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Global Review 2022: Key Takeaways
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1. Sustainable procurement is building momentum — Policy framework
Since 2015, there has been a significant increase in the development of policies and legal instruments
supporting SP around the world.
Growth in policy frameworks supporting SPP worldwide, 1990-2021" Figure i. Adoption of SP policies among participating national governments
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2. Sustainable procurement
can hit multiple targets

Diversity of policies addressed by SPP: of
the 112 policies that were reported by
national governments, a total of 18
thematic areas were identified.

The socio-economic dimension is gaining
prominence, with a focus on the
promotion of SMEs, groups at risk and
technology development.

Policies and strategies that relate to the
environment were still the most frequent.
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3. Sustainable procurement
practices are now more deeply

embedded

*  Product prioritization and the development of
tools, such as sustainability criteria or
guidelines, continue to be critical activities and
have been highlighted by national governments
as key drivers for SP implementation.

* Most national governments (62%) reported
having developed criteria or guidelines for at
least one or more prioritized products/service
categories. However only half indicated
mandatory application of these
criteria/guidelines.

e Prioritized product and service categories for SP
are beginning to extend beyond the ‘low-
hanging fruit’ of common-use categories.
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4. Monitoring SPP and measuring the impact of sustainable
procurement remains a challenge

Despite advances in formalizing and implementing SPP, only a small increase (5%)
was observed in the proportion of national governments monitoring SPP from
2017 to 2021.

Outcomes continue to remain difficult to measure - with only 33% of monitoring
national governments claiming to measure SPP benefits— with results rarely
communicated

In private organizations evidence suggests that SP efforts have largely focused on
formalizing and implementing SP rather than on tracking progress and results.
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5. International organizations and
networks are stepping up their support for
sustainable procurement

The OECD for example, developed guiding principles on the
strategic and holistic use of public procurement released an
SPP supplementary module (2021) as part of its Methodology
for Assessing Procurement Systems (MAPS)

MDBs are now including sustainability considerations in their
revised public procurement laws and regulations

Several universities are contributing to the professionalization
of sustainable procurement, now offering courses and degrees
in SP, as well as leading research in various disciplines relevant
to the topic.

International networks are playing an essential role in the
exchange of SP knowledge and experience across cities,
countries and local and international businesses. These
include Local Governments for Sustainability (ICLEI), the
International Green Purchasing Network (IGPN), the Inter-
American Network on Government Procurement (IGPN), the
Sustainable Purchasing Leadership Council, and the One

Planet Network SPP Programme. UN &
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3. Sustainable procurement

in national governments

N\
Progress in sustainable procurement in

national governments: Key findings




l. There is an increasing N. of participating governments

Figure 3.1. Participating national governments in the 2021 data collection exercises?
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2. The role of SPP as a policy instrument is growing

Figure 3.3. Growth in policy frameworks supporting SPP worldwide, 1990-2021"
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3. SPP is integrated in a diversity of strategic policies

Figure 3.6. Types of overarching and thematic national policies with SPP provisions
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4. In dedicated SPP policies, social objectives are
becoming more prominent

Figure 3.13. Sustainability objectives in SPP policies of participating national governments by region 56% resource efficiency
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5. Fewer countries reported having set SPP targets

Figure 3.15. Specific targets in SPP policies, 2017 and 2021
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6. Environment & Finance lead SPP policy development...

Figure 3.17. Public authorities leading the development of the most recent SPP policy
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7. As well as SPP policy administration

Figure 3.19. Public authorities leading or co-leading the administration of SPP policies, 2017 and 2021
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8. Governments provide a range of support measures

Figure 3.20. Common activities and measures to support SPP implementation
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9. SPP monitoring has continued to progress

3 aspects:
- Institutionalization
- Outputs
- Qutcomes

Figure 3.28. SPP aspects monitored by participating national governments, 2017 and 2021
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Figure 3.27. Key SPP indicators monitored by participating national governments
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To sum up

 The global SPP landscape of has evolved since the last SPP Global Review in 2017:
new governments are adhering to SPP and frontrunners’ systems are maturing.

 Thereis an increase in the development of policies and regulations in support of
SPP at all levels.

* The type of sustainability issues addressed in SPP policies is evolving too, with
the socio-economic dimension increasing its presence.

* Public authorities with economic/financial responsibility are taking a leading role,
thereby underscoring the strategic importance of SPP to national governments.

* In addition, many countries are making SPP criteria and guidelines mandatory.

* SPP monitoring is also increasing, thanks to centralised e-platforms. UN&
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2020 and 2022
SDG 12.7.1.
Data collection
outcomes

TARGET 12-7
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Level of SPP implementation: national and federal government
(2020)

40 participating countries
33 compliant
7 non compliant

12.7.1 COMPLIANCE
THRESHOLD

10

Insufficient data or Low level M Medium-low level B Medium-high level B High level
no policy/legal instrument
explicitely supporting SPP
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Regional distribution and classification of submissions (2020)
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TARGET 12-7

2020/2021 Data collection for SDG 12.7.1
Level of SPP implementation

SUSTAINABLE PUBLIC
PROCUREMENT
PRACTICES
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per region*
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Overview of governments’ performance in each section of the

questionnaire (2020)

12.7.1. Compliant countries

Overview of results
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| TARGET 12-7|

PROMOTE
SUSTAINABLE PUBLIC
PROCUREMENT
PRACTICES

2022 Data
Collection Exercise

67 participating countries
48 compliant
19 non compliant

Distribution of compliant
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Thank you!

Farid Yaker
Farid.yaker@gmail.com
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