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MONITORING THE SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS: 

MEETING TO IDENTIFY ASIA-PACIFIC REGIONAL AND SUB-REGIONAL PRIORITIES 

 

BANGKOK, 21-23 SEPTEMBER 2015 

 

                                                           

 

EVALUATION FORM 

 

 

To help us assess the effectiveness of this meeting and improve in the future, please complete and return 

this questionnaire. Thank you. 

 

I.  Organization of meeting: 

 Too 

short  

Adequate Too long 

1. Duration of the meeting 3 36 1 

2. Please rate the following aspects of the meeting: 

2.1  Preparations by ESCAP secretariat Poor Adequate Very 

good 

  2.1.a Meeting facilities  14 25 

  2.1.b Logistics (travel, hotel arrangements) 1 15 17 

2.2  Documents 

  2.2.a Time of documents distribution 2 16 20 

  2.2.b Comprehensiveness 1 16 19 
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II.  Content of the meeting: 

3. Did the meeting achieve its 

objectives? (Please select as many as 

applicable) 

Yes No Please provide your comments 

Session 1    

(i) Participants are informed on the 

context and process for developing a 

global indicator framework and a list of 

indicators for monitoring SDGs  

36  
Yes: 

- I think objectives were achieved with 

pain. 

- Need to provide more options in terms 

of materials format, e.g. list of SDG 

indicators should be available in MS 

Word file. 

- But should provide format and 

guidelines on how to prepare and 

prioritize. 

- Presentations very informative hence 

meeting objectives were clearly 

understood. 

- Comprehensive explanation was 

delivered. 

(ii) Participants are informed on possible 

SDG monitoring and reporting 

arrangements 

34 4 
Yes: 

- The meeting shared huge amount of 

information on monitoring and 

reporting. 

- Still need further clarifications 

especially on post-indicator period. 

- This should be put in the roadmap of 

SDG implementation (could be part of 

a capacity building programme). 

No: 

- No permanent expert team to help 

countries. 

- It didn’t come up probably because we 

are not at this stage of the process quite 

yet. 

- Format of report is needed. 

Session 2    

(i) Subregional priorities for SDG 

monitoring are identified  
29 9 

Yes: 

- Excellent work by subregions. 

- The prioritization has been made. 

- Subregional discussion clarifies some 
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of the priorities. 

- But need a clear list of priorities by 

classifying commonalities and those 

only relevant for individual country. 

No: 

- Not yet. 

- As reported, we need to be clearer 

about the indicators first, so only in a 

very general sense. 

- Most countries are not at this level of 

the process. This will take a bit of 

time. 

- Specific subregion or group of 

countries that have a similar status in 

terms of context of SDG-related 

issues/challenges should take into 

consideration the need to provide 

special support to organize meetings. 

 

 Yes  No Please provide your comments 

(ii) Subregional inputs are formulated for 

the second meeting of the IAEG-SDGs 

34 4 
Yes: 

- To be finalized. 

- Awaiting 25 September list of 

indicators. 

- Countries will be quite well informed 

about what they need to do by 

15/10/15 i.e. map + supply lists. 

- Subregional members are ready for the 

second meeting. 

- But need more discussions and getting 

involvement by the countries in the 

process. 

- Prepared. 

- But further work by countries is 

needed. 

- But it is likely that goals & targets will 

not change. 

No: 

- We will complete that upon our return 

to our countries. 

- Some yet to be formulated & 

submitted. 

No response: 
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- A bit, not very clearly. 

Session 3    

(i) SDG monitoring issues common across 

the region are identified 
32 5 

Yes: 

- In terms of statistical capacity yes. 

- Need more and clearly SDG 

monitoring issues. 

- Strong coordinated approach needed. 

- Common and specific issues have been 

raised and agreed. 

- Somewhat, generally. 

No: 

- Seem discussed most only on 

subregion in general but special or 

group of countries also needed. 

- Different countries have (different) 

SDG issues. 

(ii) The required regional support 

including to future consultations for SDG 

monitoring is outlined 

32 3 
Yes: 

- Same message coming among across – 

capacity, methods, standards and 

definitions. 

- Regional agencies to continue to help 

IAEG-SDGs members. 

- But seems not enough, need more 

guidance. 

