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The Localisation of the
SDGs




What is the localisation the SDGs?

o

Defining, implementing and
monitoring strategies at the
local level for achieving global,
national and subnational
sustainable development goals
and targets.

This involves concrete
mechanisms, tools, innovations,
platforms and processes to
effectively translate the
development agenda into
results at the local level.
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Who localises the SDGs?
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The SDG Reporting system (1/2)

The Sustainable Development Goals Report

Global Indicator Framework 2020
for the SDGs —

Designed for the country level "

17 goals -- 169 measureable
targets -- 231 unique
Indicators

NSOs report yearly to UN
custodian agency - annual

global report

European |
Commission

8 Source: https://unstats.un.org/sdqgs/report/2020/
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The SDG Reporting system (2/2)

Every MS committed to report B MRENEE
periodically on the implementation - EAC
of the 2030 Agenda to High Level mm%;m.,.w
Political Forum mIlmlﬁ

In 2020, the 47 countries: 26 first EE.

time presenters, 20 second time

_ _ Estonia (2020) Finland (2020)
presenters and 1 third time
presenter
In 2021: Germany, Norway, and
Sweden
9 Source: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/ Ezfr‘:zfi::ion
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The Voluntary Local
Reviews as tools for
localising the SDGs




The first Voluntary Local Reviews
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- Urban Action
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Voluntary Local Review

New York City’s Implementation of the
2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development

July 2018
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SDG Voluntary Local Reviews
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Why the SDG local monitoring?

'0 highlight successes and gaps

‘0 Inform decisions using evidences

0 benchmark and peer-to-peer learning

0 be part of global community

Highlight to role of cities in the
iImplementation of the European Green Deal

13



Localise the SDGs using a VLR

Internal benefits for the city (hidden connections,
common framework, link between priority and data,
sustainable networks, leave no one behind)

External benefits at local scale (transparent
accountability, new cross-sectoral partnerships, building
leadership)

External benefits at global scale (engagement in the
global community, city leaders on the world stage, elevate
city priorities to the global conversation).

European
Commission

14



From national to local systems -
challenges

Adapt the framework to the European and national
context

Address the local level (subnational and urban)
_imit the number of indicators

l[lustrate local actions and achievements

Highlight cities’ contribution to the global agenda
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Reference materials

Official guidelines
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European Handbook
for SDG Voluntary
Local Reviews



It was launched in
February 2020 at the

European
Commission

EUROPEAN_ WUFlO
SDG Voluqtary Downloads:
Local Reviews More than 9,000 times

AVAILABLE AT
https://urban.jrc.ec.e
— - _ uropa.eu/sdgs
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https://urban.jrc.ec.europa.eu/sdgs

It supports to European
cities willing to prepare
their SDG Local
Voluntary Reviews

It offers a framework
for the selection of
appropriate indicators
to tailor the reviews to
local context and to
©$ u ensure comparability

8 1 12 10

i[85 among cities.
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Content and target audience

Overview of European

methods and Local and

INDICATORS sub-national
authorities
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Part 1 The Voluntary Local Reviews

glc)ol(?flé.\orRﬂggATLHE ?;::gfndisrlg the SDG monitoring
Data challenges for local
authorities

Main components of the VLRs

Methodology for the selection of
the indicators

Part 1
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Part 2

Part 2

URBAN INDICATORS
FOR THE SDGs
IN EUROPE

INDICATORS

Example of indicators for all 17 SDGs




The rationale for the selection

CHOICE OF INDICATORS

Harmonized official

|_
= The SDGs
@)
3
Q| S— . | | - S
) : ~ b
c H— > - 2 Not harmonized official environmental
i context : ## ¥ and economic
= e dimensions
2 . o . :
il Reicvance 3 JHarmonized experimental
Il tocities
LLl
Not harmonized
experimental
European
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Part 2 /1  INDICATORS

URBAN INDICATORS
FOR THE SDGS TYPE OF INDICATORS
IN EUROPE 45 official

26 experimental

ALIGNMENT

6 indicators match both the EU set and
the UN Global Framework

4 indicators match the UN’s Global
Indicator Framework

10 indicators match the EU SDGs
Indicator Set 2019

E’art 2
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Part 2 /1  INDICATORS

