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FOREWORD 

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development adopted on 25 September 2015 by the 
United Nations General Assembly envisages a sustainable future for the humankind. 
Comparing the goals and targets found in the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
with the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), we witness a more ambitious scope 
and universal coverage in the latter. SDGs are not meant only for the developing global 
South but also for the developed North. This translates into the challenges exist for both 
groups and claims serious levels of resources for the achievement of the 2030 Agenda. 

In fact, some OIC member countries have faced serious shortcomings in implementing 
the Millennium Development Agenda and needed to leave some of the MDGs 
(especially on poverty, employment, education, health and environment) to be achieved 
in the next round. It is undeniable that OIC member countries need to act in a sense of 
solidarity by sharing experiences gained from the MDGs period in order not to repeat 
the same mistakes while effectively implementing the SDGs. 

From this perspective, we need a renewed strong commitment of the member countries 
which will involve all other relevant stakeholders including civil society, private sector, 
academia and multilateral development partners to work together and bring about 
synergies towards achieving the SDGs. 

Unlike the MDGs period, the member countries and the relevant OIC fora acted timely 
to include the SDGs into their agenda. Being an important forum of the OIC, the 
COMCEC has been discussing the SDGs since 2014. In line with the relevant resolutions 
of the COMCEC Sessions that have been held in 2015 and 2016, SESRIC has been 
tasked with identifying the SDGs priorities of the OIC member countries which will 
contribute to the operational planning of the activities to be conducted concerning the 
SDGs until 2030. 

Sharing the results of the �³�7�H�Q�G�H�Q�F�\�� �6�X�U�Y�H�\�� �R�Q�� �6�'�*�� �3�U�L�R�U�L�W�L�H�V�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �2�,�&�� �0�H�P�E�H�U��
�&�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�´ following our first edition in March 2018, this October 2018 edition 
reiterates its call to the member countries to submit, if not done yet, their responses for 
the Survey to enable us to present a broader picture of the member countries priorities 
concerning SDGs. 

Amb. Musa KULAKLIKAYA  
Director General 

SESRIC 
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1 INTRODUCTION  

The twenty-first century is full of contradictions in many aspects. On the one hand, the 
technologies we developed have facilitated how we live and do business; on the other 
hand, these technologies have created new problems we have to solve. While the benefits 
of these technologies are many, humanity had to sacrifice a lot, including the 
environment we live in, which may soon be detrimental to our very survival on this 
planet. 

The United Nations Conference on the Human Environment in Stockholm in 1972 and 
the Earth Summit in Rio in 1992 were the first examples to focus on the actions to be 
taken to alleviate environmental problems and contribute to the development of the 
Global South. In year 2000, the endorsement of the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration put on the shoulders of decision-makers in developing nations the task of 
achieving the eight international development goals (MDGs) that aimed to improve the 
well-being and welfare of their countries. 

In 2015, marking another special period in international development history, the United 
Nations embarked on the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) for which all 
countries have pledged to achieve the 17 goals and 169 targets by 2030. Unlike the 
MDGs, there are challenges for both the developing and developed countries in 
implementing the SDGs �Z�K�L�F�K�� �L�Q�� �H�I�I�H�F�W�� �V�K�D�N�H�V�� �W�K�H�� �G�H�I�L�Q�L�W�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �³�G�H�Y�H�O�R�S�L�Q�J�´�� �D�Q�G��
�³�G�H�Y�H�O�R�S�H�G�´���F�R�X�Q�W�U�\.  

The implementation of SDGs will understandably be more complex for economically 
and technologically disadvantaged OIC countries that faced challenges in achieving the 
eight MDGs. In this respect, proper planning and careful consideration of the 
multidimensional interactions among the SDG targets will be critical in the 
accomplishment of SDGs. This exercise should undoubtedly involve national, regional, 
and international stakeholders, and requires pertinent prioritization of the SDGs and 
targets. 

Concurrently, discussions have been taking place in several fora at the OIC level. As a 
result of these discussions, the COMCEC adopted the following four resolutions: 

�x The 31st Session of the COMCEC in 2015 
o Resolution #117- Taking into the consideration the ambitious agenda of 

the SDGs and the need to prioritize among 17 goals at the national level, 
requests SESRIC in collaboration with the CCO to identified the priority 
SDG areas for the Member States via surveys, field visits for meetings 
with stakeholders as well as to make capacity needs assessment in these 
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priority areas for the Member States and report it to the 32nd Follow-up 
Committee Meeting and 32nd Session of COMCEC. 

�x The 32nd Session of the COMCEC in 2016 
o Resolution #108- Recalling the relevant resolution of the 31st Session of 

the COMCEC on identifying the priority SDG areas for the Member 
�6�W�D�W�H�V�����L�Q�Y�L�W�H�V���W�K�H���0�H�P�E�H�U���6�W�D�W�H�V���W�R���G�X�O�\���F�R�P�S�O�H�W�H���W�K�H���³�7�H�Q�G�H�Q�F�\���6�X�U�Y�H�\��
�R�Q���6�'�*���3�U�L�R�U�L�W�L�H�V���R�I���2�,�&���0�H�P�E�H�U���&�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�´���G�H�V�L�J�Q�H�G���D�Q�G���F�L�U�F�X�O�D�W�H�G���E�\��
the SESRIC and requests SESRIC to submit a report on the results of the 
survey to the 33rd Follow-up Committee Meeting and 33rd COMCEC 
Session. 

o Resolution #109- Entrusts SESRIC to be the focal point, in coordination 
with the OIC General Secretariat, at the OIC level for following up the 
SDGs indicator framework, currently being developed by the 
international statistical community and to report regularly the progress 
recorded in the finalization of the SDG indicator framework to the annual 
sessions of COMCEC. 

�x 33rd Session of the COMCEC in 2017 
o Resolution #114- Taking note with appreciation of the report presented 

by SESRIC on Tendency Survey on SDG Priorities of OIC Member 
Countries, invites the Member States, who have not done so yet, to 
�F�R�P�S�O�H�W�H�� �W�K�H�� �³�7�H�Q�G�H�Q�F�\�� �6�X�U�Y�Hy on SDG Priorities of OIC Member 
�&�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�´���G�H�V�L�J�Q�H�G���D�Q�G���F�L�U�F�X�O�D�W�H�G���E�\���W�K�H���6�(�6�5�,�&���D�Q�G���U�H�T�X�H�V�W�V���6�(�6�5�,�&��
to submit a report on the results of the survey to the 34th Follow-up 
Committee Meeting and 34th COMCEC Session. 

Against this background, this interim study has been prepared by the Statistical, 
Economic and Social Research and Training Centre for Islamic Countries (SESRIC) in 
line with the above resolutions and covers the activities follow-up of the international 
fora on SDGs and results of the �³�7�H�Q�G�H�Q�F�\���6�X�U�Y�H�\���R�Q���6�'�*���3�U�L�R�U�L�W�L�H�V���R�I���2�,�&���0�H�P�E�H�U��
�&�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�´.  
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2 Follow Up of International Fora on SDGs 

2.1 Inter -Agency &  Expert Group on Sustainable Development Goals 
Indicators 

SESRIC is closely following up the Inter -Agency and Expert Group on SDGs 
Indicators (IAEG -SDGs)1 and United Nations Statistical Commission (UNSC) 
agenda. The Centre has already participated in the three IAEG-SDGs meetings held 
back in New York in June 2015, Bangkok in October 2015, and Mexico in late March 
2016, and the 47th, 48th, and 49th Sessions of the UNSC in New York in early March 
2016, 2017, and 2018: 

In the First Meeting of IAEG -SDGs (New York, June 2015), the methods of work of 
the IAEG-SDGs, process for the selection of indicators, and critical issues such as 
interlinkages across targets and data disaggregation were discussed. After the first 
meeting, an Open Consultation took place between 11 August and 14 September 2015 
that classified draft list of SDGs indicators under three colours; namely, green 
(indicators those for which the consultation process was completed), yellow (indicators 
with some unresolved issues), and grey (more in-depth discussion and methodology 
development is needed). 

The Second Meeting of IAEG-SDGs (Bangkok, October 2015) considered the yellow 
indicators only and assigned them to either green or grey on a consensus basis. The 
IAEG-SDGs carried out two more open consultations since November 2015: 

�x 4-7 November 2015: A brief open consultation with experts from international 
agencies, non-IAEG Member States and other stakeholders on indicators coded 
�³�J�U�H�H�Q�´�����,�Q�S�X�W�V���D�Q�G���S�U�R�S�R�V�D�O�V���Z�H�U�H���U�H�F�H�L�Y�H�G���I�U�R�P���R�Y�H�U�����������R�E�V�H�U�Y�H�U�V���D�Q�G���R�W�K�H�U��
stakeholders. 

�x 9-15 December 2015: A�Q���R�S�H�Q���F�R�Q�V�X�O�W�D�W�L�R�Q���R�Q���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V���F�R�G�H�G���³�J�U�H�\�´�����,�Q�S�X�W�V��
and proposals were received from over 400 observers and other stakeholders. 

The 47th Session of the UNSC in March 2016 classified the SDGs indicators into three 
tiers. The definitions of the three indicator tiers, based on an updated explanation as 
developed by the IAEG-SDGs at its 5th Meeting in March 2017, are as follow: 

                                                 
1 28 Members of the IAEG-SDGs are as follows as of October 2018: (6 of them are OIC countries �± denoted in bold italic 
characters): Eastern Africa: (Ethiopia (previously Uganda), Tanzania); Middle and Southern Africa: (Botswana, Cameroon); 
Western Africa: (Ghana (previously Cabo Verde), Niger (previously Senegal)); Northern Africa: (Algeria, Egypt); Western Asia: 
(Bahrain); Central, Eastern, Southern, and South-Eastern Asia: (China, India, Tajikistan (previously Kyrgyzstan), The Philippines); 
Oceania: (Fiji, Samoa); The Caribbean: (Grenada (previously Cuba), Trinidad & Tobago (previously Jamaica)); Central and South 
America: (Brazil, Colombia, Mexico); Eastern Europe: (Belarus (previously Armenia), Russian Federation); North America and 
Northern, Southern and Western Europe: (Canada, France, Germany, The Netherlands, Sweden) * Kenya, as the current Chair of 
the United Nations Statistical Commission, is a member of the IAEG-SDGs ex-officio. 
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�x Tier 1: Indicator is conceptually clear and has an internationally established 
methodology and standards are available. In addition, data are regularly 
produced by countries for at least 50 per cent of countries and of the population 
in every region where the indicator is relevant. 

�x Tier 2: Indicator is conceptually clear, has an internationally established 
methodology and standards are available, but data are not regularly produced 
by countries. 

�x Tier 3: No internationally established methodology or standards are yet 
available for the indicator, but methodology/standards are being (or will be) 
developed or tested. 

The main objective of the Third Meeting of IAEG -SDGs (Mexico City, March/April 
2016) was to fine-tune the tier system for the SDGs indicators. Specifically, the Meeting 
aimed at: 

�x Establishment of procedures for the methodological review of indicators, 
including approval mechanisms of needed revisions; 

�x Development of global reporting mechanisms, including identifying entities 
responsible for compiling data for global reporting on individual indicators and 
discussing data flow from the national to the global level; 

�x Discussion of the work plan and next steps. 

For the 232 SDGs indicators2 available, indicators under Tier II  and especially under 
Tier III  need refinements and improvements over the coming years as better tools and 
more data become available. The Mexico meeting especially focused on these tiers and 
devised the following Work Plan: 

�x Finalising tier system: IAEG-SDGs reviewed the current proposal of tier 
system and come back with comments and suggestions by 25 April 2016 on Tiers 
I and II. Secretariat requested agencies to provide the exact tools and reporting 
mechanisms from countries and the exact reference to agreements and the 
international standards and agencies provided responses by 2 May 2016. The 
Tier I and II with the additional information went back to the IAEG-SDGs 
members. IAEG-SDGs reviewed the revised proposals with additional 
information on Tier III indicators and would submit their comments by 31 May 
2016. IAEG -SDGs finalised the initial tier system by 29 July 2016. 

�x Creation of a subgroup of IAEG-SDGs (data disaggregation) (15 April 2016) 
and 3 working groups under the auspices of the IAEG-SDGs (SDMX, Geospatial 
information, and interlinkages) (15 April 2016). The 3 working groups are open 

                                                 
2 The global indicator list includes 232 indicators on which general agreement has been reached. Please note that the total number 
of indicators listed in the revised global list of SDG indicators is 244. However, since nine indicators repeat under two or three 
different targets (see the following), the actual total number of individual indicators in the list is 232. Indicators in the final list that 
repeat are the following: 6 indicators repeating once are 8.4.1/12.2.1; 8.4.2/12.2.2; 10.3.1/16.b.1; 10.6.1/16.8.1; 15.7.1/15.c.1; 
15.a.1/15.b.1 and 3 indicators repeating twice are 1.5.1/11.5.1/13.1.1; 1.5.3/11.b.1/13.1.2; and 1.5.4/11.b.2/13.1.3 
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to other countries, international organisations and stakeholders by invitation 
based on level of expertise and area of work 

�x Secretariat requested IAEG -SDGs members to provide scenarios on data flows 
from national to international level (30 April 2016) 

�x After the adoption of the global indicator framework by ECOSOC and the 
General Assembly, IAEG-SDGs took into account the specific proposals for 
refinement based on UN Statistical Commission Decision 1(e) 

�x A plan for reviews of the indicator framework to be developed for submission 
to the 48th Session of the UN Statistical Commission in 2017. 

�x Secretariat requested international agencies to submit detailed plans for 
developing Tier III indicators (29 July 2016) 

�x Review and finalisation of plans proposed by international agencies to develop 
methodologies for indicators in tier III (15 September 2016) 

The Fourth  Meeting of IAEG-SDGs was held on 15-18 November 2016 in Geneva, 
Switzerland. As in the previous three IAEG-SDGs meetings, the Meeting aimed at 
finalising the initial tier system for indicators; establishing a process for the refinement 
of indicators; reviewing work plans for Tier III indicators; discussing options for those 
indicators that do not have a proposed custodian agency; and reviewing data flows from 
national to regional and global level and discuss best practices for the delivery of these 
data. 

