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r. A. Barrera’s short paper, 
Balancing Clashing Sustai-
nable Development Goals 
with Catholic Social Thou-

ght’s Order of Charity, makes a substan-
tial contribution to the current debate 
on the role of the SDGs of the United 
Nations as a conceptual and empirical 
framework to guarantee environmen-
tally sustainable and socially inclusive 
economic development in both develo-
ped and developing countries. His con-
tribution is both timely and enlightening 
at a time when the SDGs appear to have 
lost or at least diminished their positive 
momentum, in the face of growing un-
certainties on the international level and 
increasing budgetary constraints at the 
public and private sector levels.

Nowadays private and public invest-
ments are decreasing worldwide and 
every decision on public spending or 
private investment must be carefully 
evaluated. In this context, the SDG fra-
mework is challenged with respect to its 
ability to provide concrete responses in 
the presence of budgetary constraints 
and alternative and potentially confli-
cting investment solutions. 

Catholic Social Thought (CST) can 
provide a substantial contribution to 
bridging the gap between the SDG fra-
mework and its concrete and effective 
implementation. In particular, the scope 
of Fr. Barrera’s work is twofold. From a 
conceptual point of view, it contributes 
to defining more effectively and cohe-
rently with CST the priorities for pu-
blic or private intervention based on the 
Sustainable Development Goals. From 
an empirical point of view, it promotes 
and directs the development of more 
adequate metrics in providing concrete 
guidance to policy makers and economic 
operators, both of whom are quite diso-
riented in the current context.

This short paper is organized as fol-
lows. The first paragraph introduces the 
SDG framework and its implications for 
governments, corporations and non-pro-
fit institutions. The second paragraph 
illustrates what theoretical and empiri-
cal problems may arise for public insti-

tutions and private companies from the 
adoption of decision-making processes 
that consider multiple and potentially 
conflicting alternatives. The third para-
graph highlights how, starting from Fr. 
Albino’s approach, it is possible to eli-
minate or at least mitigate the problems 
highlighted in the previous paragraphs, 
converging on clearer, more sustainable 
and ethically coherent decisions with 
CST.

The United Nations SDGs as a
Framework to support Sustainable 
and Inclusive Development

The SDG framework developed by the 
United Nations represents the very suc-
cessful outcome of a rather long process 
of rethinking and refining economic de-
velopment goals and policies. This pro-
cess of selecting and monitoring more 
accurately a limited number of internal-
ly shared and agreed goals started in the 
middle of the 1990s with the UN report 
“Shaping the 21st Century”, which tur-
ned some of the Copenhagen commit-
ments into six monitorable International 
Development Goals. The Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs), a UN ini-
tiative, had reinforced this process with 
a time span from 2000 to 2015. The 
MDGs were eight international develop-
ment goals to be achieved by the year 
2015, following the adoption of the Uni-
ted Nations Millennium Declaration.1 

Each goal had specific targets, and dates 
for achieving those targets. Overall, the 
eight goals were measured by 21 targets.

Although this approach introduced 
some substantial innovations in terms 
of identifying and measuring objectives, 
critics of the MDGs complained, among 
other things, of a lack of analysis and 
justification behind the chosen objecti-
ves and the difficulty or lack of measu-
rements for some goals. Furthermore, 
the MDG approach did not seem to have 
produced the expected results, since 
economic development continued to be 
highly differentiated across countries.

The Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs) succeeded the MDGs in 2016, 

