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GLOBAL SECURITY AND PROBLEMS OF TRANSITION
TO THE PRINCIPLES OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

The article represents a complex-nature study aimed at revealing linear and non-linear ties and interdependencies between global,
regional and national security and sustainability of development. It is shown that despite numerous works, studies, and conferences
within the framework of the UN on issues of sustainable development, the scientific theory in this area is still evidently underdevelo-
ped. The concept is more eco-centric with some socio-economic factors interspersed. Other areas of human activity are not covered,
especially in the plane of armed conflicts while these conflicts have severe impact on ecological, social, and economic constituents of
sustainable development (SD). Research indicates that although the concept of sustainable development has become the theoretical
basis for solving the security problem, when it comes to how the Sustainable Development Goals affect inclusivity both within and
across nations, words and deeds are not matching up. The lack of a security goal among the SDGs is particularly acute. Using a syste-
matic approach, the relationship between the spheres of security and development was established and proven, and an attempt of
classification of problems that impede the successful implementation of the SD concept was made. The interaction of development
and security processes confirms the need to implement a security strategy in the context of sustainable development. Risk assessment
for sustainable development is said to need to be reviewed, enhanced, and continuously watched. It is strongly advised that models be
developed based on the unique characteristics of each nation. The conclusions and proposed measures can be used in the develop-
ment of unified national strategies for sustainable development, strategies for ensuring security through sustainable development and
education for sustainable development.
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characterized by economic efficiency, biosphere compatibi-
lity, social justice and comprehensive security.

Sustainable development also presupposes stability in
the development of the political, social, cultural spheres of
society, their interconnection and interaction. As the
comprehension the problems and prospects of the transition
of modern society to sustainable development is ongoing,
the concept of sustainable development is generalized. It
turns into a theory of the historical process, reflecting social
and natural (socionatural) reality in unity and development
[2;5;6; 14].

Globalization processes in the 21st century will incre-
asingly focus on the goals of the sustainable development
strategy adopted by the UN and most states of the world
community. Sustainable development is considered as a
new, socio-natural type of development, in which global ci-
vilizational processes take a biosphere-compatible and safe
form. The stage of "globalization through sustainable deve-

Introduction

Today, it is already obvious that in the name of its own
survival, humanity must radically transform the process of
its socio-economic development, reconsider the system of
traditional values, its goals and guidelines formed within
the framework of the model of non-sustainable develop-
ment NSD. Thus, at the United Nations Conference on En-
vironment and Development (UNCED) in 1992 in Rio de
Janeiro, the form of development in which our civilization
still continues to develop was determined. At the same ti-
me, an unprecedented decision was made to change the mo-
del of world development, ensuring a transition from the
stage of non-sustainable development to development based
on the principle of sustainable development (SD). Susta-
inable development is "development that meets the needs of
the present without compromising the ability of future ge-
nerations to meet their own needs" [9]. The above definiti-

on extends the principles of social justice and security not
only to current, but also to future generations, to whom tho-
se living today must leave acceptable environmental condi-
tions and necessary natural resources.

Ensuring balanced, dual development of the economy
and the environment, or more precisely, socio-economic
and environmental development, comes to the fore. In ge-
neral, it is assumed that sustainable development should be
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lopment" is coming, opening up opportunities for joint, ef-
fective solutions to socio-economic and environmental
problems, minimizing their negative consequences, promo-
ting the survival of humanity and the preservation of the bi-
osphere.

Global concern for the safety of existence of a human in
unity with the safety of his living environment is a prereq-

MapawmH PomaH KOpiitoBuuy, 3006yBay nporpammn AokTopa ¢inocodii, Kabeapa nybaiyHOro ynpasaiHHA Ta aAMiHICTPYBaHHSA.
Email: parashchyn.roman@nltu.lviv.ua; https://orcid.org/0009-0005-7308-3702

UuryBaHHsa 3a ACTY: MapawwmH P. 0. FTnobanbHa 6e3neka i npobiemu nepexony Ha NPUHLMUMKN CTaNoro Po3BUTKY. E¢pekmusHicme dep-
HABHO20 yNpaesiHHsA : 36. Hayk. np. Bun. 1/2(78/79). Nbsis: HNTY Ykpainu, 2024. C. 77-83.