�7�K�H���)�L�U�V�W���8�Q�L�W�H�G���1�D�W�L�R�Q�V���:�R�U�O�G���'�D�W�D���)�R�U�X�P�����8�1�:�'�)�����Z�D�V���K�R�V�W�H�G���R�Q���������������-�D�Q�X�D�U�\��
�����������E�\���6�W�D�W�L�V�W�L�F�V���6�R�X�W�K���$�I�U�L�F�D���L�Q���&�D�S�H���7�R�Z�Q�����6�R�X�W�K���$�I�U�L�F�D�����7�K�H���&�D�S�H���7�R�Z�Q���*�O�R�E�D�O���$�F�W�L�R�Q��
�3�O�D�Q���I�R�U���6�X�V�W�D�L�Q�D�E�O�H���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���'�D�W�D���Z�D�V���O�D�X�Q�F�K�H�G���G�X�U�L�Q�J���W�K�H���)�R�U�X�P�����7�K�H���G�R�F�X�P�H�Q�W��
�Z�D�V���S�U�H�S�D�U�H�G���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���H�I�I�R�U�W�V���R�I���W�K�H���+�L�J�K���/�H�Y�H�O���*�U�R�X�S���I�R�U���3�D�U�W�Q�H�U�V�K�L�S�����&�R�R�U�G�L�Q�D�W�L�R�Q���D�Q�G��
�&�D�S�D�F�L�W�\���%�X�L�O�G�L�Q�J���I�R�U���6�W�D�W�L�V�W�L�F�V���I�R�U���W�K�H�������������$�J�H�Q�G�D���I�R�U���6�X�V�W�D�L�Q�D�E�O�H���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W�����+�/�*��
�3�&�&�%�����D�Q�G���V�X�E�P�L�W�W�H�G���W�R���W�K�H�������W�K���6�H�V�V�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���8�1�6�&���I�R�U���L�W�V���I�R�U�P�D�O���D�S�S�U�R�Y�D�O���� 

The Plan �± a successor to the Busan Action Plan for Statistics from 2011 �± was proposed 
during the Third Meeting of the HLG-PCCB in January 2016 and acts as �D���³�I�U�D�P�H�Z�R�U�N��
for discussion on and planning and implementation of statistical capacity building 
necessary to �D�F�K�L�H�Y�H���W�K�H���V�F�R�S�H���D�Q�G���L�Q�W�H�Q�W���R�I���W�K�H�������������$�J�H�Q�G�D�´����Expected to coordinate 
the statistical efforts at national and regional levels, as well as, to increase cooperation 
for partnerships on SDG data, the Cape Town Global Action Plan for Sustainable 
Development Data has the following strategic areas: 

�x Strategic Area 1: Coordination and strategic leadership on data for sustainable 
development. 

�x Strategic Area 2: Innovation and modernization of national statistical systems. 
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�x Strategic Area 3: Strengthening of basic statistical activities and programs, with 
particular focus on addressing the monitoring needs of the 2030 Agenda. 

�x Strategic Area 4: Dissemination and use of sustainable development data. 

�x Strategic Area 5: Multi -stakeholder partnerships for sustainable development 
data. 

�x Strategic Area 6: Mobilize resources and coordinate efforts for statistical 
capacity building. 

The 48th Session of the UNSC in March 2017 coinciding with the 70th Anniversary of 
the UNSC endorsed and approved the Cape Town Global Action Plan for Sustainable 
Development Data and Global SDG Indicator Framework developed by the IAEG-
�6�'�*�V�����7�K�H���6�H�V�V�L�R�Q���D�O�V�R���G�U�D�I�W�H�G���D���U�H�V�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q���R�Q���������0�D�U�F�K�������������W�L�W�O�H�G���µ�:�R�U�N���R�I���W�K�H���8�1��
Statistical Commission Pertaining to the 2030 Agenda �I�R�U�� �6�X�V�W�D�L�Q�D�E�O�H�� �'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W�¶��
which outlines the adoption of the Global Indicator Framework and the formal adoption 
of the Cape Town Global Action Plan by the UN Economic and Social Council 
(ECOSOC). 

The Fifth  Meeting of IAEG-SDGs was held on 28-31 March 2017 in Ottawa, Canada. 
The plenary session held on 30-31 March 2017 considered the outcomes of the First UN 
World Data Forum, 48th Session of the UNSC, activities of the three IAEG-SDGs 
working groups (SDMX, Geospatial information, and Interlinkages), updated tier 
classification, reviewed Tier III indicators, and data disaggregation. 

The ECOSOC adopted the Global SDG Indicator Framework developed by the 
IAEG-SDGs during its Coordination and Management Meeting (CMM) on 7 June 2017 
and recommended to the UN General Assembly (UNGA) for its adoption. 

During its 71st Session on 6 July 2017, the UNGA adopted the Global Indicator 
Framework for the SDGs and Targets of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development, developed by the IAEG-SDGs, as a voluntary and country-led instrument 
that includes the initial set of indicators to be refined annually and reviewed 
comprehensively by the Commission at its 51st Session, to be held in 2020, and its 56th 
Session, to be held in 2025, and will be complemented by indicators at the regional and 
national levels, which will be developed by Member States. 

The Sixth Meeting of the IAEG-SDGs was held on 11-14 November 2017 in Manama, 
Kingdom of Bahrain. The Meeting was chaired by two co-chairs; namely, Mr. Enrique 
Ordaz of Mexico and Dr. Albina Chuwa of Tanzania. As reported by the IISD3, the 
IAEG-SDGs reviewed several indicators with regard to their classification in the three-

                                                 
3 http://sdg.iisd.org/news/iaeg-sdgs-reclassifies-indicators-advances-work-on-reporting-flows-data-disaggregation/ 

http://sdg.iisd.org/news/iaeg-sdgs-reclassifies-indicators-advances-work-on-reporting-flows-data-disaggregation/
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tier structure. Due to insufficient data availability, 8 indicators were shifted from Tier I 
to Tier II. These indicators relate to targets under SDGs 4, 6, 8 and 10. On the other 
hand, 19 indicators were upgraded from Tier II to Tier I, in recognition of sufficient data 
to measure them. These indicators relate to targets from SDGs 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 9, 11 and 15. 
In addition, 17 indicators from Tier III were moved to Tier II, in consideration of their 
methodological development. The reclassified indicators relate to targets from SDGs 1, 
3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 15, 16 and 17. Some indicators had been proposed to be moved 
from Tier III to Tier II but were not upgraded, and the IAEG provided guidance to the 
custodian agencies on steps needed for the indicators to be reclassified. Among the 
indicators shifted from Tier III to Tier II status was indicators 1.4.2 on land tenure 
security. The custodian agencies for the indicator had developed a global methodology 
to monitor the indicator, through an international multi-stakeholder consultation process 
supported by the Global Land Indicators Initiative (GLII), facilitated by UN-Habitat 
with funding from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Netherlands. On data flows for 
global reporting, the IAEG-SDGs discussed draft guidelines for use by custodian 
agencies and governments in order to harmonize their statistics. Among the principles 
included in the draft guidelines, they called for national data to be used whenever 
possible, and for consulting with countries whenever other data is used or 
estimates/adjustments are made. The IAEG-SDGs also discussed ways to incorporate 
�³�Q�R�Q-�R�I�I�L�F�L�D�O�´ data in the reporting and monitoring process. Revised draft guidelines 
were to be circulated among countries and custodian agencies in December 2017 and 
January 2018, for presentation to the 49th Session of the UN Statistical Commission 
(UNSC 49) in March 2018. The IAEG also noted that, to improve transparency and 
coordination in the transmission of data and information from the national to global 
level, custodian agencies are being asked to provide a list of national agencies providing 
data to the international system, and to share data collection calendars, to ensure the full 
traceability of data used in international sources. On data disaggregation, the IAEG-
�6�'�*�¶�V���G�L�V�F�X�V�V�L�R�Q���Q�R�W�H�G���W�K�H���Q�H�H�G���I�R�U���D���³�P�L�Q�L�P�X�P���G�L�V�D�J�J�U�H�J�D�W�L�R�Q�´���D�V���D���V�W�D�U�W�L�Q�J���S�R�L�Q�W and 
cautioned against overly standardizing disaggregation. The IAEG-SDGs plans to 
develop a mechanism to request inputs and develop a background document on 
guidelines for data disaggregation, to be submitted to 50th Session of the UN Statistical 
Commission (UNSC) in March 2019. The IAEG-SDGs also discussed progress in 
monitoring the 2030 Agenda at various levels. On national reporting, presenters noted 
�W�K�D�W���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���K�D�Y�H���³domesticated�´���W�K�H���J�O�R�E�D�O���W�D�U�J�H�W�V���D�Q�G���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V���W�R���Q�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���U�H�D�O�L�W�L�H�V����
and that some have developed national data reporting platforms for reporting on the 
SDGs. On reporting at the regional, global and thematic levels, agencies highlighted 
their capacity building support to countries in order to increase national data availability. 
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In preparation for the comprehensive review of indicators at the 51st Session of UNSC 
in 2020, the IAEG will conduct an open consultation and finalize a proposal for 
additional indicators, as well as compile a preliminary list of possible changes, 
refinements and deletions to the indicator framework for an open consultation in mid-
2019. 

The Seventh Meeting of the IAEG-SDGs was held on 9-12 April 2018 (9 April only 
for IAEG-SDGs members) in Vienna, Austria and hosted by the United Nations 
Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO). The objectives of the Meeting were to 
review the tier classification; discuss the implementation of the guidelines on data flows 
and global data reporting and the development of a document on best practices in global 
data reporting; review proposals for additional indicators; discuss progress made on the 
work stream on data disaggregation; and share experiences on implementing monitoring 
of the SDGs. Based on the discussions during the Meeting, the IAEG-SDGs agreed that 
monitoring for targets with a 2017 (17.8) and 2020 deadline (2.5, 3.6, 4.b, 6.6, 8.6, 8.b, 
9.c, 11.b, 12.4, 13.a, 14.2, 14.5, 14.6, 15.1, 15.2, 15.5, 15.8, 15.9, 17.11, and 17.18) will 
continue past their related deadlines. 

The Eighth Meeting of the IAEG-SDGs will be held on 5-8 November 2018 (5 
November only for IAEG-SDGs members) in Stockholm, Sweden and hosted by 
Statistics Sweden at the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agenda 
(SIDA). The Meeting will begin with a one-day meeting for IAEG-SDGs members on 
5 November to be followed by a three-day plenary session on 6-8 November 2018 to 
which all countries, international and regional agencies and entities, and other 
stakeholders are invited. The objectives of the Meeting are to review the tier 
classification; discuss the implementation plan for data flows and case studies on data 
flows for SDGs; review Tier III work plans and updates; review timeline and process 
for 2020 comprehensive review and additional indicators; discuss progress made on the 
work stream on data disaggregation; and share experiences on implementing monitoring 
of the SDGs. As reported by the NGOs Beyond 20144, the Meeting is expected to review 
an initial list of proxy indicators and will suggest a list of proxy indicators to the 50th 
Session of the UNSC. In preparation, the IAEG-SDGs is expected to establish working 
groups to help to understand those indicators that need much more attention. 
 

2.2 Tier Classification for Global SDG Indicators 

The updated tier classification (https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/tier-
classification/) for global SDG indicators as on 11 May 2018 was based on changes 

                                                 
4 http://ngosbeyond2014.org/articles/2018/5/7/7th-meeting-of-the-iaeg-sdgs-update-8.html 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/tier-classification/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/tier-classification/
http://ngosbeyond2014.org/articles/2018/5/7/7th-meeting-of-the-iaeg-sdgs-update-8.html
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made by the IAEG-SDGs following its 3rd (March 2016), 4th (November 2016), 5th 
(March 2017), 6th (November 2017), and 7th (April 2018) meetings. The tier 
classification of many indicators is expected to change as methodologies are developed 
and data availability increases. Therefore, the IAEG-SDGs has developed a mechanism 
to annually review the tier classification at its autumn (or 4th quarter) meetings. The 
updated tier classification is expected to be released following those meetings unless 
otherwise noted. The progress recorded so far is as follows: 

�x Original File from 21 September 2016: The original file contained the updated 
tier classification of the SDG indicators revised by the IAEG-SDGs. The 
indicators were classified into three tiers based on their level of methodological 
development and data availability. The IAEG-SDGs reviewed the initial 
proposed tier classification that was presented at the 3rd IAEG-SDG meeting in 
March 2016 and examined additional information on data availability, 
internationally agreed methodologies and international standards in order to 
reach a decision on the tier classification for each indicator. For most indicators, 
the initial proposed tier from the 3rd IAEG-SDG meeting was confirmed. 
However, in 25 cases, the IAEG-SDGs modified the tier classification based on 
their review of available information for the indicator (as indicated in the Notes 
column). 

�x Update as of 11 November 2016: Possible custodian agencies were updated in 
some instances, based on communications with the possible custodian agencies 
and the receipt of some work plans. 

�x Update as of 21 December 2016: This update contained updates based on 
interventions and decisions made during and following the 4th IAEG-SDG 
Meeting in November 2016. The changes included updates to the tier 
classification of some indicators as well as updates to the custodian agencies and 
other involved/partner agencies. 

