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• Initiated at Rio+20 in 2012, core partnership 11 leading international 
research institutes & think tanks (6 ”South”, 5 ”North”)  
 

• Aim to build support for a universal, integrated and transformative post-
2015 development agenda with sustainability and equity at the center 
 

• Strategic engagement with key stakeholders and decision makers 
 
• Provision of practical, evidence-based analysis and guidance 

 
 

http://www.irf2015.org/




ICSU report on the issue of coherence and 
interactions 

• Clear integration of social-env-economic 
dimensions / access-efficiency-sustainability 
across goal areas  

• Lack of clarity how goals interact – i.e. a 
multidimensional concept of development and 
its core drivers and elements 

• Lack of articulation of joint / nexus targets eg 
through ”modular approach” 

• Vague attempt at formulating essential elements 
unlikely to enhance coherence. 

 



Policy Coherence for Sustainable Development 
in the Post-2015 Context 

From MDGs to SDGs 
 

From ODA agenda to a universal 
agenda 

 
 

From PCD to PCSD 



Vertical and  
horizontal  
coherence 



PCSD is addressing coherence across 
governance systems 

6. Coherence across public 
interventions ?? 
Capacity building, institutions, 
policy instruments 



Different interactions on a coherence scale 

• Interdependence 
– A target is only viable if another is achieved 

• Reinforcement / synergy 
– Achieving one target helps achieve another 

• Consistency 
– There is no critical positive or negative interaction but it is 

compatible 

• Conditionality 
– A target impose conditions or constraints on how another 

can be reached 

• Inconsistency / trade off 
– Achieving one target will work against another target 

 



Interlinkages – integration? 

Source: Weitz, N; Nilsson, M and Davis. M 2014. A Nexus Approach to the Post-2015 Agenda: 
Formulating Integrated Water, Energy, and Food SDGs. SAIS Review of International Affairs, 34 (2) 
pp 37-50; doi: 10.1353/sais.2014.0022 

Mapping interactions between targets 



Source: Weitz, N; Nilsson, M and Davis. M 2014. A Nexus Approach to the Post-2015 Agenda: 
Formulating Integrated Water, Energy, and Food SDGs. SAIS Review of International Affairs, 34 (2) 
pp 37-50; doi: 10.1353/sais.2014.0022 

Formulating nexus targets 



1. Policy 
inventory 

• Policy objectives 

• Policy Instruments 

• Implementation 
practices 

2. Screening 
matrix 

• Interaction type 

• Evidence base 

• Conditionality  

 

3. Summary 
assessment 
& Follow up 

• Scoring and reporting 

• Opportunities for synergy 

• Mitigation options 

A simplified coherence  
assessment process 



A coherence assessment matrix 

Source: Strambo, C; Nilsson M; and Månsson, A. 2015, Are EU energy security and climate 
change policies coherent? A rapid assessment of policy interactions, in press 



  ...but it could also look like this... 

Source: Nilsson, M, Zamparutti, T., Petersen, J-E., Nykvist, B., Rudberg, P. and McQuinn, J. 2012. Understanding Policy 
Coherence: Analytical Framework and Examples of Sector-Environment Policy Interactions in the EU. Environmental 
Policy and Governance, 22, p 395-423 doi: 10.1002/eet.1589  
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←           Horizontal coherence           →  

Enhancing coherence in the governance system 

Source: Gupta and Nilsson, 2015, Toward a multi-level SDG action 
framework: principles and mechanisms 



Why invest in coherence assessments? 

• Identify hotspots 

• Identify where adjacent policy measures will be 

the most effective (mitigation or enhancement) 

• Improve coordination and policy-oriented 

learning across government 

 



Key messages 

• Moving from PCD to PCSD is mirroring the Post-
2015 move from MDGs to SDGs  

• There are more types of relevant interactions 
than ”synergy” and ”trade off” 

• Nature of interaction emerge at the level of 
instruments and implementation 

• Cross-cutting principles can enlighten PCSD – eg 
”access – efficiency – sustainability” 

• Still ”holy grail”:  linking human prosperity to 
global systems 



Source: Nilsson, M, Lucas, P., Yoshida, T. 2013. Towards and integrated framework for SDGs: ultimate and 
enabling goals for the case of energy. Sustainability 5, 4124-4151; doi:10.3390/su5104124    

Possibility for coherent policy design? 


