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1. Introduction
This report presents the results of the Survey on applying the eight building blocks of
PCSD in the implementation of the 2030 Agenda, carried out on a voluntary basis among
members of the informal network of national focal points for policy coherence in 2018.
The report is structured according to the eight building blocks outlined in the OECD
Report: Policy Coherence for Sustainable Development 2018: Towards Sustainable and
Resilient Societies. It provides in each section an overview of the main findings, and
identifies issues for further research. A summary of the main messages from the survey
findings is presented in Box 1.1. The PCSD Unit gratefully acknowledges the efforts of
national focal points and respondents in capitals in providing extensive information.
Box 1.1. Key messages from survey findings




There is no one-size-fits-all approach to enhancing policy coherence. In line with 2030
Agenda principles, each country must determine its own institutional mechanisms and
sequencing of actions according to its legal, administrative and political context.
The eight PCSD building blocks are relevant and applicable to countries despite their
different administrative cultures and political contexts.



The essential building blocks of a robust PCSD system for SDG implementation already
exist in many countries, but in many cases alignment with the principles and nature of the
2030 Agenda needs to be strengthened.



Most countries have well-established mechanisms that can support coherent
implementation of the SDGs at every stage of the policy-making process. These
mechanisms could be used more proactively for policy coherence purposes.



One can distinguish different levels of implementation across countries in terms of
commitment, integration, coordination, stakeholder engagement and monitoring and
reporting.

The OECD has developed a working definition of Policy Coherence for Sustainable
Development (PCSD). PCSD can be defined as an approach and policy tool to integrate
the economic, social, environmental dimensions of sustainable development at all stages
of domestic and international policy-making (OECD, 2016[1]). According to this
definition, PCSD has three main objectives: 1) foster synergies across economic, social
and environmental policy areas; 2) identify trade-offs and reconcile domestic policy
objectives with internationally agreed objectives; and 3) address spillovers of domestic
policies. This definition provided the basis for designing survey questions.
This report provides a first step to highlight the mechanisms that countries have in place
and preliminary observations on how they are used for enhancing PCSD in SDG
implementation. The overall aim of this exercise is to stimulate exchange of experiences
and support dialogue on what works, and what does not. The results of this survey will be
used to: 1) provide input for the methodology being developed by UN Environment for
the global indicator for SDG target 17.14; and 2) provide background information for
updating the 2010 Recommendation of the Council on Good Institutional Practices in
Promoting Policy Coherence for Development.
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2. About the Survey
2.1. Rationale
The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) include an internationally agreed target
(SDG 17.14) that calls on all countries to enhance policy coherence for sustainable
development (PCSD) as a means of implementation for all SDGs. The proposed global
indicator to measure progress on this target aims to capture the “number of countries with
mechanisms in place to enhance policy coherence for sustainable development”. At the
12th meeting of national focal points for policy coherence in Paris in June 2017,
participants underlined that developing a sound methodology for the global indicator for
SDG Target 17.14 first requires a good understanding of what is meant by “policy
coherence for sustainable development” and by “mechanisms to enhance policy
coherence”.1
In response to this, the PCSD Unit presented a proposal at the 13th meeting of national
focal points in October 2017 to conduct, on a voluntary basis, a country survey with a
view to collect and analyse information on institutional mechanisms and practices in
interested countries for enhancing PCSD in SDG implementation, as called for in SDG
Target 17.14.2

2.2. Purpose
The purpose of the survey was to identify institutional mechanisms and practices for
PCSD with examples drawn from current country experiences as an input for:
1. Developing PCSD country profiles, which were published in OECD’s Policy
Coherence for Sustainable Development 2018: Towards Sustainable and Resilient
Societies;
2. Identify elements for developing a set of process indicators with a view to help
countries self-assess and monitor the progress made at national level for achieving
SDG target 17.14.
3. Provide input for the methodology being developed by UN Environment as a
custodian agency for the global indicator on SDG Target 17.14,
4. Provide a basis for updating the 2010 Recommendation of the OECD Council on
Good Institutional Practices in Promoting Policy Coherence for Development.