�x Update as of 20 April 2017: �7�K�L�V���X�S�G�D�W�H���F�R�Q�W�D�L�Q�H�G���D�O�O���S�D�V�W���X�S�G�D�W�H�V���D�V���Z�H�O�O���D�V��
�D�Q�\���F�K�D�Q�J�H�V���E�D�V�H�G���R�Q���G�H�F�L�V�L�R�Q�V���P�D�G�H���G�X�U�L�Q�J���W�K�H�����W�K���,�$�(�*���6�'�*���0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���L�Q���0�D�U�F�K��
�������������7�K�H���X�S�G�D�W�H�V���L�Q�F�O�X�G�H���D�V�V�L�J�Q�L�Q�J���W�L�H�U���F�O�D�V�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q���D�Q�G���F�X�V�W�R�G�L�D�Q���D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V���I�R�U��
�D�O�O�� �U�H�I�L�Q�H�G�� �L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V�� �D�J�U�H�H�G�� �X�S�R�Q�� �D�W�� �W�K�H�� �����W�K���6�H�V�V�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �8�1�� �6�W�D�W�L�V�W�L�F�D�O��
�&�R�P�P�L�V�V�L�R�Q�����F�K�D�Q�J�H�V���R�Q���W�L�H�U���F�O�D�V�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q���I�R�U���W�K�H���X�S�G�D�W�H�G���6�H�Q�G�D�L���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V���D�Q�G��
�V�R�P�H�� �µ�I�D�V�W�� �W�U�D�F�N�H�G�¶���7�L�H�U�� �,�,�,�� �L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V�� ���W�K�R�V�H�� �L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V���W�K�D�W�� �K�D�G�� �D�G�Y�D�Q�F�H�G��
�P�H�W�K�R�G�R�O�R�J�L�F�D�O�� �Z�R�U�N�� �D�Q�G�� �Z�H�U�H�� �F�R�Q�V�L�G�H�U�H�G�� �I�R�U�� �X�S�J�U�D�G�L�Q�J������ �D�Q�G�� �X�S�G�D�W�H�V�� �W�R�� �W�K�H��
�F�X�V�W�R�G�L�D�Q���D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V���D�Q�G���R�W�K�H�U���L�Q�Y�R�O�Y�H�G���S�D�U�W�Q�H�U���D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V���I�R�U���V�R�P�H���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V�� 
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�x Update as of 15 December 2017: This update contained updates of all past 
updates as well as changes based on decisions made during and following the 6th 
Meeting of the IAEG-SDGs in November 2017. The changes include updates to 
the tier classification of some Tier III indicators, updates to some indicators 
based on the data availability review conducted by the UNSD and discussed at 
the IAEG-SDGs Meeting as well as updates to the custodian agencies and other 
involved/partner agencies for some indicators. 

�x Current Update as of 11 May 20185: As can be seen in Table 1, the updated 
tier based on the outcomes of the 7th Meeting of the IAEG-SDGs in April 2018 
classification contains 93 Tier I indicators, 72 Tier II indicators and 62 Tier III 
indicators. In addition to these, there are 5 indicators that have multiple tiers 
(different components of the indicator are classified into different tiers). 

Table 1: Distribution of SDG Indicators per Tier Approach  

GOAL  THEME  
INDICATORS IN TIER  

SUM 
I  II  III  Multiple  

1 No Poverty 3 7 4 0 14 
2 Zero Hunger 7 3 3 0 13 
3 Good Health and Well-Being 19 6 2 0 27 
4 Quality Education 2 5 2 2 11 
5 Gender Equality 2 10 1 1 14 
6 Clean Water and Sanitation 4 7 0 0 11 
7 Affordable and Clean Energy 4 1 1 0 6 
8 Decent Work and Economic Growth 8 5 4 0 17 
9 Industry Innovation and Infrastructure  9 2 1 0 12 
10 Reduce Inequality 2 3 5 1 11 
11 Sustainable Cities and Communities 4 5 6 0 15 

12 Responsible Consumption and 
Production 

2 1 10 0 13 

13 Climate Action 1 2 5 0 8 
14 Life below Water 2 3 5 0 10 
15 Life on Land 7 4 1 2 14 
16 Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions 6 10 7 0 23 
17 Partnerships for the Goals 15 3 7 0 25 

TOTAL  
with repeating indicators 97 77 64 6 244 

without repeating indicators 93 72 62 5 232 
repeating indicators 4 5 2 1 12 

* Yellow shaded cells show to which SDGs and tiers the repeating indicators belong. Please see Footnote 
#2 for more details. 
 

                                                 
5 https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/Tier%20Classification%20of%20SDG%20Indicators_11%20May%202018_web.pdf 
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2.3 High-Level Political Forum on Sustainable Development 

In addition to the statistical processes undertaken by IAEG-SDGs which is directly connected 
to UN Statistical Commission and the UN Economics and Social Council (ECOSOC), the 
political processes are being followed up through the High-Level Political Forum (HLPF) on 
Sustainable Development under the auspices of the ECOSOC. The HLPF6 is the central 
platform of the UN for follow-up and review of the 2030 agenda for sustainable development 
and the SDGs. The HLPF has adopted the following timeline for its annual meetings: 

�x �������������%�X�L�O�G�L�Q�J���W�K�H���I�X�W�X�U�H���Z�H���Z�D�Q�W�����I�U�R�P���5�L�R���������W�R���W�K�H���S�R�V�W�������������G�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W��
�D�J�H�Q�G�D 

�x 2014: Achieving the Millennium Development Goals and charting the way for 
an ambitious post-2015 development agenda, including the SDGS 

�x 2015: Strengthening integration, implementation and review; the HLPF after 
2015 

�x 2016: Ensuring that no one is left behind 

�x 2017: Eradicating poverty and promoting prosperity in a changing world (with a 
focus on the following SDGs:) 

o Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere 
o Goal 2. End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and 

promote sustainable agriculture 
o Goal 3. Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all at all ages 
o Goal 5. Achieve gender equality and empower all women and girls 
o Goal 9. Build resilient infrastructure, promote inclusive and sustainable 

industrialization and foster innovation 
o Goal 14. Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas and marine 

resources for sustainable development 

�x 2018: Transformation towards sustainable and resilient societies (with a focus 
on the following SDGs:) 

o Goal 6: Ensure availability and sustainable management of water and 
sanitation for all 

o Goal 7: Ensure access to affordable, reliable, sustainable and modern 
energy for all 

o Goal 11: Make cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and 
sustainable 

o Goal 12: Ensure sustainable consumption and production patterns 

                                                 
6 https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/hlpf 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/hlpf
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o Goal 15: Protect, restore and promote sustainable use of terrestrial 
ecosystems, sustainably manage forests, combat desertification, and halt 
and reverse land degradation and halt biodiversity loss 

�x 2019: Empowering people and ensuring inclusiveness and equality (with a focus 
on the following SDGs:) 

o Goal 4: Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education and promote 
lifelong learning opportunities for all 

o Goal 8: Promote sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, 
full and productive employment and decent work for all 

o Goal 10: Reduce inequality within and among countries 
o Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat climate change and its impacts* 
o Goal 16: Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable 

development, provide access to justice for all and build effective, 
accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels 

�7�K�H���8�1���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���*�U�R�X�S�����8�1�'�*�����S�X�E�O�L�V�K�H�G���W�K�H���³�6�X�V�W�D�L�Q�D�E�O�H���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���*�R�D�O�V��
are Coming to Life �± �6�W�R�U�L�H�V�� �R�I�� �&�R�X�Q�W�U�\�� �,�P�S�O�H�P�H�Q�W�D�W�L�R�Q�� �D�Q�G�� �8�1�� �6�X�S�S�R�U�W�´7 which 
provides insights into the range of actions and partnerships for the roll-out and 
implementation of the SDGs at the country level.  

This publication provides a glimpse into the early efforts of 16 countries (9 OIC 
countries: Egypt, Indonesia, Mauritania, Morocco, Pakistan, Sierra Leone, Somalia, 
Turkmenistan and Uganda; 7 other countries: Brazil, Cabo Verde, Dominican Republic, 
El Salvador, Georgia, Montenegro, and Philippines) and to bring the global SDGs to 
life, and the role UN country teams play in the process. It illustrates how these countries 
are beginning to integrate the 2030 Agenda into visions, strategies and plans at the 
national, subnational and local levels.  

The country efforts include raising public awareness, seeking engagement of different 
stakeholders, adapting the SDGs to national and local contexts, increasing coherence 
across policy areas and between levels of government, assessing risk and strengthening 
monitoring and accountability mechanisms. 

�x Egypt: Al�L�J�Q�L�Q�J�� �W�K�H�� �Q�D�W�L�R�Q�¶�V�� �S�O�D�Q�V�� �Z�L�W�K�� �W�K�H�� ���������� �$�J�H�Q�G�D�� �D�Q�G�� �W�K�H�� �$�I�U�L�F�D�Q��
�8�Q�L�R�Q�¶�V���$�J�H�Q�G�D�������������D�Q�G���L�Q�Y�H�V�W�L�Q�J���L�Q���F�D�S�D�F�L�W�\���W�R���P�R�Q�L�W�R�U���6�'�*���S�U�R�J�U�H�V�V 

�x Indonesia: Promoting systematic and inclusive approaches to localize the SDGs, 
monitor progress and raise public awareness 

�x Mauritania: Demonstrating early efforts to mainstream SDGs within a new 
national development strategy aligned with the 2030 Agenda 

                                                 
7 https://undg.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/SDGs-are-Coming-to-Life-UNDG-1.pdf  

https://undg.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/SDGs-are-Coming-to-Life-UNDG-1.pdf
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�x Morocco: Harnessing the power of multi-stakeholder forums to adapt the SDGs 
to national and local contexts 

�x Pakistan: Making progress on the SDGs through commitment and institutional 
readiness at multiple levels of government 

�x Sierra Leone: Exemplifying how a crisis-affected country can set the stage for 
SDG progress with commitment 

�x Somalia: Embarking on a new national development planning process while 
establishing a governance structure and statistical system 

�x Turkmenistan: Localizing the SDGs and creating a monitoring system with a 
phased and inclusive approach 

�x Uganda: Aligning national and subnational development plans and budgeting 
with the SDGs and ensuring multi-stakeholder participation 

In the 2016 HLPF that convened on 11-20 July 2016 with ministerial meeting on 18-20 
July in New York, 6 OIC countries out of 22 countries8 including Egypt, Morocco, 
Sierra Leone, Togo, Turkey, and Uganda delivered their voluntary national reviews 
(VNRs). 

The HLPF convened under the auspices of the ECOSOC on 10-19 July 2017 in New 
York including a ministerial meeting on 17-19 July 2017. During the 2017 session of 
the HLPF, 43 countries9 (12 of which were OIC countries) have presented their VNRs 
regarding implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the 
SDGs. 12 OIC countries out of 43 countries included Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, 
Bangladesh, Benin, Indonesia, Jordan, Malaysia, Maldives, Nigeria, Qatar, Tajikistan, 
and Togo. 

The Sixth Session of the HLPF was convened on 9-18 July 2018 in New York including 
a ministerial meeting of the Forum on 16-18 July 2018. During the session, 46 
countries10 (15 of which were OIC countries; namely, Albania, Bahrain, Benin, Egypt, 
Guinea, Lebanon, Mali, Niger, Palestine, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sudan, Togo, 
and UAE) submitted their VNRs. Based on the submissions of the OIC countries to the 
HLPF so far, Togo is the only member country to submit three VNRs, followed by two 

                                                 
8 Non-OIC countries that presented their VNRs were China; Colombia; Estonia; Finland; France; Georgia; Germany; Madagascar; 
Mexico; Montenegro; Norway; Philippines; Republic of Korea; Samoa; Switzerland; and Venezuela. 
9 Non-OIC countries were Argentina, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Botswana, Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czech Republic, 
Denmark, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Guatemala, Honduras, India, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Luxembourg, Monaco, Nepal, Netherlands, 
Panama, Peru, Portugal, Slovenia, Sweden, Thailand, Uruguay, and Zimbabwe. 
10 Non-OIC countries included Andorra, Armenia, Australia, Bahamas, Bhutan, Cabo Verde, Canada, Colombia, Dominican 
Republic, Ecuador, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Jamaica, Kiribati, Laos, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Mexico, Namibia, Paraguay, 
Poland, Romania, Singapore, Slovakia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Switzerland, Uruguay, and Vietnam. 
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VNR submissions by Benin, Egypt, and Qatar. Table 2 shows the breakdown of the 42 
OIC countries that submitted VNRs in 2016-2018 and those expected to submit in 2019. 

Table 2: OIC Countries with VNR Submissions in 2016-2019 

No Country 201611 201712 201813 2019 No Country 2016 2017 2018 2019 
1 Afghanistan �� �9�� �� �� 28�� Oman�� �� �� �� �� ��
2 Albania �� �� �9�� �� 29�� Pakistan�� �� �� �� �� ��
3 Algeria �� �� �� �� �� 30�� Palestine�� �� �� �9�� ��
4 Azerbaijan �� �9�� �� �� �� 31�� Qatar�� �� �9�� �9�� ��
5 Bahrain �� �� �9�� �� 32�� Saudi Arabia�� �� �� �9�� ��
6 Bangladesh �� �9�� �� �� 33�� Senegal�� �� �� �9�� ��
7 Benin �� �9�� �9�� �� 34�� Sierra Leone�� �9�� �� �� �� ��
8 Burkina Faso �� �� �� �� �� 35�� Sudan�� �� �� �9�� ��
9 Cameroon �� �� �� �� �� 36�� Tajikistan�� �� �9�� �� ��

10 Chad �� �� �� �� �� 37�� Togo�� �9�� �9�� �9�� ��
11 �&�R�W�H���G�¶�,�Y�R�L�U�H �� �� �� �� �� 38�� Tunisia�� �� �� �� �� ��
12 Egypt �9�� �� �9�� �� 39�� Turkey�� �9�� �� �� �� ��
13 Guinea �� �� �9�� �� 40�� Turkmenistan�� �� �� �� �� ��
14 Guyana �� �� �� �� �� 41�� UAE�� �� �� �9�� ��
15 Indonesia �� �9�� �� �� 42�� Uganda�� �9�� �� �� ��
16 Iraq �� �� �� �� �� ��
17 Jordan �� �9�� �� �� ��
18 Kazakhstan �� �� �� �� ��
19 Kuwait �� �� �� �� ��
20 Lebanon �� �� �9�� ��
21 Malaysia �� �9�� �� ��
22 Maldives �� �9�� �� ��
23 Mali �� �� �9�� ��
24 Mauritania �� �� �� �� ��
25 Morocco �9�� �� �� ��
26 Niger �� �� �9�� ��
27 Nigeria �� �9�� �� ��

* The links for the VNRs of the yellow shaded countries have been given only once and can be accessed 
from the relevant footnote (either footnote 8 or 9) corresponding to the first instance of reporting year 
column. 

