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Measuring and monitoring progress towards 

the Sustainable Development Goals 
 
Much discussion over indicators:  
• Indicators suggested to measure performance on the 

SDGs 
• Indicators that set base lines that are regularly 

updated and so monitor progress on SDG goals 
 





Indicators 

 
The indicators chosen will influence what governments 
and international agencies do 
 
Indicators often simplify complex issues 
• Indicators for water often just on availability – and not 

on safety, regularity and cost 
 
SO FOUR COMMENTS 
 

 



1. Some indicators are inappropriate   

For SDG 1:  For monitoring poverty, UN still applying the same 

poverty line to all nations (US$ 1.90/person/day ppp).  

 

• But the cost of basic needs varies a  lot between nations 

and within nations 

• Could you meet your needs in Sao Paulo on US$1.90/day?  

 

For any poverty measure, set the bar too low and it produces 

nonsense statistics 



Inappropriate indicators (2)  

SDG 6; by 2030, achieve universal and equitable access 
to safe and affordable drinking water   
 

• But the UN indicators for water do not measure if 

it is safe or affordable or regular  

• UN admits that many people said to have 

‘improved’ water provision are using water that is 

faecally contaminated.   



One billion urban 
dwellers in informal 
settlements 



2: Capacity to collect indicators proposed 

How much accurate data on the billion or so people living in 

informal settlements? 

 

Do informal settlements get included in sample frameworks 

• no maps 

• no street addresses 

• illegal  

• Frightening? 

 

Do censuses cover informal settlements? 

 

  



3: Confusion over indicators for national 

and for local 

Responsibility for implementing many of the SDGs falls to local 
governments.   
 
They need relevant indicators to guide them. 
The UN report recommends that they are ‘action-oriented’  
• Too aggregated to point to the geographic location where action 

is needed. 



3: Confusion over indicators for national 

and for local 

Indicators that give national averages or averages for all urban areas 
do not point to where problems are located.   
 
Indicators on the population who lack  
• water piped to their home  
• toilets  
• solid waste collection….. 
 
Needed for each local government area – and for each street.  



3: Confusion over indicators for national 

and for local 

National averages for who has convenient access to public transport 
or to open space 
• Or data on this for each small area unit 
 
Indicators on premature death – for instance on infant, child and 
maternal mortality – are needed for each location, not just for 
national averages 
 
The same is true for measures of air pollution; national averages do 
not tell you where the problem is most acute  



3: Confusion over indicators for national 

and for local 

So we need to be clear here 
• Indicators needed by local government to guide them in meeting 

the SDGs and addressing other local needs are  
not the same as  
• Indicators needed by national government – although some 

national indicators will be aggregates of local indicators 





4: How multi-indicator indexes can 

confuse 

New report recommending an Index has only one indicator for SDG 
11: mean average concentration of PM2.5 in urban areas.   
 
So no indicator on other key issues in SDG 11 on  
• housing 
• upgrading ‘slums’ 
• disaster risk reduction 
• solid waste collection 
• public space 
• presence of relevant policies  .  

SDG11: “Make cities and 
human settlements 
inclusive, safe, resilient and 
sustainable” but only 
indicator  a measure of fine 
particle air pollution! 
 



4: Where are these problems most serious 

Great importance & relevance for low- income and many middle-
income nations, less so for high-income countries.  
 
Less so for Brazil with its long history of innovation in data collection 
by the national government and by individual cities.  
• Indeed, this very meeting and the commitment of the Ministry of 

Cities to support local governments to address the SDGs shows 
this 

• So the discussions at this meeting can also draw on experience in 
Brazil and provide guidelines for other countries.  



1: Getting relevant data to support local 

action 

Censuses that inform national and state governments and that 
provide data for local governments  
• in a form that allows them to identify the small area units or 

streets where problems are most acute 
 
Consider how other sources of relevant information (including 
household surveys and vital registration systems) can better serve 
local data needs  



2: Indicators from local sources  

• All cities should review what data they collect or could collect 
and how this can help monitor their progress towards the SDGs.  

• Many Latin American cities have innovated on this  
      and bringing together the data collected by different 
      departments  
• Engagement with civil society can be a powerful source of 

information for the SDGs.  Participatory budgeting has often led 
to stronger local data on budgeting and resource allocations 



Showing potential of 
city governments to 
collect relevant data 
And 
challenges 



Indicators from slum/shack dwellers   

Vast data gaps in much of Africa and Asia is on informal settlements.  
• Often half the city ………….   
• Local government usually lacks data   
 
But lots of innovation here.  Federations of slum/shack dwellers in 
30+ nations doing detailed surveys/maps of all informal settlements 
in their city 
• use these to negotiate with and work with local governments  
• Provide accurate and detailed data on many of the SDGs.  
• Help strengthen ties between the slum/shack dwellers and local 

governments 





Conclusions: what all governments must do 

• Review data they collect; does it cover all the SDGs  
• Consider how existing data gathering systems can expand to 

address some of this   
• Discuss with local governments how to get the right balance 

between national and local data 
• and what role local governments and local civil society 

organizations have in contributing to data collection 



Conclusions: what all governments must do 

Support local government innovation on this  
• how to nest indicators for national goals within indicators for 

local goals and not make reporting requirements to onerous 
Consider how local governments can make their own commitments 
to the SDGs and to monitoring their own performance – so national 
reports are aggregates of local reports 
• Paris Agreement platform for local governments to commit 
• Perhaps we need that for SDGs too 



Conclusions: where there is little local data 

Where there is so much missing data on informal settlements 
• Look at the experience in 200 cities and over 20 nations of 

profiles and maps by Slum/Shack/Homeless People’s Federations 
Very detailed coverage of  
• Housing and land site 
• Land ownership 
• Water and sanitation 
• Drainage and solid waste 
• enterprises, transport and other services…… 
• And each community’s priorities 
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