August 2015

Review of Beyond 2015 Advocacy Positions and the Final Outcome Document of the
Post-2015 Agenda
‘“We the Peoples” are the celebrated opening words of the UN Charter. It is “We the Peoples” who are embarking today on the
road to 2030. Our journey will involve Governments as well as Parliaments, the UN system and other international institutions,
local authorities, indigenous peoples, civil society, business and the private sector, the scientific and academic community – and
all people. Millions have already engaged with, and will own, this Agenda. It is an Agenda of the people, by the people, and for
the people – and this, we believe, will ensure its success’. Paragraph 52

1. Introduction:
On August 2nd 2015 a process that lasted several years reached an important milestone: the final outcome
document of the post-2015 sustainable development agenda – or the “Transforming Our World: the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development” – was finally agreed by consensus by all Member States of the
United Nations.
Beyond 2015 has been one of the most active voices in the process, bringing together a plethora of
organizations covering a broad range of themes, countries and constituencies. This document provides a
general analysis of how the advocacy messages and positions of the Campaign impacted on the final post2015 outcome document.
2. Our Advocacy Choices:
Beyond 2015 was one of the first voices to call for a strong and legitimate successor framework to the
Millennium Development Goals. The basis for our advocacy messages were set during the VPVC process
(Vision, Purpose, Values, Criteria) and those were developed, updated and adapted for the
intergovernmental negotiation process. The Campaign engaged during the work of the Open Working
Group on the SDGs (OWG), drafting full reactions to drafts (here, here, here and here) and directly
engaging with Member States at all levels (global, regional and national) with concrete proposals.
A reaction paper was produced when the OWG report was issued as well as another one to the UN
Secretary General’s Synthesis Report, released in December 2014. We prepared some advocacy messages
for the UN General Assembly High Level Segment (September 204) as well as red flags, pushing for a higher
level of ambition by Member States.
As the intergovernmental process started in January 2015, Beyond 2015 engaged in drafting specific and
tailored messages ahead of each negotiation session, all distributed at the global, regional and national
levels. The active position papers prepared by Beyond 2015 include:
1) January: Taking Stock and Moving Forward
2) February: Inspiring and Aiming higher: Recommendations to the Post-2015 Political Declaration
(English, Spanish and French)
3) March: Goals, Targets and Indicators – Critical elements of the post-2015 agenda
4) April: Implementing the ambition: Beyond 2015 Recommendations for the Post-2015 Means of
Implementation and Financing for (Sustainable) Development – (English, Spanish and French) –
Prepared by the FfD Task Force.
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5) May: Measuring up to our ambition: Recommendations from Beyond 2015 on the
Accountability, Monitoring and Review Framework for the Post-2015 Agenda – (English, Spanish
and French), drafted by the Accountability Task Force
6) June: Reaction to the First Draft of the Post-2015 Outcome document (Full Reaction in English,
Summary in English, Spanish and French). Prepared by the Rapid Response Task Force
7) July: Reaction to revised draft of the post-2015 outcome document (Full Reaction in English,
Summary in English, Spanish and French); Key Comments to updated draft (July 28)
Working via “Task Forces” has proved to be very effective as it allowed for experts within the Campaign
to connect on some of the more specialized themes (FfD/Means of Implementation, Accountability) or to
have a group of Beyond 2015 partners ready to work together and craft the Campaign’s positions in
response to documents issued by the Co-facilitators (Rapid Response Task Force).
This report does not include a review of communications and media/social media engagement but those
were also key elements of our engagement during the post-2015 process.

3. Beyond 2015 Positions and the Final Outcome Document
This sections seeks to analyse where and how Beyond 2015 positions were reflected (or not) in the final
outcome document. It is important to understand that, as a Global platform, we pushed for ambition in
several fronts and amplified messages from different constituencies and themes. Participating
organizations of Beyond 2015 and other partners also advocated directly for their causes/messages with
Member States as well as for causes that we promoted ourselves. Our main focus has been on advocating
on broad perspectives within the outcome document, uniting different partners around those themes
(see below).
- The Vision:
Beyond 2015 proposed the following vision to the post-2015 agenda: “An equitable and sustainable world
where every person is safe, resilient, lives well, and enjoys their human rights, and where political and
economic systems deliver well-being for all people within the limits of our planet’s resources”.
Paragraphs 7-9 cover the “vision” that Heads of State will confirm during the Summit in September. It
envisages a “world free of poverty, hunger, disease and want, where all life can thrive”. It also mentions
a world “free from fear and violence”, “social protection”, “where physical, mental and social well-being
are assured”. The document also calls for habitats that are “safe, resilient and sustainable”. Para 8 call
for universal respect for human rights and human dignity (although we would prefer a stronger language)
whereas Para 9 envisages a world where consumption and production patterns and use of all natural
resources are sustainable (which balances the call for “sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic
growth). Considering the above, although with different wording, Beyond 2015 visions was mainly
reflected in the outcome document.