introducing some substantial innova-
tions that aimed to review the mistakes 
of the past and improve the prospects 
for the future. In particular, the new ap-
proach could benefit from the numerous 
improvements achieved in the meantime 
by other meetings and acts of the Uni-
ted Nations. In particular, the resolution 
adopted in New York by the General 
Assembly on 27 July 2012 “The Future 
We Want”(United Nations, 2012), after 
the United Nations Conference on Su-
stainable Development held in Rio de 
Janeiro on June 2012, strongly empha-
sized the primacy and urgency of redu-
cing poverty and hunger, the importance 
of integrating environmental objectives, 
along with economic and social ones, in 
promoting balanced economic develop-
ment, and the central role of civil society 
as an engine of the process of economic 
transformation and regeneration. In ad-
dition, the resolution endorsed by the 
General Assembly of the United Na-
tions on 27 July 2015 called the “Addis 
Ababa Action Agenda” (United Nations, 
2015a), after its preliminary adoption 
at the Third International Conference 
on Financing for Development (Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia, 13-16 July 2015), re-
affirmed a strong political commitment 
to addressing the challenges of financing 
and creating an enabling environment at 
all levels for sustainable development in 
the spirit of global partnership and soli-
darity.

The Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs) were introduced by the United 
Nations resolution adopted by the Ge-
neral Assembly on 25 September 2015 
“Transforming our world: the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable Development” 
(United Nations, 2015b).

As stated in its preamble “The 17 Su-
stainable Development Goals and 169 
targets which we are announcing today 
demonstrate the scale and ambition of 
this new universal Agenda… They are 
integrated and indivisible and balance 
the three dimensions of sustainable de-
velopment: the economic, social and en-
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vironmental”. In particular, the Agenda 
was built upon the following pillars:

- eradicating poverty in all its forms 
and dimensions, including extreme po-
verty, is confirmed as the greatest global 
challenge and an indispensable require-
ment for sustainable development

- expanding the scale and scope of the 
Agenda to include 17 SDGs. 

- SDGs are assumed to be integrated 
and indivisible and to balance the three 
dimensions of sustainable development: 
the economic, social and environmental

- collaborative partnership across all 
countries and all stakeholders is consi-
dered the key factor in successfully im-
plementing the Agenda.  In particular, 
one specific goal is devoted to suppor-
ting the implementation of the SDGs, 
taking into account the different levels 
of national development and capacities

- the process of development envisa-
ged by the Agenda is bottom up, stimu-
lating and leveraging the energies and 
transformative capacity within national 
and local business communities and ci-
vil society.

With the resolution adopted by the 
General Assembly of the United States 
on 6 July 2017, the Global indicator fra-
mework for SDGs goals and targets of 
the 2030 Agenda was adopted (United 
Nations, 2017). As stated in the resolu-
tion, SDGs indicators should be disag-
gregated, where relevant, by income, 
sex, age, race, ethnicity, migratory sta-
tus, disability and geographic location, 
or other characteristics, in accordance 
with the Fundamental Principles of Of-
ficial Statistics. 

Both the SDG conceptual framework 
(United Nations, 2015b) and the Global 
indicator framework for SDGs (United 
Nations, 2017) contribute to defining 
the UN Framework on SDGs in terms of 
priority setting and monitoring of outco-
mes as a distance from expected goals 
and targets.    

Considerations that can be made so far 
regarding the validity and relevance of 
the SDG framework are related to both 
the state of the art of the results achieved 
so far - in fact we are halfway through 
the implementation period with respect 
to the final targets and objectives - and 
the nature of the framework in terms 
of overall theoretical consistency and 
the feasibility for its correct implemen-
tation. Concerning this latter issue, the 
interconnections between the goals and 

how these can be considered in the de-
finition of a decision-making process at 
the level of governments, businesses or 
local communities plays a crucial role in 
the consistent and effective implementa-
tion of the SDG Agenda. 

As regards the first aspect, the latest 
United Nations interim report shows 
the presence of mixed effects. While 
on the one hand the successful achie-
vement of selected objectives in some 
countries appears evident, on the other 
hand other objectives appear to be at a 
standstill, while some other goals are 
going backwards. These results, on the 
one hand, highlight the extremely am-
bitious nature of the objectives to be 
achieved, and, on the other, the potential 
critical issues in the actual implementa-
tion of such a complex and articulated 
framework.