2.3. Structure of the survey
The survey was divided into eight sections with questions according to eight PCSD
building blocks: 1) political commitment and leadership; 2) policy integration; 3) longterm vision and planning horizons; 4) analysis and assessments of potential policy effects;
5) policy and institutional co-ordination; 6) subnational and local involvement; 7)
stakeholder engagement; and 8) monitoring and reporting.3 These eight building blocks
represent structures, processes and working methods that according to experience can
facilitate improvements in policy coherence and are applicable to countries regardless of
their administrative and political traditions (OECD, 2017[2]). The working definition of
PCSD developed by the OECD was also used as a basis for designing the survey
questions.4
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2.4. Information collection
The survey was conducted from November 2017 through September 2018 on a voluntary
basis. The survey questionnaire was sent electronically to 37 members of the informal
network of national focal points for policy coherence (including all OECD member
countries + EC and Lithuania). The PCSD Unit received responses from 22 countries
(response rate: 59%) providing a wealth of information gathered for the first time and
excellent basis for further research. Table 2.1 provides the list of countries (institutions)
responding to the survey. Survey responses in more than half of the surveyed countries
involved consultations with other ministries and/or the head of government’s office.
Table 2.1. Responding countries (institutions)
Country
Austria
Belgium
Czech Republic
Denmark
Estonia
Finland
Germany
Greece
Ireland
Italy
Japan
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Mexico
Netherlands
Poland
Portugal
Slovak Republic
Slovenia
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland

Responding institution(s)
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Federal Institute for Sustainable Development
Office of the Government / Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Prime Minister Office / Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Federal Chancellery
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade
Ministry of Foreign Affairs / Ministry of the Environment and Protection of Land and Sea
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ministry of Environment
Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs
Office of the President / Mexican Agency of International Development Cooperation (AMEXCID)
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ministry of Economic Development / Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Camões – Institute for Cooperation and Language
Deputy Prime Minister´s Office for Investments and Informatization
Government Office for Development and European Cohesion Policy
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Cooperation
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation (SDC)

Source: OECD PCSD Unit.
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3. Main results
3.1. Political commitment and leadership
Commitment by the political leadership is considered by most countries an essential
precondition to policy coherence. All responding countries are committed to enhance
policy coherence for SDG implementation, either explicitly or implicitly. The majority of
respondents [20 of 22 (91%)] have made an explicit commitment to PCSD in national
plans for SDGs or implementation strategies (Figure 3.1).
Figure 3.1. Explicit commitment to PCSD
Has your country made an explicit commitment to PCSD in its national strategy? (22 responses)

9%

YES: 20 countries
Slovakia

NO: 2 countries

Japan

91%

Note: The initial draft of the Mexican national strategy for the implementation of the 2030 Agenda, which is
currently being developed, makes explicit commitment to PCSD.

Main observations


Commitment to PCSD is expressed and translated into practice through various
forms, including legal basis, strategic framework, dedicated inter-ministerial
mechanism with PCSD responsibilities or reporting system for policy coherence.
In most cases, these mechanisms are linked to the development cooperation plans
or programmes.



Measures taken to ensure political commitment can vary depending on the
governmental body responsible for promoting policy coherence. For example, in
cases where responsibility lies with ministries of foreign affairs, policy coherence
is often included in the legal framework or action plans for development
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cooperation as a basis to foster commitment to development issues across the
national administration.


In addition to including an explicit commitment to PCSD in national strategies for
SDGs, the most commonly cited expressions of commitment include (Figure 3.2):
-

Development cooperation law. Almost half of the surveyed countries have
made explicit commitment to policy coherence in their development
cooperation strategic or legal frameworks. In these cases, the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs plays an important role in identifying areas for action (PCD
action plans), promoting inter-ministerial dialogue particularly on issues with
implications for developing countries, and reporting on progress to the
parliament and the public.

-

Responsibility at the centre. Several responding countries have assigned
overall responsibility for coordinating SDG implementation and promoting
policy coherence to the Prime Minister’s Office or an equivalent level. Those
who have placed PCSD responsibilities at the centre indicated that this
measure is essential to ensure a whole-of-government commitment and
influence policy change.

-

Inter-ministerial mechanism. Some responding countries have created new
coordinating bodies to guide SDG implementation, where PCSD issues are
addressed.

-

Report to parliament. Obligation to report to parliament and the general
public on policy coherence is seen by some responding countries as a way to
raise attention on policy effects and trade-offs and to ensure broad
commitment. Some countries indicated that including PCSD analysis in
monitoring and reporting as well as establishing participatory processes for
stakeholder involvement are important ways of translating commitment into
action.