- Rose by group work (sub regional) and 

presentations discussed in plenary. 

- Yes but need more elaboration for 

individual countries in the Asia-

Pacific. 

- But still need more evaluation in terms 

of detailed kind of support and put 

clear schedule (or this should be put on 

the roadmap of SDG implementation). 

No: 

- Not clear yet. 

4. Are there any other topics that you 

wish the meeting had covered?  
14 17 

Yes: 

- UN & partners’ coordination. 

- Concrete discussion on indicators. 

- Distribute indicator set; roughly 

discuss which data are available. 

- Formulation of approach to effectively 

make politicians understand SDG 

issues. 
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No response: 

- Role of HLG group. 

5. Do you think you will be able to apply 

any knowledge you gained from this 

meeting to a positive impact on the 

capacity of your country to produce, 

disseminate and use statistics in 

accordance with internationally agreed 

standards in your country? 

34 1 
Yes: 

- Better advocate on SDG with better 

understanding of where we are. 

- However, need assistance from the 

regional office assist in TA and 

specific support projects. 

- I completely agreed. 

- We hope we can transfer the 

knowledge we gain from this meeting 

to our management to take actions. 

- Raise the importance of SDG at a 

country level & build into the national 

plan. 

- Approaches by other countries are 

useful. 

- Templates used in assessing indicators. 

- But we still lack of information on how 

many indicators to be generated for 

SDG monitoring, while this 

information is highly needed by policy 

makers. 

- Myanmar World Statistics Day. 

No response: 

- Not applicable. 

6. Based on the results of this meeting, 

do you believe that regular regional 

consultations will support monitoring 

and review of SDGs? 

38  
Yes: 

- The meeting will help to monitoring 

and review SDGs. 

- I view the results of the meeting is to 

assist & support countries in SDG. 

- The work on SDG has just begun 

hence stronger/regular regional 

consultation will be most needed. 

- Coordinate meeting with stakeholders; 

high level meeting. 

- For the success of SDG 

implementation regular regional 

consultation is unavoidable to be 

conducted. 

7. If you answered yes to Question 6, 

should regular regional consultations 

feature a component on: 

Yes  No 
Yes: 

- Subregional workshop/meeting or 

group of countries or group of selected 

countries meeting. 
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(Please select as many as applicable) - On capacity building 

- Annual basis 

- Capacity building 
38  

Yes: 

- Capacity of staff still need, especially 

for each country.  

- Need assessment of SDG indicator. 

- IT equipment (software & hardware). 

- In the area of availing environmental 

aspect of SDG indicators.  

- Methodological and technical 

discussions specific to indicators 
36  

Yes: 

- On-the-job training is needed. 

- Should take place in early 2016.  

- Explanatory notes on all indicators are 

needed. 

- Methodology for collecting 

environment related SDG indicators is 

urgently needed. 

- Data user-producer forums 
32 2 

Yes: 

- Very needed. 

- Need to be coordinated at the national 

and regional /subregional level 

- Estimate data gaps. 

7. Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for the improvement of this meeting? 

- UN coordination for capacity building on SDGs. 

- Assist in organization for aid agencies that could provide funds especially to us SIDS.   

- If this programme were conducted earlier then it could have remarkable importance. 

- Thank you UN ESCAP for great job, as usual. In addition to capacity building –for chief 

statisticians & deputies to share with each other some concerns and best practices. 

- None, but please provide road map for implementation and information on the negotiation of 

SDGs indicators. 

- Why are we rushing everything? It could be a reflection of poor time management in the UN 

system. 

- Although time is adequate but we should control time in each session more strictly. 

- Since the SDG is a 10 years journey, it is important that close monitoring and evaluation system 

is established in order to make sure countries achieve their goals in time schedule.  

- It is conducted and organized well.  

- Next meeting, after SDGs are formally agreed, should also focus on how to finance SDG. 

- If possible, the UN can give a clear direction especially in the sense that global monitoring should 

be harmonized with national monitoring. In this sense, UN can determine indicators for global 

monitoring that could be harmonized with national monitoring. In order for global monitoring to 

be conducted, a list of such indicators needs to be collected/generated by all (most) countries. 



 

7 

 

- To whom do we report our monitoring & review results of SDGs? 

 

 

 

 