-The Universality, Integrality, Interlinked nature of the agenda and its high level of ambition
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Beyond 2015 has advocated for a strong commitment towards the universality, integrality and interlinked
nature of the new Agenda as well as for a high level of ambition to be reflected in the final outcome
document. This commitment is reaffirmed in several parts of the document – Preamble, paras 2, 5, 18,
55, 71 and 85.
The high level of ambition is clear in the preamble and on paras 39, 55, 61 and 75 – matching the call from
Beyond 2015 for leaders to “aim higher” with the post-2015 Agenda.

- Goals and Targets
Our review of the SDGs was prepared in August 2014, after the release of the OWG report. Since then, we
have carefully followed the discussions around the re-opening or not of the negotiations on the SDGs. The
main concern was that those advocating for “re-opening” of the OWG document were not necessarily
focusing on improving the goals and targets but mostly seeking to decrease the numbers and, potentially,
the ambition of the framework. As a Campaign, Beyond 2015 has always pushed for a higher level of
ambition to the SDGs and considered that any “technical proofing” should be done in a transparent and
inclusive way and seeking to raising their level of ambition, not decreasing it. (See here).
Beyond 2015 advocated strongly for some standalone goals, including 5 (gender equality), 10 (Inequality),
12 (Sustainable consumption and production), 13 (climate change), 16 (peaceful societies) among others.
We had a glimpse of what the re-opening of the SDGs could have led to in the final hours of negotiations
when two targets (2.5 and 15.6) were modified and had their level of ambition decreased (from “ensure”
to “promote”, for instance), to accommodate the United States.
- Means of Implementation
Although the commitment towards the means of implementation was protected within the SDGs (as a
specific goal and as targets within all other goals), the debate about how to cover the costs associated
with the implementation of the new Agenda was a very hard one. It was discussion between the G77 and
China – calling for “common but differentiated responsibilities” (CBDR) and that the burden of achieving
sustainable development could not be the same for all countries since not all countries are at the same
level whereas developed countries promoted the concept of “shared responsibilities” of all countries to
sustainable development. CBDR ended up referred in only one paragraph (12) whereas shared
responsibility is mentioned on para 36.
Beyond 2015 engaged in the discussions related to the FfD Conference, including with a position paper
and was represented at the Conference.
The G77 and China managed to avoid the annexation of the Addis Ababa Action Agenda (AAAA) into the
pos-2015 outcome document, which would mean making the AAAA “the” framework for the means of
implementation of the SDGs. However, the outcome document of the post-2015 agenda still “recognizes
that the full implementation of the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, is critical for the realization of the
Sustainable Development Goals and targets”. Critics are concerned that the AAAA emphasizes excessively
the role of the private sector and private financing in mobilizing resources to implements the SDGs,
including public-private partnerships and blended financing instruments.
3

Paragraph 67 at least balances the commitment to foster “a dynamic and well-functioning business
sector” with “while protecting labour rights and environmental and health standards in accordance with
relevant international standards and agreements and other on-going initiatives in this regard, such as the
Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights and the labour standards of ILO, the Convention on the
Rights of the Child and key multilateral environmental agreements, for parties to those agreements”.
Those were elements that Beyond 2015 advocated for within the Means of implementation discussion.
Also positive in this section was how the post-2015 outcome document will serve to launch the
Technology Facilitation Mechanism (TFM) on para 70, to “be based on a multi-stakeholder collaboration
between Member States, civil society, private sector, scientific community, UN entities and other
stakeholders…”. The Campaign has supported this proposal throughout the negotiations.
Paragraph 63 is strategic since it recognizes that “cohesive nationally owned sustainable development
strategies, supported by integrated national financing frameworks, will be at the heart of our efforts”. This
provides tools to build commitments at national level.
- A Review of the outcome document and the Beyond 2015 Red Flags
As a Campaign, Beyond 2015 produced several advocacy position papers aiming at influencing the
negotiations. This review focus on how the Campaign’s red flags were reflected in the final outcome
document:
Beyond 2015 Red Flag
The Equity Red Flag
1.
Social, political, economic and spatial
inequities and inequalities are not an inevitable
outcome of progress. Equity and equality must be
embedded at the core of the post-2015 agenda – it
must have an explicit commitment that no target
should be considered met unless it is met for all
social and economic groups. No one must be left
behind by virtue of their gender, age, disability,
income, geography, ethnicity or others, and data
should be disaggregated to reflect this.
2.
The post-2015 agenda must also address
inequities and inequalities in fundamental power
structures. It must measure and address economic
inequality between the richest and poorest, and
reduce the extreme differences between the top
and bottom quintiles of populations, both within
and between countries, including through
progressive tax systems and redistributive
mechanisms at national and international levels.
This must remain as a stand-alone goal, and be
mainstreamed throughout the framework.