The VNRs to be submitted to the 2019 HLPF should be prepared in line with the 2019 
Edition of the Handbook for the Preparation of Voluntary National Reviews 

                                                 
11 https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/egypt || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/morocco || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/sierraleone || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/togo || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/turkey || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/uganda 
12 https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/afghanistan || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/azerbaijan || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/bangladesh || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/benin || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/indonesia || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/jordan || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/malaysia || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/maldives || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/nigeria || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/qatar || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/tajikistan 
13 https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/albania || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/bahrain || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/guinea || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/lebanon || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/mali || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/niger || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/palestine || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/saudiarabia || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/senegal || https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/sudan || 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/unitedarabemirates 
 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/egypt
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/morocco
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/sierraleone
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/togo
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/turkey
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/uganda
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/afghanistan
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/azerbaijan
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/bangladesh
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/benin
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/indonesia
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/jordan
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/malaysia
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/maldives
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/nigeria
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/qatar
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/tajikistan
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/albania
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/bahrain
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/guinea
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/lebanon
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/mali
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/niger
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/palestine
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/saudiarabia
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/senegal
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/sudan
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/unitedarabemirates
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(VNRs)14 in in conjunction with the UN �6�H�F�U�H�W�D�U�\�� �*�H�Q�H�U�D�O�¶�V�� �S�U�R�S�R�Val for voluntary 
common reporting guidelines for VNRs at the HLPF. The UN �6�H�F�U�H�W�D�U�\�� �*�H�Q�H�U�D�O�¶�V��
guidelines are attached in the aforementioned Handbook as Annex 2. Supplementing the 
UN Secretary-�*�H�Q�H�U�D�O�¶�V���J�X�L�G�H�O�L�Q�H�V, this Handbook provides basic, practical information 
on the steps that countries may take when preparing voluntary national reviews. For the 
2019 HLPF, 51 countries15 are expected to submit their VNRs of which 18 are OIC 
countries including �$�O�J�H�U�L�D�����$�]�H�U�E�D�L�M�D�Q�����%�X�U�N�L�Q�D���)�D�V�R�����&�D�P�H�U�R�R�Q�����&�K�D�G�����&�R�W�H���G�¶�,�Y�R�L�U�H����
Guyana, Indonesia, Iraq, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Mauritania, Oman, Pakistan, Sierra 
Leone, Tunisia, Turkey and Turkmenistan. 

3 OIC Statistical Commission and SDGs 

The Post-2015 Development Agenda Framework puts the National Statistical Systems 
(NSSs) in the centre of measuring and monitoring the progress recorded in each SDG. 
The whole SDGs processes require high quality statistics to support decision makers in 
achieving the 17 goals. The SDGs processes also require the monitoring led by countries, 
planned strategically, backed politically, and resourced on a continuous basis, and 
integrated into the overall national development frameworks. 

Against this background, the OIC countries that participated in the Meeting with the 
Delegates of National Statistical Offices of OIC Countries on 10 March 2016 in New 
York in the margins of the 47th Session of UN Statistical Commission with the aim of 
finalising the draft agenda of the Sixth Session of OIC Statistical Commission on 5-6 
November 2016 in Konya, Turkey requested the inclusion of �³The Role of NSSs in the 
Implementation of Sustainable Development Goals Indicator Framework�´���D�V���W�K�H���P�D�L�Q��
theme of the Session. 

The session covered both the approaches on how to transform NSSs based on five pillars 
of coordination, communication, integration, innovation, and capacity building to 
effectively support the SDG monitoring and the challenges faced by the NSSs 
concerning the meeting of the requirements of the SDGs indicator framework. In the 
session, SESRIC also delivered a presentation on the �³�7�H�Q�G�H�Q�F�\�� �6�X�U�Y�H�\�� �R�Q�� �6�'�*��
�3�U�L�R�U�L�W�L�H�V���R�I���2�,�&���0�H�P�E�H�U���&�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�´ circulated to the OIC countries in August 2016 in 
accordance with Resolution #117 of the 31st Session of COMCEC and urged OIC 
countries to submit the Survey to SESRIC and facilitate the completion of relevant 

                                                 
14https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/20872VNR_hanbook_2019_Edition_For_Print10122018ForewordGra
phic_update.pdf  
15 Non-OIC countries are Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Cambodia, Central African Republic, Chile, Congo, Croatia, El Salvador, 
Eritrea, Eswatini, Fiji, France, Ghana, Guatemala, Iceland, Lesotho, Liechtenstein, Mauritius, Mongolia, Nauru, New Zealand, 
Palau, Philippines, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Serbia, South Africa, Tanzania, Timor-Leste, Tonga, United Kingdom, Vanuatu, Israel. 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/20872VNR_hanbook_2019_Edition_For_Print10122018ForewordGraphic_update.pdf
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/20872VNR_hanbook_2019_Edition_For_Print10122018ForewordGraphic_update.pdf
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sections of the Survey by the constituents of the NSSs in their countries so as to enable 
SESRIC to take a broader snapshot on the inclinations of the OIC countries towards the 
SDGs. The presentations of the country delegates articulated that the OIC countries still 
need time for the completion of the Survey as the national administrations are still in the 
process of discussions how to localise the global level SDGs within their national 
contexts and the processes for the development of methodologies for the Tier III 
indicators are still going on. 

The Annual Meeting with the Delegates of National Statistical Offices of OIC Countries 
that was held on 8 March 2018 in New York as a side event of the 49th Session of UN 
Statistical Commission also discussed about the draft agenda items of the Seventh 
Session of OIC-StatCom on 2-3 May 2018 in Ankara, Turkey and welcomed the 
�L�Q�F�O�X�V�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �³Prioritisation and Measurement of SDG Indicators and Their 
Reconciliation and Ownership at the National Level�´���L�Q���W�K�H���6�H�V�V�L�R�Q��  

The participants of the Seventh Session of OIC-StatCom found the opportunity to 
discuss on the criteria for the prioritisation and measurement of SDG indicators at the 
national level; actions taken by countries to transform the NSSs to meet the requirements 
of the global SDG indicator framework; practices of NSSs to measure SDG progress; 
challenges faced at different levels to measure SDG progress; and processes in the 
dissemination and publication of SDG indicators. During the session, SESRIC informed 
the participants about the updated results of the �³�7�H�Q�G�H�Q�F�\���6�X�U�Y�H�\���R�Q���6�'�*���3�U�L�R�U�L�W�L�H�V���R�I��
�2�,�&�� �0�H�P�E�H�U�� �&�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�´ which was followed by the presentations of AFRISTAT, 
PARIS21, Cameroon, Indonesia, Jordan, Niger, Pakistan, Palestine, and Somalia. 
 

4 Tendency Survey on SDG Priorities of OIC Member Countries 

4.1 Background 

In line with the Work Plan followed by the IAEG-SDGs, the IAEG -SDGs Secretariat 
finalised the initial tier system by 29 July 2016. After the finalisation of the initial 
tier system, SESRIC developed a questionnaire in accordance with Resolution #117 
of the 31st Session of the COMCEC Summit and made the questionnaire available in 
three official languages of the OIC on its website: http://www.sesric.org/activities-
announcements-detail.php?id=386 . The questionnaire has the objective to identify the 
priorities given by the OIC countries to each of the 17 SDGs. 

The questionnaire (please see Annex C) comprises of the following four sections: 

i. INTRODUCTION:  Briefing on the purpose of the questionnaire, fields for 
contact details of the head of institution responding to the questionnaire, 

http://www.sesric.org/activities-announcements-detail.php?id=386
http://www.sesric.org/activities-announcements-detail.php?id=386
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SDG focal point in the responding institution and respondent completing the 
questionnaire; 

ii. PART A:  Prioritisation of SDGs, Expected Achievement Levels, and 
Limiting Factors on SDGs; 

iii.  PART B: National Commitment to SDGs; Relevant Agencies, Their Human 
Resource Capacities; Cooperation with International Agencies; and Training 
Needs and Capacities on SDGs; and 

iv. ANNEX:  List of SDGs, targets, and indicators under each SDG. 

The questionnaire has been sent to the National Statistical Offices (NSOs) of the OIC 
countries and the embassies of member countries in Ankara and in other countries with 
accreditation status with the OIC General Secretariat. On 17 July 2017, reminder notes 
verbale asking for the completion of the Survey till 1 September 2017 were sent to both 
the NSOs and Embassies/Ministries of Foreign Affairs of the OIC countries that have 
not provided responses or provided partial responses since the circulation of the 
questionnaire in 2016. In first and second quarters of 2018, the Statistics and Information 
Department of SESRIC sent reminder emails to those OIC countries with no Survey 
responses since 2016 for the completion and submission of the Survey to SESRIC. For 
those OIC countries with partial Survey responses, reminder emails were also sent to the 
focal points indicated in the Surveys received. 
 

4.2 Completion Status of Questionnaires 

The original deadline for the completion of the survey was 1 September 2016 and 
extended several times due to low complete response rate which then was shifted to 31 
August 2018 to be able to collect more responses from the OIC countries. The 
breakdown of the response rate as of 10 September 2018 is shown in Table 3. 

As per the feedback received from the contacted national officials, SESRIC was 
informed that some OIC countries are still in the process of localising the global SDGs 
to their contexts and discussions on the finalisation of the SDGs indicator framework 
are still going on. From this end, the below analysis does not cover the 20 OIC 
countries with no response as of 10 September 2018. 
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Table 4: SDG Priority Table Based on the Responses Received from the OIC 
Countries 

Rank Prioritized SDG 

Countries 
Assigning 
�³�+�L�J�K�´��
Priority  

Priority 
Score 

Average 

1 SDG 1: No Poverty 21 3.46 
2 SDG 3: Good Health and Well-being 19 3.58 
3 SDG 2: Zero Hunger 18 3.37 
4 SDG 4: Quality Education 16 3.35 
5 SDG 5: Gender Equality 16 3.27 
6 SDG 8: Decent Work and Economic Growth 15 3.27 
7 SDG 9: Industry, Innovation & Infrastructure 15 3.23 
8 SDG 13: Climate Action 14 3.00 
9 SDG 6: Clean Water and Sanitation 13 3.19 
10 SDG 7: Affordable and Clean Energy 13 3.08 
11 SDG 10: Reduce Inequality 13 3.00 
12 SDG 16: Peace, Justice and Strong Institution 12 3.19 
13 SDG 17: Partnerships for the Goals 12 2.64 
14 SDG 15: Life on Land 11 3.04 
15 SDG 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities 10 3.08 
16 SDG 12: Responsible Consumption & Production 8 2.73 
17 SDG 14: Life below Water 8 2.43 

* Rows with yellow background show the priority SDGs of the respondent OIC countries. 

Our analysis for Part A covers the responses of OIC countries ranging between 23 and 
28 as of 10 September 2018 and uses the �Q�X�P�E�H�U�� �R�I�� �F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�� �W�K�D�W�� �D�V�V�L�J�Q�H�G�� �³�K�L�J�K�´��
priority and the qualified majority 16 principle to determine the prioritisation of the 
SDGs and targets at the OIC level. More than half of the respondent countries (either �• 
1317 or �• 1418 or �• 1519 based on the total number of respondent countries as per the 
relevant SDG and targets) prioritised the SDGs as high with a focus on poverty, health, 
food security, education, gender equality, employment, industrial development, and 
climate change. 

In overall, 21 out of 28 respondent countries responded that SDG 1 �Z�L�W�K���³End poverty 
in all its forms everywhere�´���L�V���D���K�L�J�K���S�U�L�R�U�L�W�\���I�R�U���W�K�H�P�����$�W���W�K�H���W�D�U�J�H�W���O�H�Y�H�O�����P�R�U�H���W�K�D�Q��
half of the respondent countries prioritised 6 targets as high. These are: 

                                                 
16 A requirement for a proposal to gain a specified level of support which is greater than the threshold of one half used for majority. 
17 The threshold (�• 13) is valid for SDG 14 (23 respondents). 
18 The threshold (�• 14) is valid for SDG 17 (25 respondents) and SDG 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16 (26 respondents). 
19 The threshold (�• 15) is valid for SDG 2 (27 respondents) and SDG 1 (28 respondents). 
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�x (21 countries) SDG 1.2 (Reducing at least by half the proportion of population 
living in poverty); 

�x (17 countries) SDG 1.3 (Implementing social protection systems and measures 
for all) and SDG 1.4 (Ensuring that the poor and the vulnerable have equal rights 
to economic resources); 

�x (15 countries) SDG 1.1 (Eradication of extreme poverty for all people 
everywhere); 

�x (14 countries) SDG 1.b (Supporting accelerated investment in poverty 
eradication actions); and 

�x (13 countries) SDG 1.a (Ensuring significant mobilization of resources to 
implement programmes and policies to end poverty in all its dimensions). 

19 out of 26 respondent countries assigned a high priority to SDG 3 �Z�L�W�K���³Good Health 
and Well-Being�´���� �$�W�� �W�K�H�� �W�D�U�J�H�W�� �O�H�Y�H�O���� �P�R�U�H�� �W�K�D�Q�� �K�D�O�I�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W�� �F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V��
prioritised 7 targets as high. These are: 

�x (20 countries) SDG 3.1 (Prevention of maternal deaths) and SDG 3.2 
(Prevention of new-born deaths); 

�x (19 countries) SDG 3.3 (Ending the epidemics of AIDS, tuberculosis, malaria, 
neglected tropical diseases and combatting hepatitis, water-borne diseases and 
other communicable diseases); 

�x (16 countries) SDG 3.c (Increasing health financing, recruitment, and retention 
of health workforce) and SDG 3.6 (Halving the number of deaths and injuries 
from road traffic accidents) and; 

�x (15 countries) SDG 3.8 (Achievement of universal health coverage); and SDG 
3.4 (Reducing premature mortality from non-communicable diseases and 
treating and promoting mental health and well-being). 