Coming now to a consideration of the 
SDG Framework from the point of view 
of its theoretical coherence and imple-
mentation feasibility, a large number of 
issues can be considered. First of all, as 
also recognized by economists and so-
cial scientists, the SDGs do not reflect 
a coherent and cohesive theoretical fra-
mework; the United Nations itself pre-
fers to talk about a “holistic approach”. 
The high number of interconnections 
and interdependencies among the va-
rious dimensions considered - business, 
social and environmental - has sugge-
sted to many social scientists that they 
need to adopt theoretical frameworks 
borrowed from other scientific fields 
such as the concept of entropy used in 
physics. Consequently, it is very com-
plicated to define the relationships a pri-
ori, especially those of a causal nature, 
between the various objectives and tar-
gets considered by the SDG framework. 

Regarding the implementation of the 
SDG approach, applied studies, as well 
as the field experience of experts, have 
emphasized significant difficulties both 
in identifying and prioritizing objectives 
in a manner consistent with the specific 
needs of the local context and the diffi-
culty for local stakeholders to participa-
te in the decision-making process and in 
monitoring the results.

A particularly relevant aspect both 
from a theoretical and practical imple-
mentation point of view concerns the 
strong emphasis placed by the SDG fra-
mework on the presence of interlinkages 
and on the integrated nature of the SDGs. 

These issues are highly underscored but 
not clearly explained. In particular, the 
evaluation of the effects produced by 
these interdependencies is assumed to 
be positive, since the term synergy is 
often referred to in this context. On the 
other hand, elements of potential con-
flict or contrast appear to be clearly un-
derestimated or not clearly identified. 
Consequently, given the positive effect 
produced by these interdependencies, 
the focus on a specific goal is assumed 
to strengthen the other ones and, therefo-
re, the problem of priority setting among 
the goals is not considered relevant. 

Unfortunately, reality seems to be 
working in a different direction. It is well 
known from the media and the growing 
evidence produced by the scientific lite-
rature that significant conflicts may arise 
between the economic, environmental 
and social dimensions. The case of the 
ecological transition for the automotive 
industry in advanced countries represen-
ts a remarkable example. While invest-
ments in new green technologies can 
lead to strengthening the productivity 
and competitiveness of companies in the 
medium term, a fast transition neverthe-
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less damages in the short term the same 
companies due to the growing competi-
tiveness of emerging countries. Civil so-
ciety seems to pay the highest price of an 
accelerated green transition, considering 
the fact that the poorest families cannot 
afford to pay for electric cars that are 
sold at an average higher price than tho-
se that use fossil fuels. The presence of 
potential conflicts is even more relevant 
in the case of developing countries. In 
these cases, in fact, much more radical 
choices must be made between extreme 
poverty reduction and investment to re-
duce pollution and social inequality, gi-
ven more severe budget constraints. 

It is therefore necessary to better inve-
stigate the nature of the interdependen-
cies and interconnections between the 
SDGs in order to define more accurately 
the expected net benefits and to proceed 
to a rigorous prioritization of these go-
als.

Let’s assume that Goal A is aimed at 
poverty reduction and Goal B concerns 
the improvement of local environmen-
tal conditions. Considering that, in the 
absence of a well-defined theoretical 
framework and given the presence of in-
direct effects with other variables (spu-
rious correlation) one cannot speak of 
causality but only of (simple or total) 
correlation, the relationship between 
these two goals can be classified as fol-
lows:

ρ (Goal_A, Goal_B) > 0: in this case, 
A and B are directly or positively cor-
related, so that, for instance better lo-
cal environment conditions also help to 
improve living conditions for the poor. 
These goals mutually reinforce each 
other, which is the synergy effect highli-
ghted by United Nations documents. 

ρ (Goal_A, Goal_B) = 0: in this case 
A and B are uncorrelated so that their in-
dividual effects can be independent from 
one another. An example might be that 
improvements in local environment con-
ditions do not impact on poverty relief.   

ρ (Goal_A, Goal_B) < 0: in this case 
A and B are inversely or negative cor-
related and therefore  they produce 
conflicting effects, since, for instance, 
an improvement in local environmen-
tal conditions increases the poverty gap 
between the rich and the poor in the same 
area for instance by raising the prices of 
local houses, besides the crowding out 
effect on public expenditure.