How it was reflected on the outcome document
Reduce inequality within and among countries is Goal
number 10, which includes 7 specific and 3 MoI targets.
This is also reinforced on para 11
Para 8 envisages a world of “universal respect for human
rights and human dignity, the rule of law, justice,
equality and non-discrimination…”.
Para 27 affirms that “strong economic foundations” will
“only be possible if wealth is shared and income
inequality is addressed”. Inequality is also recognized as
a factor that gives rise to violence, insecurity and
injustice (Para 35).
The principle of “leaving no one behind” is strongly
affirmed in the document (Preamble, paras 4, 26, 48,
and 72). However, the commitment that “no target will
be considered met unless it is met for all” did not make
into the final document. We called for the inclusion of a
reference to “all social and economic groupings” but,
despite the support from several MS, the compromise
reached was “all segments of society” (para 4) (which
some human rights groups consider broader than
“groups” though).
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Beyond 2015 Red Flag
3.
The
impacts
of
environmental
degradation, climate change and unsustainable
patterns of consumption and production on
increasing inequities and inequalities must be
acknowledged and clearly addressed. Equitable
access to and participatory management of
resources (including natural, financial and
ecosystem services), especially for indigenous and
rural communities must be guaranteed.

The Human Rights Red Flag
1.
Goals, targets and indicators of the post2015 agenda, as well as its financing mechanisms
and monitoring and accountability framework
must reflect and express a clear commitment to
human
rights
norms,
standards
and
commitments. The post-2015 agenda must secure
the full spectrum of human rights – including the
right to development, to information, free media,
and the protection of civil society organisations’
ability to organise and engage.
2.
Women's full legal, political, social and
economic rights have been enshrined in
international agreements for more than three
decades but against which the world is still failing
to make adequate progress. Without the respect
and realisation of such rights, including equal
influence in all forms of decision making, equal
right to access and own economic resources,
finances, property and land, inheritance and
credit, as well as full recognition of sexual and
reproductive health and rights, we cannot achieve
gender rights and equality.

How it was reflected on the outcome document
The needs of the most vulnerable and poorest are
considered in the Preamble; para 4 (furthest behind
first); 6 (consultation); 8; 39, 50, 74 e. However, the text
still presents the poorest and most marginalized as main
recipients of the new Agenda and not as active agents of
change.
The establishment of progressive tax systems and
redistributive mechanism was not properly covered
neither in the AAAA nor in the post-2015 agenda.
The commitment to protect the planet from
degradation,
including
through
sustainable
consumption and production (SCP) and sustainably
managing its natural resources is a clear message in the
Preamble, reinforced in several paragraphs: 3, 9, 14, 28,
31, 33 as well as on several goals and targets (including
a standalone goal on SCP).
The inclusion of a human rights perspective in a
“sustainable development” agenda has been a major
challenge. During some phases of the discussion, some
Member States would question the connection between
the three dimensions of sustainable development and
human rights. Language on “rights” was replaced by
“access” several times in the document.
The Preamble recognizes that the SDGs “seek to realize
the human rights of all’. Rights and “human rights” are
mentioned on Paras 3, 7, 8, 10, 18, 19, 20, 25, 35, 35, 67
and 74 e (this last one as a principle for the follow up and
review). However, several of those references were
either not strong enough or watered down during the
negotiations. Para 8 is a repetition of a Rio+20 paragraph
and talks about “universal respect” for human rights not
“protect, fulfill or realize” as we advocated for. This
language also does not include age, ethnicity or
migration status as prohibited grounds of
discrimination. The language on the human rights to
water and sanitation was also reverted to the Rio+20
language, to accommodate the US, despite the broad
support from civil society organizations and several MS.
On the positive side, the text includes language on the
humane treatment of refugees and of displaced persons,
5

Beyond 2015 Red Flag
3.
The post-2015 agenda must guarantee the
right of indigenous peoples to free, prior and
informed consent and overall decision-making over
natural resource extraction in their lands and
territories.