�x Half of the respondents stated a high priority for SDG 3.7 (Ensuring universal 
access to sexual and reproductive health-care services). 

SDG 2 �Z�L�W�K���³End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote 
sustainable agriculture�´���Z�D�V���S�U�L�R�U�L�W�L�V�H�G���D�V���K�L�J�K���L�Q���R�Y�H�U�D�O�O���E�\��18 out of 27 respondent 
countries. At the target level, more than half of the respondent countries assigned high 
priority to the following 4 targets:  

�x (20 countries) SDG 2.3 (Doubling the agricultural productivity and incomes of 
small-scale food producers); 

�x (18 countries) SDG 2.1 (Ending hunger and ensuring access by all people to 
food);  

�x (17 countries) SDG 2.2 (Ending all forms of malnutrition); and 
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�x (14 countries) SDG 2.a (Increasing investment in rural infrastructure). 

�x Half of the respondents stated a high priority for SDG 2.4 (Ensuring sustainable 
food production systems and implementing resilient agricultural practices) and 
SDG 2.c (Adopting measures to ensure the proper functioning of food commodity 
markets). 

16 out of 26 respondent countries prioritised SDG 4 �Z�L�W�K�� �³Ensure inclusive and 
equitable quality education and promote lifelong learning opportunities for all�´�� �D�V��
high. At the target level, more than half of the respondent countries prioritised 5 targets 
as high. These are: 

�x (17 countries) SDG 4.5 (Elimination of gender disparities in education and 
ensure equal access to all levels of education and vocational training); 

�x (16 countries) SDG 4.1 (Ensuring that all complete primary and secondary 
education);  

�x (15 countries) SDG 4.6 (Ensuring that all youth and a substantial proportion of 
adults achieve literacy and numeracy) 

�x (14 countries) SDG 4.4 (Increasing substantially the number of youth and adults 
with technical and vocational skills for employment) and;  

�x (13 countries) SDG 4.c (Increasing the supply of qualified teachers, including 
through international cooperation for teacher training in developing countries). 

�x Half of the respondents stated a high priority for SDG 4.a (Building and 
upgrading of education facilities as effective learning environments for all). 

 

16 out of 26 respondent countries gave a high priority for SDG 5 �Z�L�W�K���³Achieve gender 
equality and empower all women and girls. At the target level, more than half of the 
respondent countries prioritised 2 targets as high. These are:  

�x (17 countries) assigned SDG 5.2 (Elimination of all forms of violence against all 
women and girls in the public and private sphere); 

�x (14 countries) SDG 5.1 (Ending all forms of discrimination against all women 
and girls everywhere) a high priority. 

�x Half of the respondents prioritised SDG 5.3 (Eliminating all harmful practices, 
such as child, early and forced marriage and female genital mutilation) as high. 

15 out of 26 respondent countries prioritised SDG 8 �Z�L�W�K�� �³Promote inclusive and 
sustainable economic growth, employment and decent work for all�´�� �D�V�� �K�L�J�K. At the 
target level, more than half of the respondent countries prioritised 4 targets as high. 
These are: 
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�x (16 countries) SDG 8.3 (Promotion of development-oriented policies that 
support productive activities); and SDG 8.1 (Sustaining per capita economic 
growth in accordance with national circumstances) and; 

�x (14 countries) SDG 8.6 (Reducing substantially youth unemployment) and SDG 
8.b (Developing and operationalizing a global strategy for youth employment). 

�x Half of the respondents stated a high priority for �6�'�*�������������$�F�K�L�H�Y�L�Q�J���I�X�O�O���D�Q�G��
�S�U�R�G�X�F�W�L�Y�H���H�P�S�O�R�\�P�H�Q�W���D�Q�G���G�H�F�H�Q�W���Z�R�U�N���I�R�U���D�O�O�����D�Q�G���6�'�*�������������$�F�K�L�H�Y�L�Q�J���K�L�J�K�H�U��
�O�H�Y�H�O�V���R�I���H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F���S�U�R�G�X�F�W�L�Y�L�W�\���W�K�U�R�X�J�K���G�L�Y�H�U�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�����W�H�F�K�Q�R�O�R�J�L�F�D�O���X�S�J�U�D�G�L�Q�J��
�D�Q�G���L�Q�Q�R�Y�D�W�L�R�Q���� 

 

15 out of 26 respondent countries gave a high priority for SDG 9 �Z�L�W�K�� �³Industry, 
Innovation & Infrastructure�´����At the target level, more than half of the respondent 
countries prioritised 2 targets as high. These are: 

�x (15 countries) SDG 9.1 (Developing quality, reliable, sustainable and resilient 
infrastructure) and; 

�x (14 countries) SDG 9.2 (Promoting inclusive and sustainable industrialization). 

14 out of 26 respondent countries gave a high priority for SDG 13 �Z�L�W�K�� �³Climate 
Action�´�����$�W���W�K�H���W�D�U�J�H�W���O�H�Y�H�O�����P�R�U�H���W�K�D�Q���K�D�O�I���R�I���W�K�H���U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�����������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V����
assigned SDG 13.1 (Strengthening resilience and adaptive capacity to climate-related 
hazards and natural disasters in all countries) a high priority. 

More than half of the respondent countries (based on the total number of respondent 
countries as per the relevant SDG target) additionally assigned a high priority to the 
following six SDG targets: 

�x (18 countries) SDG 6.1 (Achieving universal and equitable access to safe and 
affordable drinking water for all); 

�x (17 countries) SDG 6.2 (Achieving access to adequate and equitable sanitation 
and hygiene for all); 

�x (15 countries) SDG 7.1 (Ensuring universal access to affordable, reliable and 
modern energy services); and SDG 10.1 (Achieving and sustaining progressively 
income growth of the bottom 40 per cent of the population at a rate higher than 
the national average); 

�x (14 countries) SDG 16.6 (Developing effective, accountable and transparent 
institutions at all levels); SDG 16.3 (Promoting the rule of law at the national 
and international levels and ensure equal access to justice for all); SDG 10.4 
(Adopting policies, especially fiscal, wage and social protection policies, and 
progressively achieve greater equality); SDG 10.2 (Empowering and promoting 
the social, economic and political inclusion of all); and SDG 17.14 (Enhancing 
policy coherence for sustainable development); and  
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�x (13 countries) SDG 7.2 (Increasing substantially the share of renewable energy 
in the global energy mix); and SDG 17.1 (Strengthening domestic resource 
mobilization to improve domestic capacity for tax and other revenue collection). 

 

Half of the respondent countries (based on the total number of respondent countries as 
per the relevant SDG target) assigned a high priority to the following 3 SDGs and 10 
SDG targets: 

�x (13 countries) SDG 15.5 (Take urgent and significant action to reduce the 
degradation of natural habitats); SDG 16.1 (Significantly reducing all forms of 
violence and related death rates everywhere); SDG 16.5 (Substantially reducing 
corruption and bribery in all their forms); SDG 6 (Ensuring availability and 
sustainable management of water and sanitation for all); SDG 6.3 (Improving 
water quality by reducing pollution); SDG 16.b (Promoting and enforcing non-
discriminatory laws and policies for sustainable development); SDG 7 (Ensuring 
access to affordable, reliable, sustainable and modern energy for all); SDG 
17.17 (Encouraging and promoting effective public, public-private and civil 
society partnerships); SDG 15.2 (Promoting the implementation of sustainable 
management of all types of forests); SDG 10 (Reducing inequality within and 
among countries); SDG 16.9 (Provide legal identity for all, including birth 
registration); and 

�x (12 countries) SDG 17.19 (Building resilient infrastructure, promoting 
sustainable industrialization and fostering innovation); and SDG 17.11 
(Significantly increasing the exports of developing countries to double the least 
�G�H�Y�H�O�R�S�H�G���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�¶���V�K�D�U�H���R�I���J�O�R�E�D�O���H�[�S�R�U�W�V���E�\����������). 

 

Out of 36 OIC countries that submitted either full or partial responses to the Survey, 26 
of them provided the reasons why they assigned the respective priorities. Of those 26 
countries, 17 of them (Bahrain, Brunei, Cameroon, Chad, Egypt, Guinea, Indonesia, 
Jordan, Malaysia, Maldives, Niger, Palestine, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sudan, Turkey, 
and Uganda) related the reasons to national practices, national development plans, 
and/or international commitments, while 9 of them provided general comments for the 
reasons of why they assigned the relevant priority (Bangladesh, Iraq, Qatar, Pakistan, 
Somalia, Togo, and Yemen) or could not assign priorities (Libya and Suriname). 

On the other hand, 10 respondent countries informed that they could not have assigned 
a priority to each SDG in Part A. Of those, 2 countries that did not assign priorities 
(Albania and Azerbaijan) stated that the discussions among stakeholders concerning the 
SDG prioritisation are still continuing. Additionally, 4 of these respondents 
(Afghanistan, Burkina Faso, Iran , and Kuwait) stated no reasons while providing their 
SDG priorities, 4 of them (Gambia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Mali ) neither 
provided their SDG priority assignments nor the reasons. 
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Particularly, Malaysia linked each SDG to their national development plan with the 
strategies of: 

�x enhancing inclusiveness towards an equitable society (SDG 1, 2.1, 2.2, 5, 6.1, 6.2, 
6.3, 6.4, 10, 11.1, 11.2, 11.3, 11.4, 11.5 ), 

�x re-engineering economic growth for greater prosperity (SDG 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.a, 2.b, 
8.7, 8.8, 8.9, 8.10, 8.a, 8.b, 9.5, 9.a, 9.b, 9.c, 17), 

�x strengthening macroeconomic resilience for sustained growth (SD 2.c ), 

�x improving wellbeing for all (SDG 3, 11.6, 11.7, 11.a, 11.b, 11.c, 16.1, 16.2, 16.3, 
16.4, 16.5, 16.6), 

�x accelerating human capital development for an advanced nation (SDG 4, 8.1, 8.2, 
8.3, 8.4, 8.5, 8.6), 

�x pursuing green growth for sustainability and resilience (SDG 6.5, 6.6, 6.a, 6.b, 7.1, 
7.2, 7.3, 12, 13, 14, 15), 

�x strengthening infrastructure to support economic expansion (SDG 7.a, 7.b, 9.1, 9.2, 
9.3, 9.4), and 

�x transforming public service for productivity (SDG 16.7, 16.8, 16.9, 16.10, 16.a, 
16.b). 

 

The respondent countries stated a very low number of currently achieved SDGs. Except 
for 2 respondent countries having already achieved SDG 1 (Malaysia and Qatar) and 1 
respondent country having already achieved SDG 2 (Qatar), and SDG 3 (Kuwait), 
others did not state any currently achieved SDGs.  

Only 1 respondent country (Iraq ) stated that it would achieve SDGs 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, and 17 by 2020. On the other hand, 6 respondent countries envisage that they would 
achieve SDG 4 (Chad, Guinea, Iraq, Jordan, Sudan, and Yemen); 5 of them have the 
same hope for the achievement of SDG 2 (Bangladesh, Chad, Jordan, Palestine, and 
Sudan) by 2030. In addition, another group of 4 countries (Guinea, Indonesia, Jordan, 
and Sudan) and (Chad, Jordan, Palestine, and Sudan) also hope to achieve SDG 16 
and SDG 6 respectively by 2030. 3 respondent countries (Iraq, Jordan, and Sudan) 
mentioned that they would achieve SDG 3 by 2030. From all the respondent countries 
while Sudan stated that they expect to achieve 13 SDGs (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, and 16) by 2030, Jordan emerges as the only respondent country having stated 
its hope for the achievement of 17 SDGs by 2030. 

The most salient factors that have a limiting impact on the ability of respondent countries 
to achieve each SDG are shown below: 
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�x SDG 1: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate; Lack of methodological knowledge; Lack of coordination among 
relevant agencies/stakeholders 

�x SDG 2: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate; Lack of technological / IT means 

�x SDG 3: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate Lack of technological / IT means 

�x SDG 4: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate; Inadequate human resources capacity 

�x SDG 5: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of technological / IT means; Lack 
of data sources to monitor and evaluate  

�x SDG 6: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate 

�x SDG 7: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of technological / IT means; 
Inadequate human resources capacity 

�x SDG 8: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate 

�x SDG 9: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of technological / IT means. 

�x SDG 10: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate 

�x SDG 11: Shortage of financial resources; Inadequate human resources capacity; 
Lack of methodological knowledge 

�x SDG 12: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate; Lack of technological / IT means 

�x SDG 13: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of technological / IT means 

�x SDG 14: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of technological / IT means 

�x SDG 15: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate 

�x SDG 16: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate 

�x SDG 17: Shortage of financial resources; Lack of data sources to monitor and 
evaluate; Lack of technological / IT means 

 

An average of 12 respondents stated that �³Shortage of financial resources�  ́is the most 
salient limiting factor in front of the achievement of all SDGs. It is followed by: 

�x Lack of data sources to monitor and evaluate and Lack of technological/IT 
means (8 respondents on average); 

�x Inadequate human resources capacity and Lack of methodological knowledge 
(7 respondents on average); 
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�x Lack of political support and Lack of coordination among relevant 
agencies/stakeholders (5 respondents on average); and 

�x Lack of laws, regulations, policies (4 respondents on average). 