-

Political statements. For some responding countries a clearly articulated
statement on the commitment to PCSD at the highest political level is also a
precondition for action.
Figure 3.2. From commitment to action

How does your country translate its commitment to PCSD for the SDGs into action? (20 responses)
Most cited forms of expressing commitment to PCSD (number of respondents)
8
6
5
4
3

Development Cooperation law Responsibility at the CoG

Interministerial mechanism

Report to Parliament

Written and oral government
statements
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According to questionnaire responses, effectively translating commitment to
PCSD into action would require:
-

a clear understanding of PCSD and its benefits for all political actors;

-

explicit support at the highest political level and coordination capacity to
promote multi-sectoral action based on a whole-of-government approach;

-

a detailed action plan and measurable targets in all policy areas, with specific
focus on the impacts on developing countries;

-

a mechanism with the capacity to resolve conflicts of interest;

-

systematic use of ex-ante analysis on spillovers (including by external
stakeholders), and SDG monitoring; and

-

regular consultation with the Parliament to analyse new legislation in terms of
its impact on sustainable development and on developing countries.

Issues for further research


How can existing mechanisms help translate commitment into an administrative
culture that fosters the cross-sectoral collaboration required to enhance policy
coherence throughout the administration?



How can this commitment be communicated effectively across levels of
government?



How can commitment to PCSD be maintained over time?



What type of indicators could be used to measure government’s commitment to
PCSD?

3.2. Policy integration
Policy integration, as observed in most countries, entails new mandates or strategic
frameworks by which policies and institutions work under a new logic of cross-sectoral
collaboration and shared priorities, aligning their own sectoral objectives with broader
SDGs. Most countries (18 of 22) use inter-ministerial mechanisms to support policy
integration and incorporate SDGs into the work of line ministries (Figure 3.3).
Figure 3.3. Integrating SDGs into domestic and international policies
What mechanism or measures are in place to integrate the SDGs into domestic and international policies?
(22 responses)
Consultation (technical and political)

1

Budgetary process

1

Planning system and government regulations
Interministerial mechanism and Guidelines
Interministerial mechanism

2
5
13
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Some (5 responding countries) have also developed guidelines that define general
requirements for sustainable policy making and SDG implementation, which also aim to
foster policy integration.

Main observations


The national strategy or action plan for SDG implementation serves as a common
framework to integrate SDGs into sectoral programmes in over two-thirds of
responding countries.



Regular interdepartmental discussions – often within working groups, regular
meetings or thematic platforms – provide opportunities to identify trade-offs and
synergies between economic, social and environmental policy objectives. Such
mechanisms for instance discuss policy effects when evaluating existing interministerial common strategic guidelines. In some cases, these mechanisms
include experts to voice opinions on potential negative effects that certain
policies might have, or already have, on developing countries. In some countries
these groups can present alternative policy proposals to change or avoid
unintended impacts.



Ex-ante impact assessments are frequently used as a tool to integrate economic,
social and environmental dimensions in government’s proposals for new
regulations or policies. Impact assessments are generally considered essential
tools to inform decision-making and enhance policy coherence.



Budgetary processes can help align sectoral programmes and foster policy
integration. In some cases, these measures entail linking each SDG-target to
respective ministries and estimating needed resources for their achievement. Such
an approach helps to identify sectoral interlinkages as well as potential trade-offs
and synergies.



Processes to develop new national sustainable development strategies, SDG
implementation plans, and in some cases Voluntary National Reviews (VNRs),
have provided opportunities for policy integration and for setting up structures for
enhancing PCSD such as to:
-

bring divergent governmental positions together in an institutionalised setting;

-

encourage exchange of information and take different perspectives on the
same policy issue into account, while developing solutions; and

-

foster collaboration across sectors and break out of silo structures in
government. Synergies can emerge from such joint activities and provide the
basis for more formal coordination mechanisms.

Issues for further research


What mechanisms work best to integrate SDGs into regular government exercises
(e.g. the budget process)?



How can existing mechanisms help promote a new logic of cross-sectoral
collaboration, and effectively incorporate SDGs and PCSD into the mandate of
each governmental institution?
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How can budgetary processes be better exploited as tools for enhancing policy
integration? How to ensure that budgetary processes integrate the horizontal
dimension of policies for the SDGs?



To what extent do existing mechanisms influence government planning,
budgeting, legislation, sectoral programmes and policies for achieving the SDGs?



How can policy integration be monitored and assessed?