The Planet’s Red Flag
1.
The post-2015 agenda must enable all
people to live a good life, within their fair share of
the planet’s resources. The post-2015 agenda must
meet the needs of the world’s poorest who underconsume and are denied their fair share of the
world’s resources, and tackle overconsumption in
many countries.
2.
The post-2015 agenda must ensure that all
subsidies for fossil fuel consumption and
production must be completely phased out by
2030, while protecting low income and vulnerable
populations from negative impacts and prioritizing
their access to clean, safe, affordable and
sustainable energy sources.
3.
The post-2015 agenda must demonstrate
coherence through a well-balanced integration of

How it was reflected on the outcome document
and of migrants regardless of migration status (Paras 23,
35).
As a Campaign, we also advocated for references to
labor, environment and human rights standards
(including the UN guiding principles on business and
Human rights) vis-à-vis the private sector, finally
included on para 67.
The new Agenda brings a lot of potential to the
protection of women’s rights not only by including a
standalone goal but also for a gender perspective
covered on several targets and throughout the text.
Unfortunately, the recognition of the protection to
sexual and reproductive health and rights remains
contentious within the UN, but the new framework
brings specific targets on this area (3.7 and 5.6). On a
positive note, the narrow-minded paragraph on “family”
(not families) did not get the necessary support to be
kept in the final text.
Indigenous peoples are referred to on paras 23, 25, 52
and 70 but none are clear on their right to prior and
informed consent and overall decision-making over
natural resource extraction in their lands and territories.
A deeper analysis of human rights commitments,
prepared by CESR, can be found here.
In general, the final outcome reflects the environmental
dimension of sustainable development in a balanced
and interlinked way and this has improved since the first
zero draft - and was one of the proposals of Beyond
2015.
The Preamble mentions the need to “heal and secure
the planet” and its protection from degradation is one
of the five Ps, via sustainable patterns of consumption
and production and sustainable management of its
natural resources. Paras 3, 13 and 33 also highlight those
commitments. Although the concept of “planetary
boundaries” was not included, the document
acknowledges that the biological support systems of the
planet are at risk (para 14).
On fossil fuels, Target 7.a commits to “cleaner fossil-fuel
technology” and 12.c to “rationalize inefficient fossilfuel subsidies”.
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Beyond 2015 Red Flag
the environmental, economic and social
dimensions within each goal, thus reflecting the
interlinkages between the environment and all
aspects of our lives.
4.
The post-2015 agenda must express the
commitment towards addressing climate change,
respecting the principle of Common but
Differentiated Responsibility. It must hold global
warming below a 1.5/2 degree centigrade
increase, and include measures to address the
effects of climate change.

The Participation Red Flag
1.
The participation of people, CSOs and
social movements which articulate their priorities,
must be guaranteed in ALL phases of the process
leading up to and following the post-2015 Summit
in September 2015 - the design, implementation
and monitoring of the post-2015 agenda.
2.
Participation must be recognised as an
end in itself of the post-2015 agenda, catalysing a
shift to more participatory and accountable
governance at all levels that secures all people’s
opportunity to meaningfully participate in the
design, implementation and monitoring of public