4.3.2 Findings from Part B of the Questionnaire 

Part B of the Questionnaire (see Annex C) asked the respondents about their relevant 
institutions responsible for coordinating, monitoring, and/or reporting SDGs, whether or 
not the countries have a national development strategy/plan document which is 
compatible with SDGs, the commitment regarding the implementation of the SDGs, 
human resources capacity of the SDG related national institutions, cooperation with 
international agencies for SDGs; SDG data collection practices, and training needs and 
capacities on SDGs. This part shows only the sections that received sufficient response 
from the respondents and left the ones with insufficient responses outside the analysis. 

In line with the question asking the respondent countries to name their SDGs 
coordinating, monitoring, and/or reporting agencies20, 29 out of 36 of the respondent 
countries stated they have SDG coordinating agencies. The analysis shows that 17 OIC 
countries assigned their Ministries of Development / Economy / Environment / Foreign 
Affairs / Planning as their SDG coordinating body while in 2 countries stated that Prime 
Ministry or the Council of Ministers is directly responsible for the SDG coordination. 4 
respondents stated that they have a separate SDG coordination under a General 
Secretariat mechanism. 6 countries stated their NSOs are responsible for the SDG 
coordination. 

SDG monitoring agencies have been observed to be existing in 27 respondent countries. 
Once more, 11 OIC countries assigned their Ministries of Development / Economy / 
Environment / Foreign Affairs / Planning as their SDG monitoring bodies corresponding 
to their coordination role. In 4 countries, Prime Ministry or the Council of Ministers is 
directly responsible for the SDG monitoring. While 3 countries stated they use separate 
SDG monitoring under a General Secretariat mechanism (again similar to their 
coordination role), in 9 OIC countries, NSOs are also directly responsible for monitoring 
the SDGs. 

It is also found out that 29 respondents could name their SDG reporting agencies. 12 
respondents indicated their Ministries of Development / Economy / Environment / 
Foreign Affairs / Planning as their SDG reporting bodies. NSOs are the second mainly 
assigned SDG reporting agency in 10 respondent countries followed by 4 countries 
where National SDG Committee undertakes the SDG reporting role. 3 respondent 

                                                 
20 Please see Table 25 in Annex B for more details. 
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countries also stated that the Prime Ministry and/or Council of Ministers is shouldering 
the SDG reporting role. 

Regarding the national development plans / strategies which are aligned with the 
SDGs21, 27 countries out of 36 countries responded that their current development plans 
/ strategies are compatible with the SDGs, 7 of them said they are not. 

As to the current commitment of SDG implementation by member countries22, only 28 
respondents provided their status. Of those, 14 respondents stated that they are currently 
committed to the implementation of all 17 SDGs. Due to their landlocked status, 4 
respondents stated that they are committed to implement 16 SDGs, excluding SDG 14 
�³Life under water�´�� Remaining 10 respondents provided a current commitment of SDG 
implementation ranging between 1 and 15 SDGs. Based on the responses received, SDG 
4 is the top goal that has a current commitment for SDG implementation by 27 countries 
followed by SDGs 2, 3, 5 and 6 by 26 countries; SDGs 1, 8 and 13 by 25 countries; SDG 
9 by 24 countries; SDGs 7 and 10 by 23 countries; SDGs 16 and 17 by 22 countries; 
SDGs 11 and 15 by 21 countries; SDG 12 by 18 countries; and SDG 14 by 17 countries. 

With regards to the human resources structure of the SDG coordination, monitoring, 
and reporting agencies in member countries23, only 19 respondents could have provided 
figures on their manpower in their SDG coordination bodies (a total of 767 staff). The 
values range from 2 (Afghanistan) to 287 (Qatar) which show a high degree of human 
resource gap among the respondents. For SDG monitoring agencies, 19 respondents 
reported their staff number totalling 580. Palestine is the most populous one with 209 staff 
members followed by Iraq (116). The other remaining 9 respondents have a range from 1 
(Afghanistan) to 72 (Pakistan). Concerning the human resources of SDG reporting 
agencies of 21 respondents totalling 529, Libya reported the highest staff number with 211 
employees followed by Iraq (116). The remaining 19 countries provided human resources 
figures between 1 (Suriname) and 44 (Turkey). It is appropriate to note that some 
respondents assign either coordination, monitoring, and/or reporting role to the same 
agencies. In this respect, the analysis shared in this section may include double counting. 
Due to this fact, the human resources total of SDG coordination, monitoring, and reporting 
agencies in member countries have not been mentioned. 

�,�Q�� �F�R�Q�Q�H�F�W�L�R�Q�� �W�R�� �W�K�H�� �F�X�U�U�H�Q�W�� �F�R�P�P�L�W�P�H�Q�W�V�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �P�H�P�E�H�U�� �F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�� �I�R�U�� �W�K�H��
�L�P�S�O�H�P�H�Q�W�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���6�'�*�V�����������U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W�V���D�F�N�Q�R�Z�O�H�G�J�H�G���W�K�D�W���W�K�H�\���K�D�Y�H���F�R�R�S�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q��
�Z�L�W�K���D�Q�G���R�U���U�H�F�H�L�Y�H���F�R�Q�V�X�O�W�D�Q�F�\���I�U�R�P���U�H�J�L�R�Q�D�O���L�Q�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���R�U�J�D�Q�L�]�D�W�L�R�Q�V24���I�U�R�P���8�1��

                                                 
21 Please see Table 26 in Annex B for more details. 
22 Please see Table 27 in Annex B for more details. 
23 Please see Table 28 in Annex B for more details. 
24 Please see Table 29 in Annex B for more details. 
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�D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V���� �8�1�� �5�H�J�L�R�Q�D�O�� �(�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F�� �&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�V���� �:�R�U�O�G�� �%�D�Q�N���� �D�Q�G�� �R�W�K�H�U�� �U�H�O�H�Y�D�Q�W��
�L�Q�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O�� �D�Q�G�� �U�H�J�L�R�Q�D�O�� �D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V�� �F�R�Q�F�H�U�Q�L�Q�J�� �D�O�O�� ������ �6�'�*�V���������O�D�Q�G�O�R�F�N�H�G�� �U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W��
�F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���V�W�D�W�H�G���W�K�H�\���K�D�Y�H���R�Q�J�R�L�Q�J�� �F�R�R�S�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q�� �Z�L�W�K�� �8�1�� �D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V�� �R�Q�� ������ �6�'�*�V����
�H�[�F�O�X�G�L�Q�J���6�'�*���������� �2�W�K�H�U���W�K�D�Q���W�Z�R���U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W�V���Z�L�W�K���F�X�U�U�H�Q�W���F�R�R�S�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q���V�W�D�W�X�V���R�Q��������
�D�Q�G���������6�'�*�V���U�H�V�S�H�F�W�L�Y�H�O�\�����W�K�H���U�H�P�D�L�Q�L�Q�J�������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���R�Q�O�\���P�D�L�Q�W�D�L�Q���F�R�R�S�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q���O�L�Q�N�D�J�H�V��
�I�R�U���D���U�D�Q�J�H���R�I�������W�R�������6�'�*�V�����$�J�D�L�Q�����L�Q���S�D�U�D�O�O�H�O���W�R���W�K�H���F�X�U�U�H�Q�W���F�R�P�P�L�W�P�H�Q�W���O�H�Y�H�O�V�����6�'�*�V������
�D�Q�G�������D�U�H���W�K�H���W�R�S���J�R�D�O���D�W�W�U�D�F�W�L�Q�J���F�R�R�S�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q���F�R�Q�V�X�O�W�D�Q�F�\���D�F�W�L�Y�L�W�\���E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q���������U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W��
�F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���D�Q�G���L�Q�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���D�J�H�Q�F�L�H�V���I�R�O�O�R�Z�H�G���E�\���6�'�*�V���������������D�Q�G���������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������6�'�*��
�������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������6�'�*�V�����������������D�Q�G�����������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������6�'�*�����������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������6�'�*�V��������������
�D�Q�G�����������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������6�'�*�V�������D�Q�G�����������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������6�'�*�����������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�������D�Q�G���6�'�*��
���������������F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���� 

�$�V���W�R���W�K�H���6�'�*���G�D�W�D���F�R�O�O�H�F�W�L�R�Q���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�L�O�L�W�\���V�W�D�W�X�V�����L�Q�K�R�P�R�J�H�Q�H�R�X�V���U�H�V�S�R�Q�V�H�V���S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�G��
�E�\�� �W�K�H�� �F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�� �P�D�G�H�� �L�W���G�L�I�I�L�F�X�O�W���W�R�� �D�Q�D�O�\�V�H�� �W�K�H�� �R�Y�H�U�D�O�O���V�L�W�X�D�W�L�R�Q�� �D�W�� �W�K�H�� �2�,�&�� �O�H�Y�H�O�����7�R��
�U�H�P�H�G�\�� �W�K�L�V�� �V�K�R�U�W�F�R�P�L�Q�J���� �W�K�H�� �G�D�W�D�� �F�X�U�U�H�Q�W�O�\�� �K�R�V�W�H�G�� �E�\�� �W�K�H�� �8�1�� �6�W�D�W�L�V�W�L�F�V�� �'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q��
���8�1�6�'�����L�Q�� �L�W�V�� �6�'�*�� �,�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V�� �*�O�R�E�D�O�� �'�D�W�D�E�D�V�H25���K�D�Y�H�� �E�H�H�Q�� �F�R�Q�V�L�G�H�U�H�G�� �W�R���G�H�S�L�F�W�� �W�K�H��
�6�'�*���G�D�W�D���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�L�O�L�W�\���V�L�W�X�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���2�,�&���P�H�P�E�H�U���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V�����7�K�H���P�H�W�K�R�G�R�O�R�J�\���I�R�U���W�K�H��
�L�G�H�Q�W�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �6�'�*�� �G�D�W�D���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�L�O�L�W�\�� �S�U�H�Y�L�R�X�V�O�\�� �F�D�U�U�L�H�G���R�X�W�� �E�\�� �W�K�H���8�1�(�6�&�$�326��
�K�D�V���E�H�H�Q�� �D�G�R�S�W�H�G���D�Q�G���G�D�W�D���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�L�O�L�W�\���R�I���W�K�H���6�'�*���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U�V���K�D�Y�H���E�H�H�Q���H�[�D�P�L�Q�H�G���E�\��
�F�R�Q�V�L�G�H�U�L�Q�J���W�Z�R���W�\�S�H�V���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U���D�Q�D�O�\�V�H�V�� 

�x Status of a situation at one point in time; and  
�x Describing the change in the status of situation as measured by an indicator 

which requires a minimum of two data points. 

In this regard, the SDG data availability analysis in this study was conducted based on 
the following four criteria also adopted in the UNESCAP methodology: 

�x �7�U�H�Q�G���D�Q�D�O�\�V�L�V���S�R�V�V�L�E�O�H�����7�U�H�Q�G���2�.�������,�I���D���S�D�U�W�L�F�X�O�D�U���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U���K�D�V���W�Z�R���R�U���P�R�U�H���G�D�W�D��
�S�R�L�Q�W�V���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�O�H���I�R�U���������S�H�U���F�H�Q�W�����R�U���P�R�U�H�����R�I���W�K�H���2�,�&���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q���������������������� 

�x �2�Q�O�\���V�W�D�W�X�V���D�Q�D�O�\�V�L�V���S�R�V�V�L�E�O�H�����6�W�D�W�X�V���2�.�������,�I���D���S�D�U�W�L�F�X�O�D�U���L�Q�G�L�F�D�W�R�U���K�D�V���R�Q�O�\���R�Q�H���G�D�W�D��
�S�R�L�Q�W���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�O�H���I�R�U���������S�H�U���F�H�Q�W�����R�U���P�R�U�H�����R�I���W�K�H���2�,�&���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q�������������D�Q�G������������ 

�x Limited status analysis possible (Status LIMITED ): If a particular indicator has 
at least one data point available but for less than 50 per cent of the OIC countries 
between 2000 and 2017; 

�x No analysis possible (No Data): If no data points are available for any of the OIC 
countries between 2000 and 2017. 

                                                 
25 https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/database/ 
26 http://www.unescap.org/sites/default/files/publications/ESCAP-SYB2017.pdf  

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/database/
http://www.unescap.org/sites/default/files/publications/ESCAP-SYB2017.pdf
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In accordance with the above criteria, Table 5 shows the SDG data availability status of 
OIC countries based on the global SDG data hosted at the SDG Indicators Global 
Database of the UNSD as on 30 November 2017. 

Table 5: SDG Data Availability Status of OIC Countries as on 30 November 2017 

SDG 
Trend 
OK 

Status 
OK 

Status 
LIMITED  

No 
Data 

Total 
Trend 
OK %  

Status 
OK %  

Status 
LIMITED %  

No 
Data % 

1 2 0 4 8 14 14.3% 0.0% 28.6% 57.1% 
2 5 2 2 4 13 38.5% 15.4% 15.4% 30.8% 
3 15 5 1 6 27 55.6% 18.5% 3.7% 22.2% 
4 3 0 7 1 11 27.3% 0.0% 63.6% 9.1% 
5 1 1 6 6 14 7.1% 7.1% 42.9% 42.9% 
6 2 2 2 5 11 18.2% 18.2% 18.2% 45.5% 
7 3 1 0 2 6 50.0% 16.7% 0.0% 33.3% 
8 8 0 5 4 17 47.1% 0.0% 29.4% 23.5% 
9 7 1 1 3 12 58.3% 8.3% 8.3% 25.0% 
10 2 0 2 7 11 18.2% 0.0% 18.2% 63.6% 
11 1 2 2 10 15 6.7% 13.3% 13.3% 66.7% 
12 2 1 0 10 13 15.4% 7.7% 0.0% 76.9% 
13 0 0 2 6 8 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 75.0% 
14 0 1 0 9 10 0.0% 10.0% 0.0% 90.0% 
15 7 2 0 5 14 50.0% 14.3% 0.0% 35.7% 
16 5 3 3 12 23 21.7% 13.0% 13.0% 52.2% 
17 6 2 3 14 25 24.0% 8.0% 12.0% 56.0% 

Sum 69 23 40 112 244 28.3% 9.4% 16.4% 45.9% 

* Rows with yellow background show the SDGs with data availability of 50% and over for corresponding 
indicators. 