URBAN INDICATORS
FOR THE SDGS MAIN SOURCES
IN EUROPE

11 indicators from the JRC
10 indicators from Eurostat
3 indicators from OECD

3 indicators from EEA

2 indicators from DG REGIO

OTHER SOURCES

National Statistical Systems (NSS),
Local administrations, NGOs,
Universities

E’art 2
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GOAL1

END POVERTY IN ALLITS
FORMS EVERYWHERE

>

Description of the Goal

Eradicating poverty in all its forms and dmes
sions is recognised as the greatest challence ind
an indispensable requirement for sustansble &
velopment. For instance, poverty limits peocle’s
opportunities to achieve thee ful potentl, wh
consequences both in terms of social cohesin ind
sustainable growth. Poverty is a mutidmensond
concept and relates to economic, socel, e
mental, cultural and political aspects.

Targets of this goal focus or eradiating eivese
poverty, eventually counteractng the exshne
of paverty traps (Kroay and McKenaie 2014 0
flo and Bonerjee 2011); halving poverty o 8L
forms; ensuring all people enjoy & bask st
of living and social protection benefies. and bk
ing the resilience of the poor, also i te faedd
natural disasters (Hoflenatte et ol 2017)

European Dimension

wecuh extzeme poverty 1 655 relevant in the EU
1 than in other world regions, one of the five

:eal'-t targets of the Eurape 2020 Strategy is to
reduce poverty by lifting at least 20 million peo~
sle cut of the risk of poverty and soclal exclusion

pecpie affected by at least one of the following
forms of poverty. ncome poverty, low work inten-
sty and material depeivation.

The 2020 target remains an important challenge
atrough, after the 2012 peak in poverty, there has
been a contwous dowrward trend. For Instance,
2018 about 22% of the EU population was still
# risk of poverty or social exclusion.

To tackle these chalenges the Urban Agenda for
the EU Partnership on Urban Poverty (EC 2018) has
establshed four prontes of action: child poverty,
depved nesghbourhocds and Leban regeneration,
hemeiessness, and vunerability of Roma people
Litbon Poverty Partnership (UPP) 2018), whereas
e European pilar of social rights focuses, among
omer pronities, on the prevention of the misuse of
precancus employment relationships.

Local dimension

Local authonties are the most appropriate actors
to identify vuinerable groups, espedally for what
concemns hard-to-measure populations like home-
less (James D. Wright 1992), For this reason, the
municipal level could also be the most informed to
alleviate the condition of poverty experienced by
individuals, with the coordination and support of
higher governance levels

In particular, local authorities can counteract pov-
erty acting on two typologies of constraints to the
of external

Bike institutional or governmental failures (Bardhan
1997), and internal constraints, such as behaviour-
al and aspirational biases (Dalton, Ghosal, & Mani,
2016; Wolto, 2004),

Municipalities can target both these determinants
of poverty avoiding that people remain poor for
much or all of their lives in which case their chil-
dren also become more likely to experience poverty.

European
Commission



Every indicator
fiche is compose
by 3 main parts:

A

Side bookmark

B

Main
information on
the indicator
and potential
use and
interpretation

C

Key Metadata

27
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POVERTY

CITIES AND
GREATER CITIES

‘
100 |
5 AND ‘

Eurostat,
City statistics
database
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A selection of indicators
from the European
Handbook




= Links to other SDGs

GOOD HEALTH
AKD WELL-BEING

1 R =4 i

wiid Wl &

ALIGHMENT

UN list
EU list

COVERAGE

EU-28

AGEREGATION

CITIES AND
GREATER CITIES

AVAILABILITY

300

CITIES AND
GREATER CITIES

sourct Eyrostat,
City statistics
database

29

EAN HANDEOOK FOR SDG WOLUKTARY LOCAL REVIEWS

m ADOLESCENT BIRTHS

Description of the indicator

The adolescent birth rate is the number of live births per women
aged 10-19.

This indicator addresses aspects of Target 3.7 of the UN SDGs
{family planning).

European context

In the EU-28 the fertility rate by mother’s age group, for the under
20 age group, has been continuously decreasing in the 2001-
2017 period, contrarily to the fertility rate in the 30-34, 35-39
and over 40 cohort groups, that have been increasing over the
same period (EUROSTAT, Fertility statistics).