Where there are more than two goals, 

their interdependencies can be conside-
red in a correlation matrix. More intere-
stingly, the direction of the relationship 
between two goals also crucially de-
pends on time (t) and space (s) dimen-
sions:

ρ (Goal_Ats , Goal_Bts )
For instance, the following three rela-

tionships between Goal A and B can be 
all true: 

ρ (Goal_At=1 s=1 , Goal_Bt=1 s=1 ) < 0
ρ (Goal_At=2 s=1 , Goal_Bt=1 s=1 ) > 0
ρ (Goal_At=1 s=2, Goal_Bt=1 s=2 ) = 0
In the first case Goal A and Goal B are 

negatively correlated with respect to the 
same location and time. In this case, as 
highlighted before, better environmental 
conditions produce conflicting effects on 
poverty reduction. In the second case, 
better environmental conditions today 
(t=1) produce potential benefits for po-
verty alleviation in the future (t=2) sin-
ce, for instance, they reinforce the eco-
nomic self-sufficiency of local farmers 
based on ecological agriculture. In the 
third case, a different local context (s=2) 
makes the relationship between goal A 
and B more neutral. This can be found, 
for instance, in a developed country, 
where the importance of agriculture for 
economic development is residual. 

These considerations lead us to reco-
gnise the presence of more complex and 
potential conflicting interactions in the 
interdependencies across the SDGs that 
need to be carefully assessed in priority 
setting among these goals, also conside-
ring the intertemporal and spatial dimen-
sions as key components of this evalua-
tion process.  

Broadly speaking, the SDG fra-
mework designs and aims to implement 
a multilevel framework where multiple 
dimensions - economic, social and envi-
ronmental - strongly interact. It is also 
characterized by a large number of sta-
keholders, aiming at mobilizing local re-
sources in a generative and creative way 
according to a participatory and collabo-
rative mechanism. More specifically, the 
SDG framework aims to be responsive 
to local needs and adaptive to different 
contexts by proposing a wide range of 
goals and indicators to be selected and 
carefully monitored. As a result, a cohe-
rent and efficient implementation of the 
SDG framework requires a high level of 
competencies and the adoption of an ap-
propriate methodological approach.

Investment choices in an uncertain 
context and with multiple goals

An investment choice is characterized 
rather simplistically in mainstream eco-
nomics as the pursuit of a single objecti-
ve, represented by profit, which requi-
res the resolution of a maximization 
problem in which technology and costs 
are certain, while revenues are more 
uncertain, depending on the reaction of 
demand to price (price elasticity) and, 
over time, on sales expectations condi-
tioned by the uncertain evolution of de-
mand. Under these conditions, the goal 
of identifying a clear and well-defined 
objective is a realistic option. The profit 
maximization postulate as the sole cri-
terion for business investment choices 
has, however, been called into question 
by numerous contributions attributable 
to the non-mainstream economic appro-
ach. In particular, the managerial theory 
of the firm, linked to the contributions of 
Baumol (1959), Williamson (1987) and 
Marris (1964) , adopts different maxi-
mization criteria while maintaining the 
postulate of maximization based on a 
single criterion. 

A more interesting contribution co-
mes from the behaviorist theory of the 
firm, which refers to the work of Simon 
(1952, 1984). This approach recognizes 
that firms are multi-criteria decision ma-
kers that select alternatives that present a 
satisfactory profit and not those that pre-
sent a maximum profit. Therefore, ma-
ximum profit is replaced by satisfactory 
profit. It is interesting to note how the 
plurality of objectives derives directly 
from the fact that the company is defined 
as an organization of stakeholders with 
different and conflicting objectives.