Across 244 global indicators, trend analysis is observed to be possible for 69 indicators 
(28.3% of the total indicators) with a minimum of two data points available for the SDG 
indicators for at least 50 per cent of the OIC countries. At the OIC level, the data 
availability for SDG 9 (58.3%) and SDG 3 (55.6%) enables trend analysis for more than 
half of the corresponding indicators. Similarly, the available data under SDGs 7 and 15 
make a trend analysis possible for half of the corresponding indicators. While SDG 7 
and 15 represent the environmental dimension of development, SDG 3 represents social 
and SDG 9 represents economic dimensions27. 

                                                 
27 Please see (https://www.stakeholderforum.org/fileadmin/files/Balancing%20the%20dimensions%20in%20the%20SDGs%20FINAL.pdf) 
�³�6�X�V�W�D�L�Q�D�E�O�H���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���*�R�D�O�V���D�Q�G���,�Q�W�H�J�U�D�W�L�R�Q�����$�F�K�L�H�Y�L�Q�J���D���%�H�W�W�H�U���%�D�O�D�Q�F�H���E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q���W�K�H���(�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F�����6�R�F�L�D�O���D�Q�G���(�Q�Y�L�U�R�Q�P�H�Q�W�D�O��
�'�L�P�H�Q�V�L�R�Q�V�´�� ���*�H�U�P�D�Q�� �&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�� �I�R�U�� �6�X�V�W�D�L�Q�D�E�O�H�� �'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���� ������������ �I�R�U�� �W�K�H�� �F�O�D�V�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �6�'�*�V�� �X�Q�G�H�U�� �H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F���� �V�R�F�L�D�O�� �D�Q�G 
environmental dimensions of development. 

https://www.stakeholderforum.org/fileadmin/files/Balancing%20the%20dimensions%20in%20the%20SDGs%20FINAL.pdf
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It is also observed that for 112 indicators, it is not possible to do either a trend analysis 
or a situation analysis due to lack of data. Of these 112 SDG indicators, 67 of them are 
classified as Tier III, 34 of them are Tier II, and 11 of them are Tier I indicators. Among 
the Goals, SDG 1, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, and 17 have an alarming situation as the 
unavailability of data ranges between 52.2% (SDG 16) and 90% (SDG 14). SDGs 1, 10, 
11, and 16 are social dimensions of development whereas SDGs 12, 13, and 14 are 
environmental dimensions. Besides these 8 SDGs, 42.9% of the indicators under SDG 
5 and 45.5% of the indicators under SDG 6 is without data. Only a limited status analysis 
is possible for SDG 4 as 63.6% of the indicators have at least one data point available 
but for less than 50 per cent of the OIC countries between 2000 and 2017. 

Table 6 summarises the SDG data availability status of OIC countries based on the three 
dimensions of development; namely, economy, social, and environment. While a trend 
analysis for 52% of the indicators under the economy dimension is possible, the lack of 
data for environment and social dimensions makes it hard to make a trend analysis and 
even to identify the current situation for the OIC as a group. 

Table 6: SDG Data Availability Status of OIC Countries by 3 Dimensions 

 Economy 
(SDG 8-9) 

Social 
(SDG 1-5, 10-11, 16) 

Environment 
(SDG 6-7, 12-15) 

Not Classified 
(SDG 17) 

Trend OK 51.7% 26.6% 22.6% 24.0% 
Status OK 3.4% 10.2% 11.3% 8.0% 
Status LIMITED  20.7% 21.1% 6.5% 12.0% 
No Data 24.1% 42.2% 59.7% 56.0% 

Closely parallel to the results of current commitment for SDG implementation and 
cooperation linkages with the international agencies, 16 respondents stated that they are 
in need of capacity building activities28 for all 17 SDGs. While 3 respondents stated 
they need capacity building for different 16 SDGs, the remaining 13 respondents stated 
a need for capacity building programmes for a range of 2 to 15 SDGs. At the goal level, 
SDGs 1, 7, 8, and 11 are with the highest number of respondents (27) asking for capacity 
building and were followed by SDGs 4, 10, and 12 (26 countries); SDGs 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 
14, 16, and 17 (25 countries); SDG 15 (23 countries); and SDG 9 (22 countries). 

Part B ends with the question asking the respondents about whether they could provide 
capacity building on SDGs to other OIC member countries29. Except Jordan and 
Pakistan that stated it can provide capacity building to other OIC countries on all SDGs, 
remaining 16 respondents stated they could provide capacity building on SDGs to other 

                                                 
28 Please see Table 30 in Annex B for more details. 
29 Please see Table 31 in Annex B for more details. 



 

31 

OIC countries on different SDGs. Those are Niger (16 SDGs), Palestine (15 SDGs), 
Cameroon (12 SDGs), Turkey and Uganda (10 SDGs). The other 11 respondents stated 
they could provide capacity building activities within a range of 1 to 6 SDGs. At the 
goal level, SDG 1 is the top area for which 13 respondents said they could provide 
capacity building programmes. It was followed by SDG 5 (12 provider countries), SDGs 
2, 4, 6, and 10 (9 providers); SDGs 3, 9, and 16 (8 providers); SDGs 8 and 17 (7 
providers); SDG 7 (6 providers); SDGs 12 and 15 (5 providers); SDG 11 (4 providers); 
SDG 13 (3 providers); and 14 (2 providers).  
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ANNEX A: SDG PRIORITY ASSIGNMENT TABLES  

�$�O�O���W�D�E�O�H�V���D�U�H���L�Q���G�H�V�F�H�Q�G�L�Q�J���R�U�G�H�U���D�V���S�H�U���W�K�H���Q�X�P�E�H�U���R�I���F�R�X�Q�W�U�L�H�V���W�K�D�W���D�V�V�L�J�Q�H�G���³�+�L�J�K�´��
priority to SDGs and/or targets. To break a tie, average priority score has been used. 

Table 7: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to Each SDG 

SDG 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total  

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 1 3.46 21 2 3 1 1 28 8 
SDG 3 3.58 19 4 2 1 0 26 10 
SDG 2 3.37 18 4 3 1 1 27 9 
SDG 4 3.35 16 4 5 1 0 26 10 
SDG 5 3.27 16 3 5 2 0 26 10 
SDG 8 3.27 15 4 6 1 0 26 10 
SDG 9 3.23 15 3 7 1 0 26 10 
SDG 13 3.00 14 4 4 2 2 26 10 
SDG 6 3.19 13 6 6 1 0 26 10 
SDG 7 3.08 13 5 6 1 1 26 10 
SDG 10 3.00 13 4 6 2 1 26 10 
SDG 16 3.19 12 9 3 2 0 26 10 
SDG 17 2.64 12 3 3 3 4 25 11 
SDG 15 3.04 11 7 6 2 0 26 10 
SDG 11 3.08 10 9 6 1 0 26 10 
SDG 12 2.73 8 7 8 2 1 26 10 
SDG 14 2.43 8 4 5 2 4 23 13 

 
 
Table 8: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 1 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response  High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 1 3.46 21 2 3 1 1 28 8 
Target 1.2 3.54 21 4 1 1 1 28 8 
Target 1.3 3.37 17 6 2 1 1 27 9 
Target 1.4 3.26 17 3 5 1 1 27 9 
Target 1.1 2.81 15 3 3 1 5 27 9 
Target 1.b 3.12 14 5 3 1 2 25 11 
Target 1.5 3.11 13 8 3 2 1 27 9 
Target 1.a 3.08 13 5 3 1 2 24 12 
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Table 9: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 2 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 2 3.37 18 4 3 1 1 27 9 
Target 2.3 3.39 20 3 2 2 1 28 8 
Target 2.1 3.35 18 4 1 1 2 26 10 
Target 2.2 3.32 17 4 1 1 2 25 11 
Target 2.a 3.08 14 3 5 2 1 25 11 
Target 2.4 3.12 13 6 4 3 0 26 10 
Target 2.c 3.04 13 5 4 1 2 25 11 
Target 2.b 2.96 9 8 4 3 0 24 12 
Target 2.5 2.73 9 7 6 2 2 26 10 

 
Table 10: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 3 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 3 3.58 19 4 2 1 0 26 10 
Target 3.1 3.42 20 2 1 1 2 26 10 
Target 3.2 3.42 20 2 1 1 2 26 10 
Target 3.3 3.60 19 3 2 1 0 25 11 
Target 3.c 3.50 16 5 2 1 0 24 12 
Target 3.6 3.40 16 4 4 1 0 25 11 
Target 3.8 3.35 15 6 4 1 0 26 10 
Target 3.4 3.32 15 6 2 1 1 25 11 
Target 3.7 3.13 12 4 7 1 0 24 12 
Target 3.9 3.08 12 5 6 2 0 25 11 
Target 3.d 3.00 12 5 5 2 1 25 11 
Target 3.5 2.96 12 5 5 1 2 25 11 
Target 3.b 2.96 12 5 5 1 2 25 11 
Target 3.a 3.08 11 6 5 2 0 24 12 

 
Table 11: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 4 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 4 3.35 16 4 5 1 0 26 10 
Target 4.5 3.50 17 6 2 1 0 26 10 
Target 4.1 3.35 16 6 2 1 1 26 10 
Target 4.6 3.31 15 5 5 1 0 26 10 
Target 4.4 3.31 14 7 4 1 0 26 10 
Target 4.c 3.17 13 5 4 1 1 24 12 
Target 4.a 3.16 13 6 4 1 1 25 11 
Target 4.3 3.24 12 8 4 1 0 25 11 
Target 4.2 3.04 10 7 7 1 0 25 11 
Target 4.7 3.04 9 9 4 2 0 24 12 
Target 4.b 2.17 5 7 4 3 5 24 12 
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Table 12: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 5 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 5 3.27 16 3 5 2 0 26 10 
Target 5.2 3.38 17 3 5 1 0 26 10 
Target 5.1 3.20 14 5 4 1 1 25 11 
Target 5.3 3.04 12 6 3 1 2 24 12 
Target 5.a 3.00 12 6 5 2 1 26 10 
Target 5.b 2.81 12 4 6 4 1 27 9 
Target 5.c 2.77 12 4 5 2 3 26 10 
Target 5.5 3.16 11 9 3 2 0 25 11 
Target 5.6 3.00 10 7 6 2 0 25 11 
Target 5.4 2.72 5 10 8 2 0 25 11 

 
Table 13: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 6 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 6 3.19 13 6 6 1 0 26 10 
Target 6.1 3.38 18 3 3 1 1 26 10 
Target 6.2 3.26 17 5 2 1 2 27 9 
Target 6.5 3.30 13 10 3 1 0 27 9 
Target 6.3 3.19 13 6 6 1 0 26 10 
Target 6.4 3.12 12 7 5 2 0 26 10 
Target 6.6 2.96 11 6 7 1 1 26 10 
Target 6.b 3.00 7 12 5 1 0 25 11 
Target 6.a 2.36 7 7 4 2 5 25 11 

 
Table 14: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 7 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 7 3.08 13 5 6 1 1 26 10 
Target 7.1 3.20 15 3 5 1 1 25 11 
Target 7.2 3.21 13 4 6 1 0 24 12 
Target 7.3 2.75 8 6 7 2 1 24 12 
Target 7.b 2.60 6 8 8 1 2 25 11 
Target 7.a 2.24 5 7 7 1 5 25 11 
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Table 15: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 8 Targets 

SDG Target 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 8 3.27 15 4 6 1 0 26 10 
Target 8.3 3.36 16 3 5 1 0 25 11 
Target 8.1 3.24 16 3 3 2 1 25 11 
Target 8.6 3.29 14 4 5 1 0 24 12 
Target 8.b 3.12 14 3 6 1 1 25 11 
Target 8.5 3.35 13 7 4 1 0 25 11 
Target 8.2 3.16 13 4 7 1 0 25 11 
Target 8.9 3.16 12 6 6 1 0 25 11 
Target 8.8 3.04 11 4 8 1 0 24 12 
Target 8.10 2.96 9 7 8 1 0 25 11 
Target 8.7 2.76 8 8 6 1 2 25 11 
Target 8.4 2.64 7 5 10 3 0 25 11 
Target 8.a 2.25 6 5 6 3 4 24 12 

 
Table 16: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 9 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 9 3.23 15 3 7 1 0 26 10 
Target 9.1 3.15 15 3 7 2 0 27 9 
Target 9.2 3.20 14 3 7 1 0 25 11 
Target 9.c 3.16 11 8 5 1 0 25 11 
Target 9.3 3.04 11 6 8 1 0 26 10 
Target 9.5 2.96 9 6 8 1 0 24 12 
Target 9.4 2.71 8 4 9 3 0 24 12 
Target 9.b 2.76 7 8 8 1 1 25 11 
Target 9.a 2.46 6 7 6 2 3 24 12 

 
Table 17: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 10 Targets 

SDG Target 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 10 3.00 13 4 6 2 1 26 10 
Target 10.1 3.17 15 2 4 2 1 24 12 
Target 10.4 3.20 14 4 5 2 0 25 11 
Target 10.2 3.19 14 5 5 2 0 26 10 
Target 10.3 3.08 12 5 6 2 0 25 11 
Target 10.b 2.44 9 3 6 4 3 25 11 
Target 10.6 2.42 8 4 6 2 4 24 12 
Target 10.5 2.65 7 8 7 3 1 26 10 
Target 10.7 2.50 6 6 10 3 1 26 10 
Target 10.c 2.22 6 6 7 4 4 27 9 
Target 10.a 2.17 4 7 6 3 4 24 12 
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Table 18: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 11 Targets 