Citation APA: Parashchyn R. Yu. (2024). Global security and problems of transition to the principles of sustainable development. Effici-
ency of public administration, 1/2(78/79), 77-83. https://doi.org/10.36930/507812

EdeKTMBHICTb AeprKaBHOro ynpasniHHA. 2024. Bun 1/2 (78/79) 77



uisite for a new cultural synthesis. The concept of susta-
inable development is actually synonymous with safe deve-
lopment, where a level of security is achieved that ensures
the survival of humanity and its indefinitely long develop-
ment on our planet. In this sense, the safe development of
systems in the NSD model and in the SD model differ pre-
cisely in the level and main ways of ensuring the security of
the global socio-ecosystem in all possible directions and as-
pects, which can be combined into various groups accor-
ding to existing and potential dangers. A qualitatively new
level and scale of security provision is emerging planetary,
in which all existing and historically previous levels of this
provision are focused and combined, but in the SD model.
Achieving a global level of security in the NSD model was,
in principle, impossible due to the lack of a common mec-
hanism for the entire civilization, which begins to take sha-
pe only with the transition to the SD model.

The concept of sustainable development has become the
theoretical basis for solving the security problem. However,
the transformation of the geopolitical picture of the world
and, as a consequence, the formation of a polycentric
system of international relations leads to the emergence of a
number of contradictions between countries and even the
refusal of constructive cooperation and partnership. As a re-
sult, human civilization, losing the positive results of globa-
lization, does not appear as a single whole, which contra-
dicts the global idea of SD. Increased spontaneity and
further erosion of the existing system of international relati-
ons is manifested in a decrease in the level of international
and, especially, global security, and widens the gap betwe-
en security and development. Meanwhile, without ensuring
the most diverse forms and types of security, it is impossib-
le to provide further progress towards SD, which, in prin-
ciple, should become the safest type of development among
all that previously existed. Thus, global security today is
one of the most important parts of the sustainable develop-
ment landscape.

Research methods and information base. In addition
to the basic general scientific research methods, the study
used an evolutionary approach to identify key stages of glo-
bal development, as well as the relationship between social
and natural processes. The contextual approach was used to
determine the characteristics of ideas about the phenomenon
of security from the perspective of sustainable development.
Using a systematic approach, the relationship between the
spheres of security and development was established and
proven, and a classification of problems that impede the suc-
cessful implementation of the SD concept was proposed.
The functional approach helped to determine the degree of
dependence of national security systems on the level of glo-
bal security. Through the use of the dialectical method, the
key characteristics of non-sustainable and sustainable deve-
lopment models were identified. The constructivist research
paradigm contributed to the identification of measures ne-
cessary to ensure security through development.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The un-
folding process of globalization significantly influences the
formulation of the security problem. Since the main sub-
jects of security include the individual his rights and fre-
edoms, society its material and spiritual values, and the sta-
te its constitutional system, sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity, then it becomes obvious that efforts aimed at ensu-
ring the security of an individual security subject must si-

multaneously contribute to global security, i.c., security of
all mankind. This means that the security of any object
(subject) cannot be fully ensured without ensuring global
security, which is today emphasized by many researchers
involved in sustainable development studies [7; 13].

Since research in the field of sustainable development
was mainly of an eco-centric nature, of all the challenges
and threats, the most acute were those related to socio-natu-
ral interactions. The very idea of transition from unsusta-
inable development to more secure development arose in
connection with the understanding of global environmental
problems that threaten with a man-made planetary ca-
tastrophe. Over time, global problems have intensified, af-
fecting not only ecology, but also other areas, while the
concept continued to be seen as a way to prevent mainly en-
vironmental threats. However, due to the above, it is hardly
appropriate to concentrate attention mainly on environmen-
tal and natural resource security.

There are many types of security that the modern con-
cept of SD does not adequately consider. The issue of secu-
rity was not fully understood by a number of countries
when agreeing on the SDGs and for this reason was only
partially addressed, although today there is increasing evi-
dence of the fact that there is a strong relationship between
development and security, which means that SD and the
world community as a whole directly depend on level of
provision of various types of security. That is why the con-
tent of the SD concept should include both the security
sphere and a number of other areas of social activity [10].

Attention should also be paid to the contradiction bet-
ween the processes of globalization and the relatively nar-
row triad of directions for achieving global sustainability. It
seems especially important to direct other globalization pro-
cesses, which in their essence are objective consequences of
world development, towards the transition to SD.