The increasing adoption by compa-
nies, public and non-profit institutions 
of Corporate Social Responsibility 
(CSR) reporting, which often derives 
its objectives and monitoring indicators 
from the SDG framework, makes the is-
sue of multiple criteria decision making 
particularly relevant here. On the one 
hand, we see in CSR the declaration and 
pursuit of objectives other than the pri-
mary ones. On the other hand, it is not 
clear how these objectives are then con-
cretely inserted into decision-making 
processes. The result is, therefore, a si-
tuation of strong uncertainty and strong 
heterogeneity in the behaviour of com-
panies, which reflects a growing tension 
between declared objectives and those 
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that can be realistically achieved. A par-
ticularly relevant case in this respect is 
the possibility of reconciling the ecolo-
gical transition with the maintenance of 
high levels of competitiveness in com-
panies in the presence of strong budge-
tary constraints and a limited propensity 
for innovation. Although characterized 
by primary objectives that are partially 
different, similar challenges are now fa-
ced by both public and non-profit insti-
tutions. These institutions must now be 
able to reconcile budgetary constraints, 
their institutional mission and an incre-
asing orientation towards the common 
good reflected by the SDG framework, 
while continuing to operate effectively 
and without contradicting their own sy-
stem of values, also in terms of external 
reputation.

The adoption of a choice criterion 
based on multiple objectives presents 
a series of notable theoretical and com-
putational complexities. A fundamental 
distinction in this regard exists between 
the situation where hierarchical ordering 
between the different alternatives can be 
made and where it cannot. In fact, in the 
presence of a hierarchical ordering of the 
choices to be made, even if conditioned 
by other parameters, the prioritization of 
multiple goals can be reduced to a simple 
problem of defining sequential choices 
which can be easily solved by applying 
an algorithmic approach. Much more 
complex is the resolution of decision 
problems in which it is not possible to 
define a priori relationships between the 
alternative objectives. In this case, a valid 
quantitative approach can be identified 
within the operational research literature. 
Laise and Valentino (2000) carried out 
an in-depth review of the theoretical and 
empirical literature on the subject, identi-
fying the statistical and operational rese-
arch models most suitable for managing 
the prioritization of choices in the presen-
ce of multiple and potentially conflicting 
objectives. These include the use of mul-
ti-criteria analysis models (MCDM) that 
allow us to compare and order the alter-
natives present in the decision problem 
on the basis of data referring to objectives 
that are often in conflict with each other 
by the adoption of the ELECTRE family 
of methods and algorithms (acronym for 
Elimination Et Choix Traduisant la Rea-
litè) introduced by Bernard Roy (1985), 
one of the greatest exponents of the Fren-
ch school on operational research.

The contribution of CST to thedesign 
and implementation of the SDG
framework 

As Fr. A. Barrera clearly pointed out 
in his short paper, the SDG framework 
represents a genuinely valid and inno-
vative tool for promoting balanced, su-
stainable and inclusive economic deve-
lopment in both advanced countries and 
developing economies. In particular, the 
SDG framework finds its roots in, and 
expands from, the Universal Decla-
ration of Human Rights set out by the 
United Nations, which echoes some of 
the fundamental principles of the Social 
Doctrine of the Church, especially with 
regard to absolute respect for human di-

gnity, protection of the environment, and 
the strong commitment to ensure social 
equity as stated in numerous social en-
cyclicals from Rerum Novarum to Fra-
telli tutti.

At the same time, as highlighted in the 
previous part of this paper, some of the 
limitations presented in the SDG appro-
ach cannot be underestimated. Rather, 
they need to be correctly addressed and 
improved in order to evolve successfully 
toward a more mature and responsible 
stage of its development and implemen-
tation. In particular, some of the criti-
cal issues that have already emerged 
in the selection and implementation of 
the SDGs risk compromising the vali-
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dity and credibility of this approach as 
discussed in today’s public debate, with 
particular emphasis on the resolution 
of conflicts under budget constraints in 
managing complex transitions in both 
developed and developing countries  
The contribution made by Fr. A. Barrie-
ra shows itself to be very positive and 
constructive in facing many of the most 
critical issues in the current debate.

