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Preface & Acknowledgements
The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) — one of the most resonant and unifying
commitments in the international community’s history — will come to an end in 2015.

The Rio+20 Conference in 2012 concluded with a decision to create a new global
development framework through a set of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) that would
take the place of the MDGs after 2015.

Whereas MDGs mostly target the elimination of poverty, the SDGs encompass all dimensions
of Sustainable Development: economic, social and environmental.

At the 9th Asia-Europe Meeting Summit (ASEM Summit) that took place in Lao PDR in
November 2012, Asian and European leaders supported the call for a set of universally
applicable SDGs and emphasised the need for an inclusive process in their elaboration.

In line with its mandate, the Asia-Europe Environment Forum (ENVforum) responded to the
call of ASEM leaders and undertook this research project, referred to as “Sustainable
Development Goals and Indicators for a Small Planet”.

The ENVforum’s report tries to approach the formulation of SDGS in a unique way:
enriching the on-going global discourse with national perspectives. Combining analyses of
top-down international processes and bottom-up country-level strategy documents, the
research involved a five-step process that resulted in 11 high-level goals (10+1) and
respective underlying sub-goals, which are presented in this interim report.

The mix of organisations in this initiative reflects the ongoing multi-stakeholder dialogue on
the environment and sustainable development in the two regions: between regional
organisations and regional blocs; individual Asian and European countries; governments and
civil society; academic researchers and practitioners; and grassroots and international
organizations.

The co-organisers would like to thank the following individuals and institutions, without
which, this project would have not been possible.

The co-organisers would especially like to acknowledge the hard work and dedication of our
research team: Dr Laszl6 Pintér from the International Institute for Sustainable Development-
Europe (IISD-Europe) and the Central European University (CEU), Dora Almassy from CEU
and the Regional Environmental Center for Central and Eastern Europe (REC); Ella Antonio
from the Earth Council Asia-Pacific; Dr Ingeborg Niestroy from Public Strategies for
Sustainable Development (PS4SD); Simon Olsen and Peter King from the IGES; Thierry
Schwarz, Grazyna Pulawska and Sumiko Hatakeyama from the Asia-Europe Foundation
(ASEF).

The ENVforum is a partnership initiated by the Asia-Europe Foundation (ASEF) with ASEM
SMEs Eco-Innovation Center (ASEIC); Swedish International Development Agency (Sida);
Hanns Seidel Foundation Indonesia (HSF); and Institute for Global Environmental Strategies
(IGES), in co-operation with the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP).

ENVforum Secretariat
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Executive Summary

Governments at the Rio+20 conference in 2012 agreed to develop a universally applicable set
of sustainable development goals (SDGs) to promote focused and coherent action on
sustainable development. It further agreed that the process of defining the SDGs must take
place in the broader context of constructing a global development framework beyond the
timeframe of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) that comes to an end in 2015.
Recognizing the need to support the implementation of these agreements, the 51 Asian and
European Heads of States or Governments of the Asia-Europe Meeting (ASEM) decided to
launch the “Sustainable Development Goals Creation in ASEM Countries” research project
through the Asia-Europe Environment Forum (ENVforum). In order to undertake the
research, a small group of leading experts from Asia-Pacific and Europe was commissioned
through the International Institute for Sustainable Development-Europe (IISD-Europe).

The project aims to contribute to the development of a universal set of SDGs in terms of its
substantive content and process design. Its pecific objectives include the following:

1. Develop and test a methodology in selected Asia-Pacific and European countries to
identify a system of SDGs, and to provide guidance for the methodology’s broader
application at the global and national levels.

2. Identify illustrative SDGs and underlying targets and indicators that are guided by global
and informed by national priorities as expressed in existing national sustainable
development strategies and strategic development plans in selected ASEM countries.

3. Provide countries in Asia-Pacific and Europe a foundation for developing their own SDG
and indicator sets by producing national thematic templates that reflect their respective
priorities, goals, targets and indicators.

4. Support the implementation of SDGs by providing guidance regarding their integration
into policies and programs.

The research was guided by the principles and priorities expressed in various fora and
agreements for SDG development such as the Rio Principles and 27 priorities; considered
various processes related to the global post-2015 development agenda and SDGs; and was
grounded in applicable findings of social and natural sciences and the results of high-level
integrated assessments and thematic reports of the UN system. Complementing guidance
available through global processes and documents, the project drew on national goals and
priorities from sustainable development strategies, medium-term development plans, and
similar documents of eight Asian (Australia, Bangladesh, China, India, Indonesia, Japan,
Korea, Singapore) and six European (France, Germany, Hungary, Poland, Sweden,
Switzerland) ASEM-member countries.

In order to identify a short set of illustrative SDGs, the project developed and adopted a
unique methodology that connects global and national perspectives through an iterative
process. This dual-level approach ensured that the SDGs have universal relevance and meet
global criteria for sustainability while being grounded in national sustainable development
priorities, goals and targets. The study also adopted a conceptual framework linking the
means (natural capital and economic processes) and ends (human well-being) of development
that ensured that all key dimensions of sustainability (socio-economic development,
environmental sustainability and governance) are covered by the goals and sub-goals and that
their ordering is logical.



Following the iterative approach and guided by the “Means-Ends” framework, the project
identified 11 priority themes with corresponding illustrative goal statements and 41 sub-goal
statements as shown below. In addition, to the 11 goals a small number of crosscutting issues

(gender, peace and security) have been identified. The 1

1™ goal, adaptive governance and

means of implementation was also recognized as strongly linked to all other 10 goals.