How it was reflected on the outcome document
The concept of access to “affordable, reliable and
sustainable energy” is covered in several parts of the
text (paras 7, 15, 27 and Goal 7) as also proposed by
Beyond 2015. In initial iterations of the declaration, the
call was limited to “modern energy”.
Climate change is recognized as one of the biggest
challenges of our time (Preamble, para 14) and MS show
a clear determination “to address decisively the threat
posed by climate change and environmental
degradation”. The document mentions the need of
following more ambitious reduction pathways to hold
“the increase in global average temperature below 2 °C
or 1.5 °C above pre-industrial levels” (para 31). The
connection between poverty eradication and climate
change is also addressed in the document. The post2015 document does not, however, commit to “a world
free from harmful emissions”. See CAN International
response here.
There were some very worrying compromises at the very
end of the negotiations, especially on the changes
proposed on targets 2.5 and 15.6 which replace the
word ‘ensure’ with ‘promote’ on references to “access
to fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from the
utilization of generic resources and associate
knowledge”. Those were made to accommodate
requests from the United States.
Civil society and other stakeholders participated in all
phases of the post-2015 negotiation which is considered
the most inclusive, transparent and open process
undertaken at the United Nations so far (para 6
acknowledges the high level of consultation). The final
moments, especially the final 48 hours, of the
intergovernmental negotiations were conducted behind
closed doors and this impacted on the transparency,
with several amendments to the text negotiated away
from the plenary and without clear explanations.
Already in the preamble, the outcome document says
that “all countries and all stakeholders” will act in a
collaborative partnership to implement the new agenda,
which is also reinforced in one of the Ps (Partnership).
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Beyond 2015 Red Flag
How it was reflected on the outcome document
policies and programs from local to national to The “intensive engagement” of civil society and other
global levels.
stakeholders in the implementation of the goals and
targets is called for on para 39, 45 and 60. Para 52
stresses that this is an agenda “of the people, by the
people and for the people”.
Inclusion and participation is also reflected on the
chapter on follow up and review, committed to be
“robust, voluntary, effective, participatory, transparent
and integrated”. Paragraph 74d is critical as it sets as a
principle for follow up and review at all levels to be
“open, inclusive, participatory and transparent for all
people” and, most importantly that they “will support
the reporting by all relevant stakeholders”. This
paragraph allows not only for people to participate but
also to present reports. 74e also affirms that reviews will
be “people-centered, gender-sensitive, respect human
rights and have a particular focus on the poorest, most
vulnerable and those furthers behind”. The reviews are
expected to be “regular and inclusive” (paras 77, 79, 80,
84) at all levels. Para 89 calls for the High Level Political
Forum to support the participation of major groups and
other stakeholders in the follow up and review and also
call for them to report on their contributions to the
implementation of the Agenda.
The Accountability Red Flag
The “follow up and review” section in general does not
1.
True accountability is more comprehensive match the level of ambition set up in the other chapters,
than a system of monitoring and reporting. The especially on the Declaration and on the SDGs, is not
post-2015 framework must be underpinned by a presented as an accountability framework and is heavy
robust and
comprehensive
accountability on the voluntary approach. In fact, the use of the word
mechanism, incorporating commitments to ‘accountability’ became almost a taboo during the
monitor, evaluate and report on progress, share negotiations and the fact that the modalities for the
learning and knowledge, and build capacity. It must post-2015 only referred to “follow up and review” made
address the ‘who’, the ‘for what’ and the ‘how’ of it even more challenging to bring this concept back to
accountability.
the discussions. However, para 45 highlights the role of
2.
The post-2015 agenda must be truly parliamentarians in ‘ensuring accountability for the
universal: all countries have a responsibility to effective implementation of commitments’ and there
achieve all goals within their own countries as are references to “accountability to our citizens” on
well as to contributing to progress beyond their paras 45 and 73 (although we would have preferred to
borders. The post-2015 agenda must apply to all see to “all people”).
countries, to all actors, to all people.
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Beyond 2015 Red Flag
3.
Strong global accountability can only come
from strong local accountability, which means
accountability must be towards people. The
accountability framework of the post-2015 agenda
must include clear directions for governments to
provide a conducive environment for all people and
their organisations to hold governments to
account.
4.
The post-2015 agenda must establish
strong human rights and environmental
accountability by developing specific ex ante
criteria, based on human rights and
environmental standards to determine whether a
specific private sector actor is fit for a partnership
in pursuit of the post-2015 goals, to hold
companies accountable for their impact on human
rights and the environment and to prevent any
such negative impacts. It must also introduce
mandatory, independent assessments and periodic
public reporting of the cross-border human rights
and sustainable development impact assessments
of governments, businesses and international
financial institutions, on issues such as agriculture,
extractives, tax, trade and finance.