From a theoretical point of view Fa-
ther Albino aims to re-establish the 
correct order of priorities for economic 
development from a substantial point of 
view, overcoming the formal approach 
and the high fragmentation of goals and 
indicators that characterize the SDG fra-
mework. Indeed, the preferential option 
for the poor is explicitly considered as 
a priority in all documents published by 
the United Nations, and it is also reaf-
firmed as the most relevant challenge 
in the SDG framework. However, the 
adoption by the SDGs of a multi-criteria 
framework tends to blur this distinction, 
since no priority order is associated with 
the SDG framework.  

In table 1 of his short paper, labelled 
“The Common Good as Due Order”, 
Fr. A. Barrera (2021) reestablished the 
correct order of relationships in the li-
ght of the Social Doctrine of the Chur-
ch. In particular,  all relationships of the 
human being, with himself, with other 
people and with the environment are 
defined and subordinated to the primary 
relationship with God. Consequent-
ly, the pursuit on earth of the common 
good, as already highlighted by Maritain 
(1948), represents the material side of a 
higher spiritual good of which, however, 
it constitutes the material premise. This 
approach has important consequences 
with respect to the correct definition of 
priorities. The closer and the dearest, 
especially if poor and marginalised, 
should be prioritized according to this 
approach, and the distant and margina-
lised ones are more important than the 
environment. The environment should 
be prioritised with respect to future ge-
nerations, since the protection of those 
currently alive is more important than 
future generations, and the environment 
is an inter-generational asset. 

The approach proposed by Fr. Albino 
should be understood as a moral direction 
to better interpret and prioritize the SDGs 
in the light of charity and not as an ab-
solute and deterministic decision-making 

process. In particular, the order of prio-
rities can be redefined by taking into ac-
count that the requisite solicitude (a posi-
tive duty) is directly proportional to the 
needs of the recipient.

According to this specific perspective, 
the conceptual scheme developed by Fr. 
Albino is very useful in defining a preli-
minary hierarchy among the SDGs with 
respect to the prioritization of decisions 
made by local stakeholders. It provides a 
moral framework based on Christian va-
lues that can be easily agreed with other 
people from different religious and ethi-
cal backgrounds, being rooted in shared 
natural human values as those made 
explicit in Dignitas Infinita (2024).  In 
particular, SDGs can be easily classified 
according to their relevance for people, 
the environment and other dimensions 
highlighted in Table 1 of Fr. Albino’s 
paper.

The hierarchical order among the 
SDGs goals introduced by Fr. Albino is 
then mitigated by the fact that when a 
point of sufficiency is met in satisfying 
the needs of a given relationship, it is 
possible to move to the next one. Con-
sequently, the typology of hierarchy 
introduced in ranking the SDGs is not 
static and rigid but rather dynamic and 
adaptable to the specific needs expres-
sed by the local community. In particu-
lar, a threshold of sufficiency needs to 
be established according to both objecti-
ve goals measured by SDG indicators 
and targets, and by taking into account 
the point of view of stakeholders and 
the preferences and values of the local 
community. The principle of charity is 
however safeguarded by the fact that 
in the pursuit of the common good the-
re is no explicit limit to actions, but it 
is nevertheless important to safeguard a 
realistic approach that takes into account 
limitations in the available financial and 
human resources.

As far as the use of the SDG fra-
mework is concerned, as regards setting 
priorities and monitoring their evolution, 
Fr. Albino has also made some relevant 
recommendations in the light of CST.

The first, and also the main, suggestion 
made by Father Albino is to approach the 
application of the conceptual framework 
of CST to the assessment and measure-
ment of the SDG Framework, safeguar-
ding the integrity of all its parts and the 
overall common design. Only the com-
plete and integral application of the CST 

approach, including in particular the 
right balancing of its social principles, 
will ensure that all relevant claims are 
satisfied in the right way.  This is of par-
ticular relevance in the case of the triage 
and the timing of the SDGs, where all 
possible interconnections should be con-
sidered and satisfied as part of due order 
and due proportion, and the various so-
cial principles that must be observed.