Reducing adolescent pregnancies and adolescent birth rates is an
important priority for many govemments (UNDESA 2013; United
Nations 1555) because adolescent childbearing is associated with
a wide range of risks for young mathers and their newboms.

Apart from health ricks, adolescent pregnancy might obstadle the
socio-economic development of girls, because of the interruption
of their education path, at least temporarily, a more difficult i
clusion in the labour market, and possible social and political ex-
clusion (UNDESA 2013).

G000 HEALTH AND WELL-BEING

Comments [ Limitations

= Adolescent birth rates can decline for zeveral reasons: a re-
duction in the number of sexually active adolescents, an in-
crease in the use of contraception, or an increase in shortions
(woluntary or not). This suggests that relying solely on track-
ing adolescent birth rates is not sufficient for a complete as-
sessment of the issue.

> The disaggregation of adolescent birth rates by neighbour-
hood might be useful for targeted policy making.

GOOD HEALTH AND WELL-BEING

Goal 3 - Good Health and Well-Being [

Metadata

Data source: Eurostat, City
Statistics Database (data
collected from national sta- @
tistics), table wrb_cfermor,
varishle, SA2010V

Availability and geographi-
«cal coverage: more than 300 :
Eurcpean citizz and greater
«cities in 2017. H

Unit of measurement: Num-
ber of adolescent births. Cal- :
culating the variation over

time is recommanded. :

Level of aggregation: Cities
and greater cities

Time coverage and frequen- :
cy: 2011-2018. Data is col- ©
lected every year. :

European
Commission



QUALITY
EDUCATION

gl

Links to other SDGS = semeeenaaaaaas

=== || ey

o

ALIGHHERT

UN list O
EU list O

covERABE

HELSINKI

ABEREGATION

MUNICIPALITIES

ANAILABILITY

1

SOURCE Helsinki
Region
Infoshare

EUROPEAN HANDEDOXK FOR SDG WOLUNTARY LOCAL REVIEWS

NON-NATIVE-SPEAKING
STUDENTS GRADUATING FROM
UPPER SECONDARY SCHOOLS

Description of the indicator

This indicator gives the share of non-native-speaking students
who graduate from upper secondary school over the total
number of graduates. Since no consistent data is available Eu-
rope-wide at the local level, the case of Helsinki is illustrated
here as an exampla.

This indicater is highly relevant for the city, where the Education
Division approved the Development Flan for Immigrant Educa-
tion 2018-2021.

Education is one of the main tools to promote integration and
support disadvantaged groups in improving their economic sit-
uation: ad-hoc programs to improve it should be a key element
of city strategias.

This indicator addresses aspects of Target 4.5 (access to educa-
tion) of the UN 5DGs.

European context

‘Young people with a migrant background - those bom either out-
side the country or with foreign-bom parents - face more diffi-
culties in schooling than native students, as demonstrated by the
Early Leavers from Education and Training Statistics (ELET).

In 2018, the share of early school leavers at EU level was twice
as high for people bom outside the EU than for people studying in
their country of birth. Foreign-bom men are the most at risk, with
an ELET rate of 22.8% in 2018.

‘Young people from a migrant background alse have a higher rizk
of underperforming at school

In almest all EU Member States, the difference in the share of low
achievers between first-generation immigrant students and their
nom-immigrant counterparts was substantial in 2015 - amounting
to as much as 25 to 33 percentage points in some countries (EL-
ROSTAT 20150

(DUALITY EDUCATION

Comments [ Limitations

= There are constraints regarding of comparability with other
cities and the limited availability of data over time. It is recom-
mended to collect time series of at leact 10 years and com-
pare data according to the increment of non-native-speaking
students enrollad in the school system.