All these shortcomings narrow the possibilities of deve-
loping adequate measures to solve existing problems and
prevent the emergence of new contradictions and difficulti-
es in implementing a new civilization strategy. For a
comprehensive, full transition to a new form of develop-
ment, it is important to expand the scope of research into a
wider range of problems, especially in a global dimension.
It is clear that the transition to sustainable development will
require an improved understanding of it, that will make it
possible to overcome difficulties, some of which still seem
insoluble (especially demographic problems).

Through the study of the main factors that negatively af-
fect the implementation of the SD strategy, it becomes pos-
sible to identify the necessary conditions and measures to
effectively achieve global sustainability. Experts emphasize
that the means of ensuring security (and especially global
security) should be predominantly proactive. The mecha-
nisms existing today are local and short-term in nature and
are used to eliminate emerging threats. Emerging threats
and risks are not only local and regional in nature; they also
manifest themselves on a global scale. That is why it is ne-
cessary to be able to anticipate such problems and try to
prevent their development and spread, which means that se-
curity mechanisms and tools must be proactive, and not just
protective.

The areas in which security through SD should be appli-
ed must be taken into account without exception, although
due to limited forces and means, priorities will have to be
allocated. Of course, environmental safety is acute and req-
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uires special attention, but this does not mean that attention
to other areas and forms of security should be weakened.

In the modern globalizing world, in which processes
and phenomena occurring in different spheres one way or
another influence each other, it is not enough to change the
national security strategy of one state without making chan-
ges to the security system of another. Negative factors that
violate the principles of the integrity of the state, its sovere-
ignty and national interests, conflicts and wars taking place
on the territory of one state, and any other security threats
will sooner or later violate the security system of countries
neighboring this state. Unilateral actions will not lead to the
achievement of such a goal as the preservation of human ci-
vilization and the biosphere of the planet as a whole. Ensu-
ring security (especially on a global scale) is a complex
process; its implementation requires taking appropriate me-
asures also in other areas that seem most important [12].

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, adop-
ted by the United Nations General Assembly on 25 Septem-
ber 2015, states not only that peace and security are prereq-
uisites for achieving sustainable development, but also that
sustainable development itself provides the path to peace.

This new Agenda, with peace at its core, is a compre-
hensive and promising project that can help restore interna-
tional solidarity. The document's five pillars peace, people,
planet, prosperity, and partnership usher in a new era in de-
velopment. Translating the 17 goals and 169 targets into
concrete action on the ground will only be possible with the
support and participation of all stakeholders, including go-
vernments, civil society, business and academia, parli-
aments and international organizations. In particular, the
OSCE Security Concept, which is a multifaceted and
comprehensive concept, includes political-military, econo-
mic, and environmental issues, as well as human rights and
democratic society order, which is fully consistent with the
objectives of the 2030 Development Agenda. OSCE missi-
ons also monitor compliance with the terms of conflict re-
solution and assist countries in achieving truces and in the
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In order to help decision-makers adopt a dual perspecti-
ve that balances short- and longer-term risks, the World
Economic Forum (WEF) publishes the Global Risks Re-
port, which analyzes global hazards over one, two, and 10-
year periods. According to the report, the COVID-19 pan-
demic and the continuing conflict between Russia and Uk-
raine have revealed social fissures in communities that are
already under stress from periodic instability. However, the
global system has proven quite robust up to this point.
Although financial instability was swiftly contained and the
much-anticipated recession did not occur last year, the
prognosis is still uncertain. From Gaza and Israel to Niger

process of post-conflict reconstruction. At the same time,
no less important for maintaining stability and sustainable
development is the work of the OSCE to strengthen confi-
dence and security measures through arms control, transpa-
rency in the armed forces and dialogue. One of the main
objectives of the OSCE is to maintain lasting peace, stabi-
lity and prosperity in North America, Europe and Asia,
where more than a billion people live. This organization's
commitment to strengthening democratic institutions, the
rule of law and protecting human rights also contributes to
sustainable development. Such vision of the relationship
between global security and the transition to the principles
of sustainable development can be called a reference one
for the current global landscape.