3.3. Long-term vision and planning horizons
A basic principle of sustainable development is to balance the needs of current and future
generations. This inter-generational perspective is highlighted in the text of 2030 Agenda,
and is considered by most countries in their SDG national strategic frameworks.
Managing potential trade-offs between short and long-term priorities is a key element for
enhancing PCSD. Half of responding countries indicated that long-term planning horizon
and intergenerational perspectives are ensured by the long-term nature of their national
strategies or plans for SDG implementation (Figure 3.4).
Figure 3.4. Commitment beyond electoral cycles
How does your government ensure that commitments and actions for PCSD and SDGs are not affected by the
electoral cycle? (22 responses)

11
7

Long-term strategic framework

3

1

Legal framework and
interministerial mechanism

Monitoring and reporting
systems

Other

Main observations


Some countries have developed long-term visions with a timeline up to 2050
through inclusive processes in addition to developing new national sustainable
development strategies aligned to the 2030 horizon of the SDGs.



A strong legal framework for sustainable development is instrumental to ensure
commitment beyond government administrations. Some EU countries recognise
the important role of the EU as a safe keeper of a long-term approach beyond
electoral cycles and short-term pressures.



Governmental bodies established for SDG implementation and/or policy
coherence without a fixed term help to ensure long-term commitments. A watchdog role by civil society is being promoted in one country to strengthen
commitment and policy continuity.



The choice of indicators to monitor national SDG-implementation and sustainable
development promotes the long-term monitoring of those necessary policy
reforms and their implementation.
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Opinions vary as follows on the kind of institutional mechanism to best ensure a
long-term perspective.
-

Some countries highlight the need to engage young people in the policymaking cycle.

-

Some emphasized the role of long-term national strategies for sustainable
development and broad political consensus across all parties in government.

-

Others highlighted the importance of flexibility, acknowledging that longterm perspectives need to be responsive to emerging challenges and changes.

-

Some countries indicated the importance of long-term cooperation with
various stakeholders and building an informal network of actors crossing both
– the agendas and political boundaries.

Issues for further research




What can be done to ensure that existing legal frameworks ensure sustained support for
PCSD?
What structures or mandates would be needed to ensure long-term commitment? What
actors inside and outside of the government need to be involved?
How can long-term commitment to PCSD be measured or evaluated?

3.4. Analysis and assessments of potential policy effects
The international dimension of sustainable development – as well as the SDGs – calls for
consideration of how countries’ development paths can impact one another and how
domestic policies may affect the sustainable development prospects of other countries,
particularly the poorest developing countries. More than half of responding countries use
policy impact assessment tools (RIA, SIA, EIA) as well as regular evaluation procedures
to analyse and identify potential policy effects (Figure 3.5). One country indicated that
although impact assessment tools are available, there is a lack of political will to use them
more systematically.
Figure 3.5. Mechanism for anticipating policy impacts
How do you identify potential transboundary and intergenerational effects in the design of domestic and
international policies? (22 responses)

Impact Assessment

10

Cross-ministerial mechanism

4

PCD/PCSD Action plan

2

Parliamentary control

1

Regular evaluation

1

Other

4
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Main observations


Several countries are improving impact assessment processes and guidelines to
ensure alignment with the SDGs and consider more systematically the coherence
between actions at domestic and international levels for SDG implementation.
Some use regulatory impact assessments (RIA) to manage the integration of
social, economic, and environmental dimensions.



Some countries use inter-ministerial mechanisms (working groups, national
councils) for signalling potential negative effects and identifying conciliatory
measures.



Other countries have tasked ministries to identify transboundary effects as part of
action plans for SDG implementation or development co-operation plans.



A few countries are exploring options for establishing “sustainability” or “SDG”
check to assess whether new policy proposals are in line with the SDGs, as well
as having potential domestic and transboundary effects.

Issues for further research


How can effective use be made of existing evaluation and reporting mechanisms
for minimising potential negative effects of domestic policies on developing
countries?



What mechanisms work best to inform decision-makers about inconsistencies
between a proposed decision and other policies for achieving the SDGs?



What information and analysis is needed for decision-takers to minimise the
negative impacts of domestic and international policies, particularly on
developing countries?



How can the capacity of countries to address policy impacts be measured?