How it was reflected on the outcome document
Beyond 2015 has advocated for a three-level
accountability mechanism – global, regional and
national – and those are reflected in the outcome
document. Participation is reflected in several
paragraphs (See above).
There is no commitment from MS to set quantified
benchmarks for success at national level. The work
related to the development of ‘baselines for those
targets where national and global baseline data does not
yet exist’ is mentioned on para 75.
An important commitment refers to the development of
indicators, saying that they must be “simple, yet robust,
address all SDGs and targets, including for means of
implementation, and preserve the political balance,
integration and ambition contained therein”. As a
Campaign we have been concerned about attempts to
decrease the level of ambition of the new framework
with the definition of a limited and not comprehensive
set of global indicators.
We regret that the document does not call for data
produced by third parties (including civil society) which
would reinforce the role of citizen-generated
information and participatory research. Although the
document talks about “regular” reviews, the lack of clear
timelines for them to be conducted is another important
gap.
Data disaggregation is critical to “leave no one behind”
and this is reflected on para 48 and on “reaching the
furthest behind first” (para 4). Data disaggregation is
also reflected on 74g (as a principle for the follow up and
review) and on 76, besides target 17.18.
The role and comparative advantage of the UN system
in supporting the achievement of the SDGs is reflected
on paras 46 and 88 and Beyond 2015 has called for more
clarity on the role of the UN in our reactions to the draft
outcome documents.
Holding the private sector accountable is not covered in
the document but a positive inclusion was the addition
on para 67, at very late stages of the negotiations, of
references to the “Guiding Principles on Business and
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Beyond 2015 Red Flag

The Economy Red Flag
1.
The economic pillar of the post-2015
agenda must contribute to a re-examination of the
current reliance on sustained economic growth.
The post-2015 agenda must therefore institute a
move away from GDP as a measure of progress in
a country to a measure based on Well-Being,
which would reflect elements from all three pillars
of sustainable development.

The Peace Red Flag
1.
The post-2015 agenda must address the
fact that violent conflict, insecurity and abuse has
consequences for sustainable development
outcomes everywhere. Targets on reduction of
such violence are critical, but the post-2015 agenda
must address the drivers of violence, including
through targets on access to justice, reducing
corruption, promoting participatory decisionmaking, and upholding civil and political freedoms.
Targets must also address the global factors that
drive violence, including the irresponsible and illicit
flow of arms, finance and conflict commodities, and
the illicit drug trade.

How it was reflected on the outcome document
Human Rights, labour standards of ILO, the Convention,
the Convention on the Rights of the Child and key
multilateral environmental agreements”.
As a campaign, we have called for the outcome
document to refer to “sustainable economic
development” instead of only “sustained growth” as
proposed in initial iterations. The final version minimizes
the negative language with “sustained, inclusive and
sustainable economic growth”. (3, 9, 13. 21. 27. 35). The
commitment to develop “broader measures of progress
to complement gross domestic product (GDP)” is
welcome and was called for by Beyond 2015.
Para 27 affirms that “strong economic foundations” will
“only be possible if wealth is shared and income
inequality is addressed”. We regret that references to
“redistribution” were not maintained in the final version
of the text.
Peace is reflected as a central and integral part of the
new Agenda, including on the preamble (as one of the
Ps) and on the vision. Beyond 2015 has also particularly
advocated for and supported Goal 16, on “promoting
peaceful and inclusive societies”. Justice and access to
justice are mentioned on paragraphs 8 and 35, which
also address the factors that “give rise to violence,
insecurity and injustice, such as inequality, corruption,
poor governance and illicit financial and arms flows”.
See Saferworld review here.

The analysis above shows that several of the broad proposals and requests from Beyond 2015 were
reflected in the final post-2015 outcome document.

5. Moving Forward
We may consider that the real work is just about to start but the outcome document also points on
some issues to be dealt with regarding the next steps:
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1) Global Indicators – The global set of indicators is expected to be finalized by March 2016, to be
later adopted by the ECOSOC and the General Assembly. The Campaign has an Indicators Task
Force which follows this debate on our behalf. The outcome document also talks about regional
and national indicators, another debate to be followed (para 75).
2) Secretary General SDG Report – Annual report, to be prepared by the SG with the support of the
UN System and based on the global indicator framework (para 83).
3) Global Sustainable Development Report (GSDR) – Highlights the science-policy interface. The
president of the ECOSOC will conduct a process of consultation on the scope, methodology and
frequency of the GSDR and its relation with the SDG Report. Outcome of this consultation should
be reflected in the Ministerial Declaration of the 2016 Session of the HLPF.
4) Next HLPF, under the auspices of the General Assembly: to be held in 2019.
5) SG report outlining critical milestones towards coherent, efficient and inclusive follow up and
review at global level – To be issued during the 70th GA and in preparation for the 2016 Meeting
of the HLPF (April 2016?). This report (para 90) will include a proposal on the organizational
arrangements for state-led reviews (ECOSOC) and recommendations on a voluntary common
reporting guidelines. The report will also clarify institutional responsibilities and provide
guidance on annual themes, on a sequence of thematic reviews and options for periodic reviews
for the HLPF.

Prepared by Naiara Costa, Beyond 2015 Advocacy Director, August 2015
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