Presentation of the main material of the study
with justification of the obtained results

Modern trends in the field of international relations are
predominantly negative. On the one hand, the unfolding
processes of globalization contribute to the development
and deepening of ties between various subjects of internati-
onal relations: states, international governmental and non-
governmental organizations, transnational corporations, etc.
On the other hand, globalization processes lead to an incre-
ase in the speed and scale of ongoing changes, and therefo-
re create a 'favorable environment' for the aggravation of
existing crises and the emergence of qualitatively new glo-
bal problems. The challenges and threats that humanity cur-
rently faces undermine security at all levels and in all sphe-
res of human activity: political, economic, social, environ-
mental, information, and other areas. According to the Uni-
ted Nations Development Program (UNDP) for 2022, the
world is experiencing a significant increase in the number
of people who feel insecure. Thus, before the outbreak of
the new coronavirus infection COVID-19, six out of seven
people in the world experienced a feeling of insecurity, des-
pite the positive dynamics of the Human Development In-
dex [2].

Fig. 1. Short and long-term global outlook [15]

and Sudan, political unrest and violent wars have drawn
concern and attention from people all around the world in
certain instances while receiving less attention in others.
Though these changes haven't yet resulted in more extensi-
ve regional wars or had globally destabilizing effects like
those witnessed during the COVID-19 epidemic or the start
of the Ukrainian war, their long-term outlook could bring
more shocks. The short-term outlook for the world is pri-
marily bad, and it is predicted to get worse over time, ac-
cording to the Forum's Global Risks Perception Survey
2023-2024 (GRPS) results (Figure 1). Respondents to a sur-
vey conducted in September 2023 predicted a moderate risk
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of worldwide catastrophes and some degree of instability
(54 %), while 27 % predicted more turbulence and 3 % pre-
dicted the realization of global catastrophe threats in the ne-
ar future. Merely 16 % anticipate a steady or serene situati-
on within the next 24 months. With 63 % of respondents
anticipating a stormy or turbulent view and less than 10 %
expecting a tranquil or stable condition, the prognosis is no-
ticeably more pessimistic over the next ten years [15].

Respondents were asked to list up to five dangers that
they believed had the greatest chance of posing a serious
global crisis in 2024 for a one-year period. This year, less
than one-fifth of respondents chose "Disrupted supply cha-
ins for food (18 %) or "Disrupted supply chains for energy"
(14 %) as their top fears for 2024, despite the fact that
energy and food crises were among the top dangers in 2023.
The Middle East crisis may have changed the picture since
the study was conducted in September 2023, especially if
hostilities intensify.

Two-thirds of respondents chose "Extreme weather"
(66 %) as the biggest risk they would encounter in 2024 fol-
lowing the hottest summer on record for the Northern He-
misphere in 2023. It is anticipated that El Nifio, or the war-
ming phase of the El Nifio-Southern Oscillation (ENSO)
cycle, would continue to intensify until May of this year.
Due to the predicted intense heatwaves, drought, wildfires,
and flooding, this might continue to set new records for heat.

Less than one-fifth of respondents this year chose "Dis-
rupted supply chains for food" (18 %) or "Disrupted supply
chains for energy" (14 %), even though energy and food
crises were among the top dangers of 2023. The Middle
East crisis may have changed the picture since the study
was conducted in September 2023, especially if hostilities
intensify. Remarkably, even though the study was carried
out prior to the former conflict's commencement, 25 % of
respondents list the "Escalation or outbreak of interstate ar-
med conflict (s)" as one of the top five dangers for 2024,
suggesting a more widespread set of worries. With over
200,000 fatalities in 2022, conflict-related deaths are at an
all-time high, mostly due to state-based armed conflict [15].

Furthermore, armed conflicts have a disastrous effect on
ecological security. Specifically, the conflict in Ukraine had
detrimental effects on the environment (particularly in rela-
tion to the destruction of the Kakhovka dam). As of July 18,
2023, 2,450 reports (2,317 confirmed) of military acts ha-
ving a direct impact on the environment had been made, ac-
cording to EcoZagroza. Russia's invasion is estimated to ha-
ve caused environmental damage worth €52.4 billion (UAH
2,071 billion) based on environmental examinations con-
ducted in Ukraine [8].

The desire of states to take the most advantageous posi-
tion in the new hierarchy of the world leads to growing
contradictions between global players. Global geopolitical
tensions are complicating the already difficult socio-econo-
mic situation. Volatility in financial markets, trade wars,
sanctions policies, and slowdowns in economic growth call
into question the well-being and safe development of co-
untries. The emergence of the new coronavirus infection
COVID-19 and its spread in a short period of time to almost
all regions of the world, as well as the war in Ukraine and
the Gaza Strip, have once again confirmed the urgent need
to review the existing security system.