3.5. Policy and institutional co-ordination
Addressing highly interconnected SDGs effectively requires coordination mechanism to
allow ministries, public sector agencies and other key stakeholders to share information,
define and efficiently allocate responsibilities and resources for implementation.
Most responding countries have a dedicated governmental body responsible for
coordinating national implementation of the SDGs. In practice, these coordinating
mechanisms often have a role for enhancing policy coherence.
In more than half of responding countries [13 (59%)] the Centre of Government (CoG)
steers and coordinates SDG implementation, either on its own or supported by line
ministries. In the other countries [9 (41%)] coordination responsibility has been assigned
to line ministries (Figure 3.6).
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Figure 3.6. Coordination structures for SDG implementation
Does your country have a dedicated governmental body responsible for coordinating national implementation
of the SDGs? If yes, please specify its location inside the government (22 responses)

Coordination by
the CoG
8 countries

Coordination without
CoG
9 countries

36%

41%

Lithuania

23%

Coordination by CoG with line
ministries
5 countries

Main observations


Half of the responding countries [11 (50%)] have established new interministerial mechanisms to support coordination in SDG implementation. The
other half [11 (50%)] have revitalised existing structures.



The SDG coordination mechanism frequently takes into consideration both
domestic and international objectives related to the implementation of the SDGs.



Most inter-ministerial mechanisms work mainly to enhance policy coherence for
the domestic implementation of the SDGs. Many countries [17 (77%)] have in
place parallel structures for coordinating domestic implementation, on the one
hand, and the international dimension of the SDGs on the other, where the
principle of PCD remains as a way to put the interests of developing countries at
the centre of discussion on policy coherence.



Coordination mechanisms for SDG implementation in almost half of the surveyed
countries aim for information sharing. 10 responding countries [45%] indicated
that arbitration in case of disagreement or policy conflicts is not the focus of their

│ 13
SDG coordination bodies (Figure 3.7). Some nevertheless have indicated that
coordination mechanisms have been instrumental in building common
understanding and preventing deadlock situations. The body tasked with the
responsibility to ensure PCSD rarely has the mandate or power to arbitrate in the
case of conflict.
Figure 3.7. Coordination mechanism with arbitration capacity
Does your coordination mechanism aim for arbitration in the case of disagreement? (20 responses)

Italy

NO
(45%)

YES
(55%)

Lithuania

Slovenia



The Centre of Government is, in a few cases, the designated responsible body to
discuss policy coherence. Reporting countries highlighted the importance of
having support at the highest level, and being situated at the centre of political
decision-making for enhancing PCSD. They further stressed that given the wide
range of issues covered by the SDGs a line ministry would only have limited
influence on other ministries.



Focal points established within ministries for SDG-implementation/policy
coherence can take an active role in information exchange and collaboration
across ministries but their level of engagement for policy coherence differs across
countries.



Other countries have organised awareness raising events on policy coherence and
the 2030 Agenda involving officials from different ministries. Such events have
supported the establishment of informal structures among civil servants. Such
structures can help enhance policy coherence by fostering overall understanding
of challenges and encouraging taking more holistic and integrated perspectives.
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Issues for further research


Why have some countries maintained parallel structures to promote coordination
and coherence at the domestic and international levels? What are the underlying
motivations?



How can countries ensure that coordination mechanisms or inter-ministerial
dialogue systematically take into account the potential negative impact of policies
on developing countries?



How can coordination mechanism best deal with policy divergences and resolve
conflicts of interest?



What mechanisms work best to support arbitration processes and allow for
systematic dialogue between policy communities?



What levels of coordination can be identified?

3.6. Subnational and local involvement
Subnational and local governments are considered essential for delivering a wide range of
public services as well as the economic, social and environmental transformations needed
to achieve the SDGs. Most responding countries have involved subnational and local
levels of government in preparation for SDG national strategies, action plans or VNRs. In
several reporting countries, municipalities and regions have representatives in national
commissions or councils in charge of implementing 2030 Agenda (Figure 3.8).
Figure 3.8. Mechanisms for aligning national, subnational and local actions for SDGs
How does your country support the alignment of actions undertaken at different levels of government for
achieving the SDGs?

6
5
4

4
2

Existing mechanisms

National Commisions or
Councils

New mechanism

Interministerial mechanism for Advocacy and awareness
SDGs
raising

Main observations


Several responding countries rely on existing mechanisms for co-operation with
regional and local authorities, such as regular consultations between the central
government and local authorities or budget negotiations.
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Some countries have created new mechanisms for coordination between national,
subnational and local levels of government as part of their national strategies for
SDG implementation.



Other countries have developed practical guidance and provided support to
integrate SDGs into the plans or develop regional or local strategies for SDG
implementation.

Issues for further research


What would be the best way to engage national and subnational levels of
government in PCSD?



What levels or degrees of local involvement can be distinguished in national
efforts for SDG implementation?



How can vertical coherence for SDG implementation be measured?