The second, and equally important, 
contribution made by Father Albino con-
cerns the high standards of quality and 
innovation required in the development 
of new metrics that enable the effective 
implementation of CST in support of 
the SDG framework. In this regard, Fr. 
Albino identifies a series of elements 
that will have to be carefully evaluated 
for the development of appropriate me-
trics that are also ethically satisfactory. 
These include the identification of the 
basket of goods and services reflecting 
the different and specific needs of peo-
ple, allowing us to compare and evaluate 
the following trade-offs: the marginali-
zed vis-à-vis the general population and 
current generation vis-à-vis future ge-
nerations. This search for new metrics 
then evolves into the measurement of 
thresholds of sufficiency that can identi-
fy inflection points to help us decide the 
correct sequencing of SDG priorities. In 
addition, synergies vis-a-vis conflicting 
interactions between SDGs should be 
more carefully assessed in order to eva-
luate more accurately the joint initiatives 
that can combine different SDGs, such 
as in the case of poverty alleviation ini-
tiatives integrated with environment sa-
feguarding measures. 

As regards the development of new 
metrics, some significant innovation 
projects have already been carried out 
in the field of official statistics. Particu-
lar attention has been devoted to greater 
harmonisation of measurements between 
countries and to the introduction of new 
indicators which concern, for example, 
new forms of poverty (energy, digital) as 
well as the implementation of composite 
indicators which allow us to capture the 
multidimensional nature of many phe-
nomena to be taken into account in eva-
luating SDG priorities. Much work still 
needs to be done and the contribution 
of Father Albino is very stimulating in 
promoting further progress in the most 
appropriate direction.

Finally, Fr. Albino draws attention to 
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the right implementation of the gover-
nance framework with respect to the 
SDGs. In particular, he focuses on multi-
level responsibilities and the correct use 
of the principle of subsidiarity. While 
the adoption of the principle of subsidia-
rity should be strongly reaffirmed, as it 
represents quite often the best solution 
in selecting and implementing the SDGs 
that are consistent with local community 
needs and its regenerative capacity, the 
responsibility of higher bodies or other 
organizations with accessibility to the 
necessary resources should not be over-
looked.

The contribution of CST to thedesign
Many of the legitimate claims of the 

SDG approach developed by the Uni-
ted Nations to represent an holistic and 
effective framework  in promoting a 
more inclusive and sustainable develop-
ment in both advanced and developing 
countries have been called into question 
nowadays. Firstly, the results obtained 
in the application of this approach are 
not always encouraging. Secondly, the 
current scenario is complicated by the 
emergence of conflicts between objecti-
ves in the presence of budgetary limi-
tations, and in a context of progressive 
reduction in the level of collaboration 
between countries at the international le-
vel. In addition, the high degree of com-
plexity that characterizes the selection 
and adoption of priorities based on the 
SDG framework increases uncertain-
ty and discourages many stakeholders 
from pursuing this path in a concrete and 
effective way.

The contribution made by Fr. Albino 
directly addresses many of these chal-
lenges. In particular, he emphasizes the 

richness of the heritage included in CST 
and how this can be used to provide a 
clearer and more effective direction for 
the adoption of the SDG framework. His 
approach aims to define a hierarchical 
structure between SDGs that facilita-
tes their prioritization, using a dynamic 
method that takes into account specific 
needs at the national and local level. 
His approach also fully respects moral 
values shared at the global level, since 
they are rooted in the universal and un-
conditional dignity of the human being. 
Fr. Albino’s approach also stimulates the 
development of new metrics that can 
complement those already developed by 
the SDG framework in order to provide 
tools and methods that can support the 
correct resolution of potential conflicts 
and the right triage of SDG priorities.

NOTE
1. These were based on the OECD DAC 

International Development Goals 
agreed by Development Ministers in 
the “Shaping the 21st Century Strate-
gy”: To eradicate extreme poverty and 
hunger; To achieve universal primary 
education; To promote gender equa-
lity and empower women; To reduce 
child mortality; To improve maternal 
health; To combat HIV/AIDS, mala-
ria, and other diseases; To ensure en-
vironmental sustainability; to develop 
a global partnership for development.
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