Thus, there is a clear contradiction between the theoreti-
cal provisions of the concept of sustainable development
and the new multifaceted global security and the real world

"landscape". Although there is obvious progress in achi-
eving the SDGs in many countries, the geopolitical and
geo-economic picture of the world is becoming increasingly
turbulent, difficult to predict, and conflicting.

Of course, the emergence of crisis phenomena is inevi-
table. Crises can be found in all periods of history. Namely
in times of crisis, security mechanisms are tested in practi-
ce. How a security system responds and deals with threats
is a testament to its effectiveness. At the moment, it is im-
possible to talk about the presence of an effective security
system that meets the realities of the time, since the defensi-
ve and security mechanisms and means available in its arse-
nal do not lead to the desired results. At the same time, the
lack of an adequate level of security affects the level and
pace of global development, since a well-thought-out and
organized security system is an integral condition for the
development of any state.

Work C. [16] claims that the worldwide land rush into
climate change mitigation and adaptation is fueled by wor-
ries of climatic conflict, which are predicted to break out in
governments with unstable political and economic systems.
However, research indicates that attempts to address the is-
sue of climate change such as the production of biofuel,
carbon capture, and 'climate-smart' industrial agriculture are
actually making environmental change and conflict worse.
Long-standing, unchanging policies regarding societal se-
curity contribute to this contradiction by legitimizing the
extraction and transformation of resources for economic de-
velopment as a means of preventing conflict, integrating
climate change adaptation and mitigation into development
frameworks, and exacerbating the environmental crises cau-
sed by over-development. Positively, social and scientific
cooperation emerge as a result of these policies' evident fa-
ilure, upending conflict scenarios and supporting peace
through sustained economic growth. Initiating new forms of
cooperation can open up new avenues for integrated futures
that are genuinely sustainable.

Feredey H. [3] sparks intense discussion because she of-
fers a comprehensive explanation of the systemic evils that
are deeply ingrained in modern society and offers theoreti-
cal and philosophical explanations of how these harms arise
and are maintained. More precisely, her piece offers a glo-
bal relativity to standard security shortcomings about hu-
man security, privatization and policing in austerity, and a
localized scale of understanding by critically analyzing no-
tions of the War on Terror and the global armaments trade.
In addition, the author looks at the medicinal marijuana tra-
de from the perspectives of neoliberal capitalization, state-
corporate criminality, and the ability to get around laws that
criminalize certain activities on a societal level through the
lenses of transcendental materialism, special liberty, ultra-
realism, and pseudo-pacification. The final section exami-
nes the structural violence and zemiological harms associ-
ated with the cost-of-living dilemma.

The population of the world is predicted to peak at 9 bil-
lion people by 2050. We can anticipate growing scarcity of
three resources energy, water, and food that are essential to
the upkeep of the current economic order as well as the pre-
servation of human life in general in an environment alre-
ady strained and altered by human activity. The demand for
some essential resources is already unsustainable at the cur-
rent population levels [11]. More competition for resources
is likely to arise, impacting people individually, in groups,
and across states as the global population grows, as does the
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number of people leading "affluent" lives. This is also li-
kely to occur when the consequences of climate change are
taken into account. One of the factors contributing to inse-
curity in the Global South is competition for resources.
Eighty percent of the top ten undernourished countries in

the world between 2020 and 2022 (with percentages ran-
ging from 51.0 % to 35.3 %) were in sub-Saharan Africa
(see Figure 2). Sub-Saharan Africa accounted for half of the
top 10 nations with the highest prevalence of child stunting
between 2018 and 2022 (see Figure 3) [11].
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Fig. 3. Child stunting in African countries, 2020-2022, in % [11]

The worldwide environmental change and energy con-
sumption processes are intimately associated with competi-
tion for resources. The majority of the world's population is
already marginalized by global economic systems, which
are the primary cause of "peak oil" and climate change rat-
her than organic processes. The most vulnerable communi-
ties to resource scarcity are those in the Global South, whe-
re access to resources necessary for survival is already
restricted by income poverty. Additional depletion of reso-
urces will lessen prospects for empowerment and develop-
ment on a local and national level. Furthermore, island sta-
tes like the Maldives and emerging countries like Bangla-
desh with long coastlines are projected to be ravaged by cli-
mate change, which will further cement the multiple-index
poverty of the "bottom billion" [10].