QUALITY EDUCATION

Metadata

Source: Helsinki Region In-
foshare, local data hitps:fhri.

dotaflen_GE/datasetthelsin-
ki-koulutus

Availability and geographi-
cal coverage: city of Helsinki

Unit of Measurement: Share
(9% of total graduates)

Level of aggregation: Munic-
ipal

Time series and frequency:
Available for 2017 and 2018

European
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CONOMIC GROWTH

Links to other SDGs =

ALIGHMENT

UN list O
EU list @)

AGSEESATION

AVAILABILITY

source DG REGIO
and EUROSTAT,
Eurcbarometer

PERCEPTION ABOUT THE
LOCAL LABOUR MARKET

Description of the indicator

This indicator measures the share of people with a negative per-
ception of their city labour market It refers to the survey question:
“In thic city is it easy to find a good job?" which was included in
the Flash Eurcbarometer, ‘Quality of life in European cities’ (DG
REGID 2015). Possible answers to this question are: *do not know”,
“strongly dizagree’, “somewhat dizagree”, ‘somewhat agree”,
“strongly agree”. The indicator is caloulated as the share of re-
spondents that answered “strongly disagree” and “somewhat dis-
agree” over the total respondents.

This indicator addresses aspects of Target 85 (productive employ-
ment} of the UN SDG=. It also relates to the indicators “Employ-
ment rate” and “Long-term unemployment rate® proposed in the
EU SDGs indicator set.

European context

In most cities, a majority of respondents thinks that it is not easy
o find a job. However, there are significant differences among cit-
ies, ranging from Praha (Czech Republic) where 72% of respond-
ents agree that it iz easy to find a job, to Palarmio (Italy) where
just 3% share this view.

Compared to 2012, the proportion of respondents agreeing that
it is easy to find a job in their city has increased in several Irish
cities and decreased in cities like Helsinkd, Oslo and Lille (DG RE-
GIO 2016).

DECENT WORK AND ECONDMIC GROWTH

Comments [ Limitations

= The survey was conductad in maore than 79 European cities.
This survey included all capital cities of the countries con-
cemed (except for Switzerland), together with between one
and six more cities in the larger countries. In each city, around
500 citizens were interviewed. The TNS Political & Social net-
work carried out this survey in the 28 Member States of the
Europaan Union, a= well as lceland, Morway and Switzerland.
In June 2015, around 41,000 respondents from different so-
cial and demographic groups were interviewed.

= The number of surveyed cities varies over time for the Euro-
barometer. The year for which the infermation iz availabls for
most of the cities is 2015 (more than 100 cities and greater
cities).

= The framework developed by United Nations Economic Com-
mission for Europe (UNECE) identifies 58 indicators to define
employment quality from the perspective of the employed
person (LUNECE, 2015).

> From the point of view of an unemployed perzon, a pessimis-
tic view of the labour market lowers the perceived bargaining
power and reservation wage ((ardose, Loviglia, & Piemon-
tese, 2016). The ‘bargaining power' is the power that some-
one has to reach an agreement with somebody else, that is
to their own advantage The ‘reservation wage' is the lowest
wage at which an individual iz willing to work.

DECENT WORK AND ECOMOMIC GROWTH

Goal & - Decent Work and

Metadata

Source: DG REGIO and EL-
ROSTAT, Eurobarometer,
Perception survey results (Var-
iables: PS2012V- FS2016V),
hittgs:fec europo. ew/eurostat’
web/cities/doto/datobase

Availability and geographi-
cal coverage: 83 cities

Unit of Measurement: Share
(% of total population).

Level of aggregation: Cities.
Time coverage and frequen-

cy: 2004, 2006, 2005, 2012,
2015.

European
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II SUSTAINABLE CITIES

AND COMMUNITIES
‘Eéﬁ
see Links to other SDGs sxsssssmssssiiss
Pl e 155

e &

cove
EU-28
PLUS OTHER

ASSRESATION

CITIES AND
GREATER CITIES

AVAILABILITY

800

CITIES AND
GREATER CITIES

souict DG REGIO

—H EURODFEAN HANDEOOK FOR SOG VOLUNTARY LOCAL REVIEWS

POPULATION WITHOUT GREEN
URBAN AREAS IN THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD

Description of the indicator

This indicator describes the share of total population of a cty
who does not have green urban areas in its neighbourhood. It is
caloulated by analysing the surface of green urban areas within
walking distance, from people and the served population. This in-
dicator is calculated considering an area of easy walking distance
considering approximately 10 minutes of walking time.