SDG Target 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 11 3.08 10 9 6 1 0 26 10 
Target 11.2 3.11 12 7 7 1 0 27 9 
Target 11.3 3.04 12 5 9 1 0 27 9 
Target 11.6 3.00 11 6 9 1 0 27 9 
Target 11.1 3.08 10 9 6 1 0 26 10 
Target 11.5 2.92 9 8 7 2 0 26 10 
Target 11.4 2.92 8 8 8 1 0 25 11 
Target 11.a 2.62 8 5 9 3 1 26 10 
Target 11.b 2.64 7 6 9 2 1 25 11 
Target 11.7 2.77 6 9 10 1 0 26 10 
Target 11.c 1.92 4 4 10 2 6 26 10 

 
Table 19: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 12 Targets 

SDG Target 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 12 2.73 8 7 8 2 1 26 10 
Target 12.5 2.74 10 4 10 2 1 27 9 
Target 12.2 2.81 9 7 7 2 1 26 10 
Target 12.4 2.73 9 5 9 2 1 26 10 
Target 12.7 2.72 8 6 8 2 1 25 11 
Target 12.8 2.60 7 7 7 2 2 25 11 
Target 12.b 2.56 7 6 8 2 2 25 11 
Target 12.3 2.56 6 6 10 2 1 25 11 
Target 12.c 2.20 6 3 9 4 3 25 11 
Target 12.a 2.04 5 3 10 2 5 25 11 
Target 12.1 2.36 4 7 10 2 2 25 11 
Target 12.6 2.32 4 9 6 3 3 25 11 

 
Table 20: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 13 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 13 3.00 14 4 4 2 2 26 10 
Target 13.1 3.19 15 5 3 2 1 26 10 
Target 13.2 2.96 12 4 6 2 1 25 11 
Target 13.3 2.92 12 5 4 2 2 25 11 
Target 13.b 2.04 7 4 5 3 7 26 10 
Target 13.a 2.00 7 2 7 4 6 26 10 
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Table 21: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 14 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 14 2.43 8 4 5 2 4 23 13 
Target 14.b 2.39 9 3 4 2 5 23 13 
Target 14.4 2.32 8 5 1 2 6 22 14 
Target 14.6 2.17 8 4 2 2 7 23 13 
Target 14.2 2.39 7 5 5 2 4 23 13 
Target 14.5 2.36 6 6 4 2 4 22 14 
Target 14.1 2.22 5 6 5 3 4 23 13 
Target 14.c 1.83 5 4 5 2 8 24 12 
Target 14.7 1.75 5 4 4 2 9 24 12 
Target 14.a 1.92 4 6 5 2 7 24 12 
Target 14.3 1.67 4 5 3 3 9 24 12 

 
Table 22: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 15 Targets 

SDG 
Target 

Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 15 3.04 11 7 6 2 0 26 10 
Target 15.5 3.28 13 7 4 1 0 25 11 
Target 15.2 3.04 13 5 5 2 1 26 10 
Target 15.1 3.08 12 8 3 2 1 26 10 
Target 15.3 2.89 12 6 4 4 1 27 9 
Target 15.4 2.73 10 6 6 1 3 26 10 
Target 15.b 2.81 9 8 5 3 1 26 10 
Target 15.7 3.00 8 9 6 1 0 24 12 
Target 15.a 2.80 8 8 6 2 1 25 11 
Target 15.9 2.73 8 8 6 3 1 26 10 
Target 15.c 2.60 8 7 5 2 3 25 11 
Target 15.8 2.56 7 7 6 3 2 25 11 
Target 15.6 2.44 6 7 6 4 2 25 11 
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Table 23: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 16 Targets 

SDG Target 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 16 3.19 12 9 3 2 0 26 10 
Target 16.6 3.31 14 8 2 2 0 26 10 
Target 16.3 3.24 14 5 4 2 0 25 11 
Target 16.1 3.28 13 8 2 2 0 25 11 
Target 16.5 3.24 13 6 5 1 0 25 11 
Target 16.b 3.12 13 7 3 2 1 26 10 
Target 16.4 3.00 13 6 4 3 1 27 9 
Target 16.9 3.00 13 5 3 2 2 25 11 
Target 16.10 3.12 12 6 5 2 0 25 11 
Target 16.a 3.08 11 6 5 2 0 24 12 
Target 16.7 3.12 10 11 3 2 0 26 10 
Target 16.2 3.04 9 10 4 2 0 25 11 
Target 16.8 2.38 7 5 6 2 4 24 12 

 
Table 24: Priorities Assigned by the Respondents to SDG 17 Targets 

SDG Target 
Average 
Priority 
Score 

Number of Countries Assigning Priority of 
Total 

No 
Response High 

(4) 
Medium 

(3) 
Low 
(2) 

None 
(1) 

Irrelevant 
(0) 

SDG 17 2.64 12 3 3 3 4 25 11 
Target 17.14 2.92 14 3 2 4 2 25 11 
Target 17.17 3.04 13 5 3 3 1 25 11 
Target 17.1 2.96 13 3 3 4 1 24 12 
Target 17.19 2.75 12 3 3 3 3 24 12 
Target 17.18 2.73 12 4 4 3 3 26 10 
Target 17.16 2.68 12 2 5 3 3 25 11 
Target 17.11 2.67 12 2 3 4 3 24 12 
Target 17.13 2.60 11 3 4 4 3 25 11 
Target 17.12 2.42 10 1 5 5 3 24 12 
Target 17.6 2.64 9 6 4 4 2 25 11 
Target 17.15 2.56 9 5 4 5 2 25 11 
Target 17.4 2.50 9 4 4 4 3 24 12 
Target 17.8 2.46 9 5 5 3 4 26 10 
Target 17.3 2.36 9 2 6 5 3 25 11 
Target 17.5 2.33 9 2 5 4 4 24 12 
Target 17.9 2.42 8 5 4 3 4 24 12 
Target 17.7 2.32 8 4 4 6 3 25 11 
Target 17.2 2.04 7 3 5 4 6 25 11 
Target 17.10 2.25 6 6 4 4 4 24 12 
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ANNEX B: RESULTS OF PART B OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE  

Table 25: List of SDG Coordinating, Monitoring, and Reporting Agencies in Respondent Countries 

Country SDG Coordinating Agency SDG Monitoring Agency SDG Reporting Agency 
Afghanistan Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Albania SDG Committee Prime Ministry Prime Ministry 
Azerbaijan SDG Committee SDG Committee SDG Committee 
Bahrain SDG Committee SDG Committee National Statistical 

Authority 
Bangladesh Ministry of Planning National Statistical Authority Prime Ministry 
Brunei Prime Ministry Prime Ministry National Statistical 

Authority 
Burkina Faso Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Cameroon Ministry of Economy 

 
National Statistical 
Authority 

Chad Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Egypt National Statistical Authority National Statistical Authority National Statistical 

Authority 
Gambia    
Guinea Ministry of Planning National Statistical Authority SDG Committee 
Indonesia SDG Committee SDG Committee SDG Committee 
Iran  

 
National Statistical Authority National Statistical 

Authority 
Iraq  Ministry of Planning Ministry of Planning Ministry of Planning 
Jordan Ministry of Planning 

  

Kazakhstan Ministry of Foreign Affairs and 
Ministry of Economy 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
and Ministry of Economy 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
and Ministry of Economy 

Kuwait    
Kyrgyzstan    
Libya 

  
National Statistical 
Authority 

Malaysia National Statistical Authority Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Maldives Ministry of Environment Ministry of Environment Ministry of Environment 
Mali  Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Niger Ministry of Planning National Statistical Authority National Statistical 

Authority 
Pakistan Ministry of Planning National Statistical Authority National Statistical 

Authority 
Palestine National Statistical Authority Prime Ministry SDG Committee 
Qatar Ministry of Planning Ministry of Planning Ministry of Planning 
Saudi Arabia Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Senegal Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy Ministry of Economy 
Somalia National Statistical Authority 

  

Sudan National Statistical Authority National Statistical Authority National Statistical 
Authority 

Suriname    
Togo National Statistical Authority National Statistical Authority National Statistical 

Authority 
Turkey Ministry of Development National Statistical Authority Ministry of Development 
Uganda Prime Ministry Prime Ministry Prime Ministry 
Yemen    

* The original names of relevant SDG agencies have been shortened to present an overview of the SDG 
mechanism in respondent countries. Countries written in italic characters are without responses. 
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Table 26: Does your country currently have a National Development Strategy / Plan Document 
which is compatible with the SDG process? 

YES Afghanistan, Albania, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, 
Cameroon, Egypt, Guinea, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Libya, Malaysia, Mali, 
Niger, Pakistan, Palestine, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Sudan, Togo, 
Turkey, Uganda 

NO Brunei, Chad, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Maldives, Suriname, Yemen 
NO RESPONSE Gambia, Kyrgyzstan 

 

Table 27: Is your country currently committed to the implementation of the below SDGs? 

Country 
SDG 

Total 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

Afghanistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 16 
Albania 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1   1 1 14 
Bahrain 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Bangladesh  1                1 
Brunei  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 1 1 15 
Burkina Faso 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 16 
Cameroon 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Chad    1 1 1       1  1  1 6 
Egypt 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Guinea 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Indonesia 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Iran  1  1 1    1 1    1   1  7 
Iraq  1 1 1 1 1 1    1   1     8 
Jordan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Kuwait  1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1     1    9 
Malaysia 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Maldives 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Mali  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 16 
Niger 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 16 
Pakistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Palestine 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1   14 
Qatar 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Senegal 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Sudan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Togo 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Turkey 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Uganda 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1   1   1 1 13 
Yemen 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1          8 
Total 25 26 26 27 26 26 23 25 24 23 21 18 25 17 21 22 22  
* 1 equals �³�<�(�6�´. 
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Table 28: What is the total number of staff with the highest education level attained in the below 
agency(ies) working on the SDG process? 

Country  SDG Coordinating Agency SDG Monitoring Agency SDG Reporting Agency 
Afghanistan 2 1 2 
Albania 14 9 3 
Azerbaijan 18 12 18 
Bahrain 22 22 3 
Cameroon   12 
Chad 10 10 10 
Egypt 5 50 5 
Iran   10 10 
Iraq  32 116 116 
Jordan 4 4 4 
Libya    211 
Malaysia  2 2 
Maldives 6 6 17 
Niger 4 10 10 
Pakistan 12 72 20 
Palestine 250 209  
Qatar 287   
Saudi Arabia 6   
Senegal 20 20 20 
Sudan 5 5 5 
Suriname   1 
Togo 20 10 10 
Turkey  44 2 44 
Uganda 6 10 6 
Total 767 580 529 

 
Table 29: Does your country have cooperation with and/or receive consultation from 
regional/international organizations in the below SDGs? 

COUNTRY 
SDG 

Total 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

Afghanistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1   1 1 1 16 
Albania 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Azerbaijan 1 1     1 1   1       1 1 1 1     9 
Bahrain     1 1   1 1 1     1   1 1 1     9 
Bangladesh                                   0 
Brunei                                   0 
Burkina Faso 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Cameroon 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Chad       1 1 1             1   1   1 6 
Egypt 1 1     1                         3 
Gambia                                   0 
Guinea 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Indonesia 1 1 1     1                   1   5 
Iran                                    0 
Iraq  1 1 1 1 1 1   1   1 1   1     1 1 12 
Jordan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Kazakhstan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Kuwait                                  1 1 
Kyrgyzstan                                   0 
Libya  1   1 1 1     1     1         1 1 8 
Malaysia 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Maldives 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Mali  1 1 1 1 1   1   1       1     1   9 
Niger 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1   1 1 1 16 
Pakistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Palestine 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Qatar 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Saudi Arabia 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Senegal                                   0 
Somalia                                   0 
Sudan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Suriname                                   0 
Togo 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Turkey  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Uganda 1 1 1 1 1   1 1 1 1           1   10 
Yemen 1 1 1 1 1 1                       6 
Total 25 24 24 24 25 23 20 22 19 19 20 18 22 17 20 22 21  
�
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Table 30: Does your country need capacity building on the below SDGs? 

Country  
SDG 

Total 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

Afghanistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Albania 1 1 1 1 1 1  1  1 1     1  10 
Azerbaijan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Bahrain 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Brunei 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Burkina Faso    1   1  1  1  1    1 6 
Cameroon       1      1     2 
Chad 1 1 1    1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 14 
Egypt 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Guinea 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Indonesia  1  1    1   1 1 1 1    7 
Iran  1 1 1   1  1  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 13 
Iraq  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 1 16 
Jordan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Kazakhstan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Kuwait  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Libya  1   1  1  1      1    5 
Malaysia  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 16 
Maldives 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Mali  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Niger 1      1           2 
Pakistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1  1 1 1  14 
Palestine 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Qatar 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Saudi Arabia 1    1  1   1  1 1    1 7 
Senegal 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Somalia 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Sudan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Suriname                  0 
Togo 1  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 1 15 
Turkey      1     1 1 1 1 1  1 1 8 
Uganda 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 16 
Yemen 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1          8 
Total 27 25 25 26 25 25 27 27 22 26 27 26 25 25 23 25 25  
�
�������H�T�X�D�O�V���³�<�(�6�´�� 

Table 31: Can your country provide capacity building on SDGs to other OIC 
member countries? 

Country 
SDG 

Total 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

Albania                1  1 
Bahrain 1     1            2 
Burkina Faso     1             1 
Cameroon 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1  1    1 1 12 
Chad    1 1 1            3 
Egypt     1  1  1         3 
Indonesia 1         1      1  3 
Iraq  1    1     1        3 
Jordan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Malaysia 1                 1 
Niger 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 16 
Pakistan 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 
Palestine 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1   1 1 1 15 
Saudi Arabia  1                1 
Sudan 1   1 1             3 
Togo 1 1 1  1     1       1 6 
Turkey  1 1 1 1  1 1 1 1      1  1 10 
Uganda 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1      1  10 
Total 13 9 8 9 12 9 6 7 8 9 4 5 3 2 5 8 7  
�
�������H�T�X�D�O�V���³�<�(�6�´�� 
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ANNEX C: TENDENCY SURVEY ON SDG PRIORITIES OF OIC COUNTRIES  
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