The natural question arises — how the declared aim of ac-
hieving sustainable development is correlated with aggrava-
ted global human security crisis and what is the potential of
SD in mitigating this crisis and moving to stable security?

In this context, one should mention the article of
Hendrix and Brinkman [4], which addresses two related to-

pics: 1) The symbiotic relationship between food insuffici-
ency and conflict, specifically focusing on the Sahel; and 2)
The possible contribution of actions promoting food secu-
rity to lowering the likelihood of violent conflicts. Further-
more, the authors contend that one of the main causes of
acute food insecurity is violent conflict. If a lack of food
serves as a catalyst for conflict, then increasing food secu-
rity can ease tensions and promote environments that are
more stable. If these interventions are implemented effecti-
vely, the vicious cycle of food insecurity and conflict can
be changed into a positive cycle of food security and stabi-
lity that promotes social cohesion, reduces conflictants, res-
tores social trust, and strengthens government legitimacy
and capacity. These outcomes are frequently produced by
the interventions themselves, such as when different groups
are included in community-driven initiatives.

Even while food aid programs haven't always produced
the desired results, by incorporating a peacebuilding stra-
tegy, food security policies, programs, and projects can ne-
vertheless help create more peaceful communities. A multi-
faceted strategy called "peacebuilding” is used to create en-
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during peace during the post-conflict phase. By addressing
the underlying causes of conflicts, fostering social cohesi-
veness and intergroup reconciliation, and developing the
institutions and capacities necessary to handle disagre-
ements so that they do not escalate into war or other violent
acts, peacebuilding attempts to lower the likelihood of a vi-
olent relapse. The goal of peacebuilding is just as important
as the method. The engagement and communication betwe-
en different groups, such as those participating in the plan-
ning, carrying out, and assessing of a food security prog-
ram, can foster social cohesiveness and lower the likelihood
of violence. However, simply because food assistance prog-
rams are implemented in a nation where there is a protrac-
ted crisis or armed conflict does not imply that these prog-
rams advance peace. For instance, they may sabotage ef-
forts to build local capability and support food production
locally. However, if done properly, food aid can help turn
the destructive cycle of conflict and food insecurity into a
constructive cycle of food security, lowering the likelihood
of violence [4]. Conflict analysis must be the foundation of
peacebuilding in order to address underlying issues. A de-
eper comprehension of the factors that lead to conflict enab-
les actors to lessen the likelihood of violence and work on
conflict rather than in it.

The impact of the Sustainable Development Goals on
national, municipal, and international governance has been
rather small thus far. The goals mostly have discursive im-
pacts, however they also have some institutional and nor-
mative effects. However, the global goals haven't (yet)
emerged as a force for change on their own. They do not
have unidirectional or linear effects. The 2030 Agenda,
consisting of 17 goals and 169 targets, provides a robust set
of normative standards. However, their national implemen-
tation, local translation, and diffusion across society sectors
are still political processes [1].

The Sustainable Development Goals must eventually be
put into practice in national political contexts through laws
and initiatives passed by public bodies and governments
with the cooperation and participation of non-state actors. It
is imperative for governments to develop and execute rigo-
rous sustainability plans, which may encompass everything
from traditional hierarchical leadership to innovative gover-
nance structures. To localize the objectives within the
constraints of their political frameworks and capabilities,
cities and regional authorities must plan and carry out tan-
gible initiatives. The corporate sector is frequently regarded
as a significant player as well, financing sustainable deve-
lopment initiatives among other things. A major part of
agenda-setting, awareness-building, and progress tracking
for the Sustainable Development Goals is played by civil
society. In other words, for the goals to be achieved, coope-
ration among all parties is necessary for an efficient multi-
level governance structure. At the national level, policy
change varies in intensity, with non-state actors and subna-
tional agencies frequently taking the lead.

Conclusions and prospects for further research

Research indicates that when it comes to how the Susta-
inable Development Goals affect inclusivity both within
and across nations, words and deeds are not matching up.
On the one hand, the widespread adoption of the "leaving
no one behind" principle in statements made by policy-ma-
kers and civil society activists shows that vulnerable popu-
lations and vulnerable nations are frequently discursively

prioritized in the achievement of the aims. However, such
discursive prioritization still has minimal normative or
institutional impacts.