3.7. Stakeholder engagement
A particular barrier to policy coherence stems from stakeholders’ wide ranging
perceptions of the challenges. It is therefore important to provide opportunities and
mechanisms for dialogue and engagement whereby governments and key stakeholders
can collectively identify common challenges, set priorities, align policies and actions, and
mobilise resources for sustainable development.
Most responding countries have involved multiple stakeholders in the process of
identifying national priorities, preparing VNRs and developing strategies or action plans
for SDG implementation and have their input into account. These typically include civil
society, businesses, and academia (Figure 3.9).
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Figure 3.9. Stakeholders engagement for the implementation of the SDGs
What actors outside the government are playing an active role in SDG planning and implementation
in your country?
The most cited stakeholder involved in SDG Implementation
(number or respondents)

21
18

16
10
5

Civil society

Business and industry

Science

Academia

Other

Main observations


Stakeholders are involved primarily through consultation and awareness raising
activities for SDGs, but not necessarily during the decision-making process.



Several countries have established platforms for stakeholder engagement.



Existing mechanisms for engagement with stakeholders (for advisory and
consultation purposes) can help reach out to marginalized groups.

Issues for further research


How can stakeholder consultation processes be linked more effectively to
decision-making processes, especially on issues related to sensitive trade-offs in
policy choices?



What levels of stakeholder engagement can be identified?



How can stakeholder engagement for PCSD be measured?

3.8. Monitoring and reporting
Informed decision making is an essential element of enhancing policy coherence for
sustainable development. It requires mechanisms to monitor progress, report to governing
bodies and the public, and provide feedback so that actions and sectoral policies can be
adjusted in light of potential negative effects.
Most surveyed countries are aligning their monitoring and reporting systems with the
2030 Agenda and the SDGs, and adding international or transboundary dimensions that
can help track progress in PCSD. These monitoring and reporting systems could be used
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more proactively to enhance PCSD. Several responding countries [9 (41%)] indicated that
they are considering developing systems for monitoring and reporting on policy impacts
(transboundary issues) as part of their SDG reporting systems.
Figure 3.10. Monitoring and reporting on policy impacts
Do you monitor and report back on policy impacts?

Yes
41%
No
59%

Main observations


Some countries are setting up national targets and revising indicators for their
national strategies to consider the international dimension of the SDGs and
account for the global impacts of domestic policies.



Legal obligations at the EU or country level, such as to report to parliament on
policy coherence, are considered important to raise awareness of incoherence,
influence policy change and ensure broad support.



Engaging the Parliament, court of auditors and civil society in monitoring and
reporting exercises can help enhance PCSD.



Many responding countries request regular reports on sustainable development
issues through their embassies. This channel could be particularly valuable for
PCSD but it is not clear how these reports inform on potential policy impacts and
influence domestic policy-making.



Some responding countries have carried out mapping exercises of the
applicability of the SDG targets in national implementation. Such exercises can
show which targets are relevant and achieved and those that are not (such as the
protection of mountains in Netherlands and the protection of the sea in Austria).
They can also be a useful first step to develop more encompassing systems to
measure the enhancement of PCSD.
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Issues for further research


What can be done to use more proactively SDG monitoring and reporting systems
for enhancing PCSD?



What role can the parliament and supreme audit institutions play for strengthening
reporting systems for PCSD?



How can the government’s capacity to monitor, evaluate and report on PCSD be
measured?

Notes
1

See the summary of the 12th Meeting of the National Focal Points for Policy Coherence here:
http://www.oecd.org/pcd/12thmeetingofthenationalfocalpointsforpolicycoherence.htm
2

See
the
summary
of
the
meeting
and
presentation
http://www.oecd.org/pcd/13thmeetingofthenationalfocalpointsforpolicycoherence.htm

here:

3

These eight elements from the PCSD Framework were identified based on the experiences of
OECD countries in promoting policy coherence for development over the past two decades, as
well as in implementing national sustainable development strategies (NSDS) in accordance with
Agenda 21. See: OECD (2017), "Building blocks for coherent implementation of the Sustainable
Development Goals", in Policy Coherence for Sustainable Development 2017: Eradicating
Poverty
and
Promoting
Prosperity,
OECD
Publishing,
Paris,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264272576-4-en.
4

The working definition of PCSD was developed by the OECD in consultation with national focal
points and multiple stakeholders and first published in: OECD (2014), "Why focus on policy
coherence for development in the post-2015 agenda?", in Better Policies for Development 2014:
Policy
Coherence
and
Illicit
Financial
Flows,
OECD
Publishing,
Paris,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264210325-3-en.