Faor this indicator, the most recent updated working paper (Poel-
man 2018) presents a methodology that takes into account the
spatial distribution of both population and green areac through-
out the cities' territory, and produces also indicators about the
proximity of the green areas to the urban population. To obtain
comparable results for all cities, harmonised EU-wide data sourc-
es were used, such as the complete set of Copemicus Urban Atlas
land use data and census-based population figures at the highest
spatial resolution available This indicator addresses aspects of
Target 11.7 (public space) of the UN SDGs.

European context

Green areas in cities, like parks, public gardens and nearby for-
ests fulfil a variety of functions, ranging from ecological value
to recreational functions. They also provide aesthetic value and
they play a role in promoting public health. In general, these areas
contribute to a better quality of life of the inhabitants.

Based on the available data, covering almest all cities in the EU
and in the EFTA countries, substantial variation in green urban ar-
eas' proximity can be cbserved, both in bigger and smaller cities.
There is almost no relationship between this value and the city
size. Amongst the capital cities with mare than 1 million inhabit-
ants, values vary between less than 12 hectares in cities such as
Lisbon, Bucharest, Athens, Dublin, Paris, Budapest and Rome, to
more than 50 hectares in Prague and Stockholm. Moreaver, green
urban areas also need to be spatially distributed in a suitable way
to fulfil relevant functions.

The differences in the share of population having no green areas
in their neighbourhood shed some light on the spatial distribution
of these areas. In almost a guarter of the dities under review,
less than 2% of population has mo green areas within walking
distance. Some of the ocutstanding bigger cities in this group are
Madrid, Vienna, Tarino, Stockholm, Prague and Glasgow.

SUSTAINASLE CITIES AND COMMUNITIES

On the other hand, in about 10% of cities, this percentage is high-
er than 20% (e.g. in several cities in Romania and laly (see Poel-
man 2018)L

Comments [ Limitations

= This indicator is calculated using data from 2012, but it could
be updated using most recent input data

= For more information on official UN SDG indicator on public
space “Average chare of the built-up area of cities that is
open space for public use for all, by sex, age and persons with
dizabilities”, see (UN-Habitat 2018c).

ES AND COMMUNITIES

Geal 11 - Sustainabie Cities and Communities [

Metadata

Source: European Commis—
sion, DG REGIO (DG REGIO
2018)

Availability and geographi-
cal coverage: 830 EU-28 cit-

ies and greater cities and 800
urban centres for 2018.

Unit of measurement: share
Level of aggregation: cities

and greater cities, urban cen—
tres and countries.

Time coverage and frequen-
oy- 2018

32
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Goal 14 - Life Bulow Water !

14 :;l[UW WATER

o

- Lirks to other SIS =esememeaasaias

B it

ALIGRMENT

UNlst O
EUlist (4

COVERASE

EU-28
PLUS OTHER

AGCREGATION

MUNICIPALITIES

AWAILABILITY

22,000

COASTAL
BEACHES AND
INLAND SITES

serct Eyropean
Environmental
Agency

BATHING SITES WITH EXCELLENT
WATER QUALITY

Description of the indicator

This indicator gives the total number of bathing sites classified
as having ‘excellent’ water quality. Local autharities collect water
samples at officially identified bathing sites (e.g. coastal, transi-
tional, river and lake water bodies) throughout the bathing season
{2g. May - September). The samples are then analyz=d for two
types of bacteria that indicate contamination from sewage or live-
stock according with EEA Methodological prescriptions. Depending
on the levels of bacteria detected, the bathing water quality is
classified as ‘excellent’, 'good', 'suffident’ or ‘poor’.

This indicator matches with the indicator “Bathing water with ex-
cellent water quality” proposed in the EU SDGs indicator set.

European context

The EU “Bathing Waters Directive” (EC 2006) requires Member
Statec to identify popular bathing places in fresh and coast-
al waters and monitor them for microbiclogical contamination
{amongst other substances) throughout the bathing season.

Every year, the European Commission and the European Environ—
ment Agency (EEA) publish a summary report on the quality of
bathing water, based on the information provided by the Member
States. The report tracks the water quality at more than 22,000
bathing sites across the EU, Switzerland and Albania.

In this way, the public can have access to high-guality informa-
tion regarding bathing water quality. Bathing water information is
made available to the public through the EEA website: users can
access infarmation regarding bathing water quality for more than
22 000 coastal beaches and inland sites across Europe. Users can
check bathing water quality on an interactive map, download data
and individual country reperts and compare the water quality over
time (EEA 201501

Comments [ Limitations

> [tis recommended to consider also the share of bathing sites
with excellent quality over the total number of bathing sites.