Extensive investigation is required concerning the con-
nections among politics, sustainability, and development.
After reviewing the many perspectives on sustainability, it
is important to investigate the politics surrounding resour-
ces and the impact of scarcity narratives on practice, policy,
and research. This draws attention to the politics of transiti-
ons and how they unfold when market-, state-, citizen-, and
technology-led processes are combined. There are specific
references to the politics of coalition building and group ef-
forts for development and sustainability. Transformations
require an unruly politics including various actors and di-
verse knowledges, as they cannot be entirely managed or
controlled.

Given the worldwide crisis that is expected to arise after
2022, there is a degree of danger associated with the future
of sustainable development. Factors such as shifting geopo-
litical landscapes, military conflicts, population increase,
climate change, and resource reallocation will significantly
impact each nation's commitment to pursuing sustainable
development. As a result, risk assessment for sustainable
development needs to be reviewed, enhanced, and regularly
observed. It is strongly advised that models be developed
based on the unique characteristics of each nation.
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P. 10. Ilapauwjux

Hayionanvnuii nicomexuiynuii ynieepcumem Yxpainu, m. Jlv6ie, Yxpaina

I'/IOBAJIBHA BE3IEKA I ITIPOBJIEMU INIEPEXOAY HA ITPUHLUUIIA CTAJIOTO PO3BUTKY

Beryn. Ha croroHi Bxke 04€BHIHO, 1110 JUIS BIIACHOTO BI)KUBAHHSI JIFOJICTBO OBHHHE JJOKOPIHHO TpaHC(HOPMYBATH MPOLEC CBO-
IO COLaJbHO-EKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BHUTKY, HEPErJISIHYTH CUCTEMY TPAJULiHHUX LIHHOCTEH, CBOI LIILOBI yCTAHOBKU Ta OPIEHTUPH, L0
copmyBaimcs B Mexax Mozeni Hectanoro po3sutky — HCP. Ha nepenniii miiaH BUXOIUTh 3a0e31e4eHHs 30a1aHCOBaHOTO, ABOEIN-
HOT'0 PO3BHUTKY €KOHOMIKH Ta €KOJIOTii, TOUHille, COLiabHO-eKOHOMIYHOIO Ta €KOJIOTTYHOTO PO3BUTKY. 3arajoM nepeadadeHo, 1o
CTaNMi PO3BUTOK Ma€ XapaKTEpU3yBaTUCh EKOHOMIUHOIO €(PEeKTHUBHICTIO, 0i0c(epOoCyMiCHICTIO, COLIAIFHOK CIPaBEUIUBICTIO Ta
BceOiuHOI0 Oe3nekor. KoHenmis cTaaoro po3BUTKY CTala TEOPETHYHOI OCHOBOKO BHpilIeHHS mpoOiemu Oe3neku. OpHAK TpaH-
copmartist TeONOTITHIHOI KApTHHH CBITY 1, SIK HACTIJOK, (POPMYBAHHS MONIIEHTPHIHOI CHCTEMH MDKHAPOJHUX BiTHOCHH HPH3BO-
JIMTH 10 BUHHKHEHHS HU3KH CYIEPEYHOCTEH MiX KpaiHaMu i HaBiTh Bi]MOBH BiJ KOHCTPYKTHBHOI CIHIBIpali Ta mapTHepcTBa. SIK
HACJIJIOK, JIFOJIChKA IIMBLNI3Allisl, BTpaYaloun IO3UTHBHI Pe3yJbTaTH IiIo0aii3alil, MocTae He SIK €AWHE Iliie, M0 CYNepednuTh IIIo-
OanbHii inel YP.

AKTyasIbHiCTB HociaimkeHHs1. be3 3a0e3neduenns pisHux GopM i BUaiB Oe3nekr HeMOKIIUBE MoAaiblie npocyBanHs 10 CP, sike
B MPUHLHUI Ma€ CTaTH HAHOE3MeuHINIMM THIIOM PO3BHUTKY 3 yCiX, 10 paHiume icuyBanu. Omxke, riobanbHa Ge3nexa ChbOro/Hi € o/
HI€IO 13 HAaBaKJIMBIIINX YaCTHH JIAHAMIA(TY CTATIOTO PO3BUTKY.

