


If you want coherent policies, you need to know

how the pieces fit together...

UNDERSTANDING INTEGRATED COHERENT POLICIES AND

INTERACTIONS POLICY MAKING ACTIONS
Policy A Policy A Policy A Implementation
Inputs »| Processes » Outputs >

Policy {earning and Cross-s.ectc')ral Synerqistic Implementation
alignment coordination solutions .
Policy B Policy B Policy B Implementation
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STOCKHOLM
ENVIRONMENT
INSTITUTE




Prioritisation
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A focus on on interactions helps you to:

1. Induce effective policy dialogue and
learning processes

2. Know your friends and foes — who do you
cooperate with?

3. Get more bang for your buck — where you
get the most impact and knock-on effects?




Sclar ights arc used by vondors in rural westorn India, where lack of ok

ity has stymiod dovolep

Map the interactions
between Sustainable
Development Goals

Mans Nilsson, Dave Griggs and Martin Visbeck present
asimple way of rating relationships between the targets
to highlight priorities for integrated policy.

ext month in New York, the United

Nations' 2030 Agenda on Sustain

able Development will have its
first global progress review. Adopted by the
UN General Assembly in 2015, the agenda
represents a new coherent way of think-
ing about how issues as diverse as poverty,
education and climate change fit together;
it entwines economic, social and environ-
mental targets in 17 Sustainable Develop-
ment Goals (SDGs) as an ‘indivisible whale

Implicit in the SDG logic is that the goals
depend on each ather — but no cne has spec-
ified exactly how. Intemnational negotiations
gloss over tricky trade-offs. Still, balancing
mnterests and priorities is what policymak-
ers do — and the need will surface when the
goals are being implemented. If countries
ignare the overlaps and simply start try-
ing to tick off targets one by ane, they risk
perverse outcomes. For example, using coal
to improve energy access {(goal 7) in Asian

AT O AMEM LTERE

GOALS SCORING

simple scale.

Interaction | Mame

+3 Indivisible

+2 Reinforcing
+1 Enabling

0 Consistent

-1 Constraining
=2 Counteracting
-3 Cancelling

Explanation

Inextricably linked to tha
achievernent of another goal.

Aids the achievernent of
anaother goal.

Creates conditions that
further another goal.

Mo significant positive or
negative interactions.

Limits options on another goal.

Clashes with another goal.

Makes it impossible to reach
anaother goal.

The influence of one Sustainable Development Goal or target on another can be summarized with this

Example

Ending all forms of discrimination
against women and girls is indivisible
from ensuring women's full and
effective participation and equal
opportunitias for leadership.

Providing access to electricity
reinforces water-pumping and
irrigation systemns. Strengthening the
capacity o adapt to climate-related
hazards reduces losses causad by
disasters.

Providing electricity access in rural
homes enables education, because it
makes it possible to do homew ork at
nightwith electric lighting.

Ensuring education for all does not
interact significanthy with infrastructure
development ar consarvation of ocean
BCOSyStems.

Imiproved water efficiency can
constrin agricultural irrigation.
Reducing cimate change can constrain
the options for enargy access.

Boosting consumption for growth can
counteract waste reduction and climate
mitigation.

Fully en=swring public transparency and
democratic accountability cannot be
combined with national-security goals.
Full protaction of natural reserves
excludes public access for racraation.



How do you score?

* Expert judgment

Stakeholder consultation process
Statistical correlations

Case study evidence
Model-based evidence
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Building the network

Assessing interactions via progress:

If progress is made on target x, how does this influence progress
on targety?

Constraining (-1) Reinforcing (2)

[~
Il .
L.
L.
-~
L.
~
L.
-



A test case for
Sweden
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Weitz, N; Carlsen, H; Nilsson, M; and Skanberg, K. 2017. Towards systemic and contextual priority
setting for implementing the 2030 Agenda. Sustainability Science doi:10.1007/s11625-017-0470-0
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Fig 4: Sub-network of indivisible (+3) mteractions. Directed as shown by arrows. The size of
the nodes (targets) are proportional to the degree of influence (out-degree) with bigger nodes
representing more influential nodes. The color 1s proportional to the degree of being influenced

with darker color for nodes more influenced by other nodes



Cross-impact matrix for Mongolia
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7. Chemical industrial sector

8. Renewable energy
13. Extractive industries

1. Protect water resources
2. Increase drinking water supply

14. Social welfare system

g Prevent maternal and child mortality
——_16. Ac table governance structures

;7 Lea civil service organizations
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4. Increase soil fertilit A1) A
6. Food industry \V?_
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./ 5. Tourism sector
12 9, Green urban development
10. Preserve biodiversity
11. Urban planning and waste management

12. Climate change capacity



Potential uses of results

* Priority setting - identify sets of targets that unlock
progress in many other targets

« Mitigation needs in areas where critical trade-offs
exist;

 Interagency coordination, learning and dialogue

 Decision support for comprehensive 2030 Agenda
Implementation even with limited data




Challenges

* Difficult to comprend the scale quickly
« Target selection is politically sensitive

 Scoring is time consuming, at times technically
demanding