> Itis recommended to consider also the number and share of
bathing sites classified with ‘good’, ‘sufficient’ or “poor’ quali-
ty and their trends over time.

= Countries run national or local websites with detailed infor-
mation on each bathing water site. These websites usually
include a map seanch function and allow the public to menitor
the water status, both in real time and for previous seasaons.

LIFE BELOW WAT=R

Metadata

Source:  European  Enwi-
ronmental Agency - EEA
https:www eea europa.eu’
doto-and-maps/data/bath-
ing-water-directive-sta-

tus-of-bathing-water-11/

bathing-water-directive-sta-
tus/excel-format-zip

Availability and geographi-
cal coverage: 22,000 coast-
al beaches and inland sites
across Europe. Data has to
be aggregated per municipal-
ity.

Unit of Measurement: Abso-

luts value.

Level of aggregation: single
coastal sites

Time coverage and frequen-
cy: 2008 - 2018. Data is col-
lected every year.

European
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1 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG
INSTITUTIONS
.

¥,

=+ Links to other 5DGs -+

ALIGHMENT

UNlist O
EU list O

covERASE

GREECE

AGGREGATION

MUNICIPALITIES

AVAILABILITY

ALL

GREEK
MUNICIPALITIES

sourct Ministry of
the Interior
- Hellenic
Republic

VOTER TURNOUT IN MUNICIPAL
ELECTIONS

Description of the indicator

This indicator gives the share of pecple who vote in a municipal
election over the total eligible population (eg. over 18 years of
age, and holding dtizenshipl. A municipal election represents a
democratic moment in which people are called to contribute to-
wards the day-to-day functioning of their community through the
election of local representatives. Since there is no hamonised
database on municipal voter tumout for all Member States, the
case of Greece is given as an example.

This indicator addresses aspects of Target 167 (participatory and
representative decision-making) of the UN SDGs.

European context

The European election database collects information on woting in
all European countries. Beside that, the database is very inform-
ative on the political parties invelved in elections and on official
sources of data on European, national and local elections {usually
up to maximum NUTS3 level) across countries.

Official data on voter tumout at the more detailed municipal
lavel iz available for sadh country from national statistical offic-
es. Many EU countries alse publish data on voter tumout at the
neighbourhood scale.

PEACE, JUSTICE AND STROMG INSTITUTIOING

Comments | Limitations

> Disaggregated data on voter tumout can be used to monitor
the participation of specific minerity groups.

> Voter tumout is often used a= a proxy for democratic legiti-
miacy. Considerable variations detected in voter turmout may
reflect, to some degree, the trust people have in the political
system (Hooghe 2018).

> Voter turnout is also a proxy of social capital the higher the
voter tumout, the higher the social capital. This is generally
regarded as a positive element in civic mvolvenent (Akcomak
and ter Weel 2012; Boschma 2005).

PEALE, JUSTICE AND STRONG INSTITUTIONS

Metadata

Source: Ministry of the I
terior - Hellenic Republic at
https:www ypes.grfekloges!
ethnikes-zkloges/apoteles-
mata-ethnikon-eklogon

Availability and geograph-
ical coverage: all Greek mu-
nicipalities

Unit of Measurement Share

Level of aggregation: Munic-
ipal level (LAUY)

Time coverage and frequen-
oy: 1996-2019. Data collect-
ed for every election

European
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Part 3 Local governments measuring

the SDGs

STATE OF ART AND

WAYS FORWARD How to integrate the SDG
monitoring and the strategic
plans

Some considerations on VLR
methods and comparability
[

Ways forward
2 T I

Part 3
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Ongoing activities

Work with cities (Trainings, peer-to-peer
learning)

Organise/participate expert group meetings
and trainings

Cooperate with external partners (CEMR,
UCLG, UNDESA, UNDP, OECD) '

2nd European Handbook for SDG Voluntary
Local Reviews (2022 edition)

European
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Local statistical capacities to collect

data, monitor, evaluate, and engage in national
SDG-related data efforts are critical elements
of the successful implementation of the SDGs

Oosterhof, 2018
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