Metoau. OKpiM OCHOBHHX 3arajJlbHOHAYKOBHX METOJIB AOCIiIKEHHS, OyJI0 3aCTOCOBAHO CBONIOUINHHUN MiIXiJ I BUSBICHHS
KIIFOYOBHX €TalliB II100abHOTO PO3BUTKY, @ TAKOXK B3a€MO3B'SI3KY COLIAIbHUX 1 MPUPOIHHX poreciB. KonTexcryansanit minxin Oy-
JI0 BUKOPUCTAHO 3 METOIO0 BU3HAYCHHS OCOOIMBOCTEH YSIBICHb PO ()eHOMEH OE3IeKH 3 MO3UIIi CTaJIoro po3BUTKY. 3a JOIIOMOTOI0
CHCTEMHOTO IIi/IXOly BCTQHOBJICHO Ta JIOBEJICHO B3a€EMO3B'I30K c(ep Oe3lekn Ta PO3BHUTKY, a TAKOXK 3alPOIIOHOBAHO OKPECIICHHS
npo0JieM, 10 MEePEIIKOHKAITh yCmilHii peanizanii koHuemniii CP. ®@yHKIIOHATPHUN MiAXI] CIPHUSIB BU3HAYCHHIO CTYIICHS 3aJICHK-
HOCTI HalliOHAJIBHUX CHCTEM Oe3IIeKH BiJl piBHs 3a0e3reueHHs r100aIbHOT Oe3nekr. 3aBsIKH 3aCTOCYBaHHIO JAiaIEKTUYHOTO METO/LY
BUSBJICHO KJIIOUOBI XapaKTEPUCTUKH HECTaJIO] Ta CTasI0l Moziesield po3BUTKY. KOHCTPYKTHBICTChKA MapaanrmMa JOCIIDKeHHS CIpHsiia
BUSIBJICHHIO 3aXO0/IiB, HEOOXiTHUX /Is 3a0e3meueHHs Oe3MeKH Yepe3 pO3BUTOK.

PesyabTaTu. [licns orasmy morisaiB Ha CTaNiCTh y PI3HUX TPAAULISAX AOLITFHO BUBUUTH MOJITHKY PECYPCiB i BIUIUB HApaTHBIB
iX nediuuTy Ha TOCTIHKEHHS, MOMITHKY Ta MPakTUKy y cdepi CP. Lle miakpecmioe momiTuky TpaHcdopmamniii i Te, sk BOHH BigOyBa-
IOThCS B ITO€IHAHHI IIPOLIECiB, KEPOBAHUX TEXHOJIOTISIMHU, PUHKOM, JEPKaBOIO Ta TPOMASTHAMH IIPOoLeciB. 30KpeMa, BaXIIMBOIO € I10-
JITHKA CTBOPEHHS AJIBSIHCIB 1 KOJEKTUBHUX [} JUIS CTAJIOTO PO3BUTKY Ta PO3BUTKY. TpaHC(OpMaIisiMU HE MOXHA ITOBHICTIO KepyBa-
TH 200 KOHTPOJIIOBATH 1X, ajie IMOTPIOHO 3ayyaTd pi3HOMAaHITHI 3HAHHS Ta OaraTo akropiB. MailOyTHE CTaJoro po3BUTKY MOKHA
PO3IJISAaTH 3 TIEBHUM CTYIIEHEM PH3MKY B CBITJI r1o0anbHOT Kpu3u micist 2022 poky. 3MiHM B T€OINONITHYHUX Tpolecax, 30poiiHi
KOHQUIIKTH, 30UIbIICHHS HACEJCHHS, 3MIHH KJIIMATy Ta Mepepo3noia (piHaHCOBUX pecypciB € YNHHUKAMH, sIKi iICTOTHO BH3HAYaTH-
MyTb BIIJIaHICTh OKpEMHUX KpalH peastizaiii crasoro po3Butky. ToMy OL[HIOBaHHS PU3UKIB CTaJOr0 PO3BUTKY HEOOXIIHO MEperisiHy-
TH, TIOKPAIIUTH Ta PETEIBHO BIACTEXKYBaTH 11 e(heKTHBHICTh. HacTiiiHO peKOoMEeHIOBaHO PO3POOICHHS MOJENEH HAa OCHOBI OCOOIH-
BOCTEH KOXKHOI KpaiHH.

Kurouosi ciioBa: rio6anpHa Ge3reka; He3axXUIIeHICTh; cTainuid po3BUToK; LICP; po3BuTOK; KOHMITIKTH.
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