – sustainable development of cities and communities).
In Ukraine, an Interdepartmental Working Group (IWG) on coordination of
implementation processes and monitoring of the SDGs has been established to
implement and monitor the achievement of the SDGs and to fulfil the instructions of
the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. The IWG meetings approved the distribution
and appropriate consolidation of the central executive bodies on the targets of the
SDGs (Annex 1) [11].
Therefore, the materials of the expert survey presented in the report and the
generalized conclusions contain an assessment of the achieved results and reflect
the existing problems of Ukraine in achieving the SDGs. Taking into account the
opinions and indicators of the monitoring report by public authorities and local selfgovernment bodies will contribute to the definition of priority areas and
implementation of an effective public policy to achieve the SDGs of Ukraine by 2030.
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ANNEXES
Annex 1
Consolidation of the central executive bodies by the targets of the SDGs
of Ukraine-2030
Sustainable development
goals

Central authorities —
Coordinator by the Goal

Central authorities — target assigned

1. NO POVERTY (3)
2. ZERO HUNGER (4)

Ministry of Social Policy (3)
Ministry of Agriculture (4)

3. GOOD HEALTH AND
WELL-BEING (9)

Ministry of Health (9)

4. QUALITY EDUCATION (7)
5. GENDER EQUALITY (6)

Ministry of Education and
Science (7)
Ministry of Social Policy (5)

Ministry of Economic Development (1)
Ministry of Health (1)
Ministry of Environmental Policy (1)
Ministry of Economic Development (1)
State Service On Food Safety And
Consumer Protection (1)
National Police (1)
Ministry of Information Policy (1)
Ministry of Internal Affairs (1)
Ministry of Social Policy (1)

6. CLEAN WATER AND
SANITATION (5)

Ministry of Regional
Development (5)

7. AFFORDABLE AND
CLEAN ENERGY (4)

Ministry of Energy and Coal
Industry (2)

8. DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH (6)

Ministry of Economic
Development (5)

9. INDUSTRY,
INNOVATION, AND
INFRASTRUCTURE (7)

Ministry of Economic
Development (3)

10. REDUCING INEQUALITY
(5)

Ministry of Social Policy (5)

11. SUSTAINABLE CITIES
AND COMMUNITIES (6)

Ministry of Regional
Development (3)
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National Police (1)
Ministry of Health (1)
National Agency On Civil Service (1)
Ministry of Education and Science (1)
Ministry of Economic Development (1)
Ministry of Health (1)
Ministry of Environmental Policy (3)
State Agency of Water Resources (2)
State Agency for Energy Efficiency and
Energy Saving (2) Ministry of Regional
Development (1)
Ministry of Social Policy (4)
Ministry of Education and Science (2)
State Labor Service (1)
Ministry of Energy and Coal Industry (1)
Ministry of Infrastructure (4)
Ministry of Education and Science (3)
Ministry of Agriculture (1)
Ministry of Health (1)
State Service for Special
Communications (1)
Оblast, raion, city administrations (1)
Ministry of Economic Development (1)
Ministry of Culture (1)
Ministry of Information Policy (1)
Ministry of Health (1)
Ministry of Infrastructure (1)
Ministry of Social Policy (1) Ministry of
Youth and Sports (1)
Ministry of Culture (2)

12. RESPONSIBLE
CONSUMPTION AND
PRODUCTION (4)

Ministry of Economic
Development (2)

13. CLIMATE ACTION (1)

Ministry of Environmental
Policy (1)
Ministry of Environmental
Policy (2)

14. LIFE BELOW WATER (3)

Ministry of Environmental Policy (2)
Ministry of Economic Development (2)
Ministry of Internal Affairs (1)
State Emergency Service (1)
Ministry of Infrastructure (1)
Ministry of Regional Development (2)
Ministry of Energy and Coal Industry (1)
Ministry of Agriculture (3) Ministry of
Infrastructure (1)
Ministry of Environmental Policy (3)
State Agency for Energy Efficiency and
Energy Saving (1)
Ministry of Infrastructure (1)

Ministry of Regional Development (2)
Ministry of Infrastructure (1)
Ministry of Agriculture (1)
State Agency for Fisheries (1)
15. LIFE ON LAND (4)
Ministry of Environmental
Ministry of Agriculture (2)
Policy (4)
State Agency of Forest Resources (1)
16. PEACE, JUSTICE, AND Ministry of Internal Affairs (4)
Ministry of Information Policy (1)
STRONG INSTITUTIONS (9)
Ministry of Justice (1)
National Agency on Corruption
Prevention (1)
Ministry of Regional Development (1)
Ministry of Temporary Occupied
Territories (2)
State Financial Monitoring Service (1)
National Police (3)
by agreement: State Judicial
Administration (1); High Qualification
Commission of Judges (1); High Council
of Justice (1); National Anti-Corruption
Bureau (1); Security Service of Ukraine
(1)
17. PARTNERSHIPS FOR
Ministry of Economic
Ministry of Finance (1)
THE GOALS (3)
Development (2)
(Х) Number of targets in the Goal

40

MATERIALS USED
1. Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development
UN General Assembly Resolution of September 25, 2015. Seventieth session. Items
15 and 116 of the Agenda. URL: https://www.undp.org/content/dam/ukraine/
docs/SDGreports/Agenda2030_UA.pdf
2. Mohieldin M., Verbeek J. Five years into implementing the 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development: A mixed bag of achievements and remaining
challenges. URL: https://blogs.worldbank.org/voices/5-years-implementing-2030Agenda-Sustainable-Development-mixed-bag-achievements-remaining-challenges.
3. Hnatiienko H.M., Snytiuk V.Ye. Expert technologies of decision making К.:
McLaut, 2008. 444 p. https://www.academia.edu/Експертні_технології_
прийняття_рішень
4. Sachs J., Schmidt-Traub G., Kroll C., Lafortune G., Fuller G. Sustainable
Development Report 2019. New York: Bertelsmann Stiftung and Sustainable
Development Solutions Network (SDSN). URL: https://s3.amazonaws.com/
sustainabledevelopment.report/2019/2019_sustainable_development_report.pdf.
5. Sachs J., Schmidt-Traub G., Mazzucato M., Messner D., Nakicenovic N.,
Rockström J. Six Transformations to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals.
Nature Sustainability. 2019. № 2. Р. 805–814.
6. Kroll C., Warchold A., Pradhan P. Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs):
Are we successful in turning trade-offs into synergies? Palgrave Commun. 2019. №5.
Р. 140.
7. Petroye O., Fedulova L. Imperative of the management institute in
implementation of the sustainable development concept. Scientific development
and achievements: monograph. London, N1 7GU. 2018. Volume 2. P. 144–160.
8. SDG Index and Dashboards Report 2017. Global Responsibilities.
International
spillovers
in
achieving
the
goals.
URL:
https://popdesenvolvimento.org/images/noticias/2017-SDG-Index-and-DashboardsReport.pdf.
9. Sustainable Development Report 2019. Transformations to Achieve the
Sustainable Development Goals. URL: https://www.sustainabledevelopment.report.
10. National report 2017 “Sustainable Development Goals: Ukraine”. URL:
http://www.un.org.ua/images/SDGs_NationalReportUA_Web_1.pdf.
11. Sustainable Development Goals. Ukraine-2019. Monitoring report. 90 p.

41

42

43

CENTER OF PUBLIC GOVERNANCE AND LAW

UKRAINE 2020: RESULTS OF THE SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT GOALS ACHIEVEMENT

EXPERT SURVEY
REPORT

44