Priority Goal statements Sub-Goal Statements
Themes
1. Poverty and |1.1. Intra- and intergenerational social equity for all groups (e.g.
Poverty and | inequality are [women, youth, elderly, indigenous, minorities) is improved
inequality reduced 1.2 Everybody is above the national poverty line in 2015 by 2030
1.3 Income inequality and risk of poverty has been significantly
reduced with social security system in place
2. Population is [2.1 Prevention and healthy lifestyles have significantly contributed
Health and stabilised and [to increased healthy life years
population universal access to |2.2.The ratio of active/dependent population has been stabilised
basic health |2.3 Affordable and accessible healthcare and insurance are provided
services is provided [including prenatal and reproductive care and education
2.4 Universal access to sanitation and hygiene services
2.5 Demographic changes do not pose a risk to the integrity of
natural ecosystems and societies
3. Education is a [3.1 Quality primary education and increased access to secondary
Education and | major contributor to |education for all segments of society and opportunities for lifelong
learning sustainability learning are provided
transformation 3.2 Better match between skills and societal demands throughout all
types of qualification
3.3. Awareness and know-how about sustainable development is
integrated in curricula and has significantly increased
4. Economic growth is 4.1 Economic growth ensures an acceptable employment rate, decent
Quality of environmentally jobs and is environmentally-sound
growth and sound and 4.2 Appropriate financial, monetary and fiscal policies that support
employment | contributes to social [macroeconomic stability and resilience;
well-being 4.3 Social and environmental accounts are in use by all governments,
major companies and international institutions
4.4 Externalities are internalized through economic instruments in all
sectors
5. Settlements, | Settlements and [5.1 All people have a home and access to basic infrastructure and

infrastruc-ture
and transport

their infra-structure
are liveable, green
and well managed

services

5.2 Urban planning provides liveable cities with clean air and
efficient use of land and resources

5.3 Major infrastructure development does not impose risk to the
integrity of natural ecosystem and society, and the modal share of
environmentally-friendly transport has been increased

6.
SCP and
economic

sectors

Resource-efficient
and environmen-
tally friendly
production and
consumption
characterise
economic sectors

all

6.1 Principles and practice of sustainable lifestyles are applied by the
majority of the population

6.2 Culturally and environmentally friendly, responsible and low-
impact tourism has become dominant

6.3 Investment and innovation for green and circular economy has
been significantly increased

6.4 The increase of waste and pollutants in the environment has been
significantly slowed down and resource efficiency has been
increased
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Priority Goal statements Sub-Goal Statements
Themes
7. Sustainable 7.1. Access to affordable, nutritious and healthy food at sufficiency
Food security, | agriculture, food [level (tackling hunger and obesity and avoiding food waste) is
sustainable security and |ensured
agriculture and | universal nutrition [7.2. Productivity is increased via accelerated conversion to
fisheries are achieved sustainable agriculture, fisheries and forestry
7.3. Effective land-use planning and management is in place and
assures equitable access to land
7.4. The quantity and quality of agro-ecosystems are maintained
without destroying natural ecosystems
8. Climate change is [8.1 Everyone has access to sufficient energy and consumption is
Energy and | effectively efficient and sustainable
climate change | addressed while [8.2 The generation of clean and sustainable renewables has increased
access to clean and [8.3 The rate of GHG concentration increase in the atmosphere has
sustainable energy [been reduced
is significantly
improved
9. Safe and affordable [9.1 Water consumption of households and all economic sectors is
Water water is provided [efficient and sustainable
availability for all and the [9.2 Infrastructure is available and well maintained to ensure a
and access integrity of the [sufficient and safe water supply
water cycle is [9.3 The integrity of the water cycle has been achieved through
ensured widespread adoption of integrated water resources management
10. Biodiversity and [10.1 A sufficient proportion of all major biomes is under adequate
Biodiversity | ecosystems are [protection
and healthy and |10.2 The rate of extinction of natural and cultivated species has been
ecosystems contribute to human |halted and is on course towards a trend reversal
well-being 10.3 All types of natural habitats exist in a quantity and quality
sufficient for their healthy functioning
11. Adequate 11.1 Long-term integrated visions of sustainable development are
Adaptive structures and [developed to guide physical, thematic and sectoral plans
governance mechanisms are in  [[1.2 A sustainable development cooperation framework at the
and means of | place to support [international level is well established
implement- the 11.3 Policies and plans are co-ordinated to integrate SDGs into
tation implementation of [decision-making and implementation

the priorities
underlying the
SDGs at all levels

11.4 Progress towards the SDGs is tracked, and the relevant
information is accessible to all and reviewed on a regular basis

11.5 Illicit flows of money and goods, tax evasion, bribery and
corruption are reduced

11.6 The impact of disasters on people and property has been

sharply reduced

The project resulted in several lessons that may inform and support the development of SDGs
at both global and national levels. The lessons apply to the overall approach to SDG
development, but also point out issues related to their implementation:

e While SDG development is a new challenge, it can and should build on existing
experience in goal setting, monitoring and implementation. Since the goals have to be
both universally applicable and nationally acceptable and relevant, goal setting should
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follow an iterative multi-step process that must be carefully planned in advance. The
iterative, 5-step process linking the global and national levels used by this study was
found useful and could be found useful when followed by others. Besides its iterative
structure, the following two aspects of the process were found particularly important:

o An explicit effort to develop a common understanding of definitions of key concepts
and terms early in the process and their consistent use during the definition of the
SDGs.

o Participatory and adaptive process design that is well structured but allows
adjustment when required by harmonizing interests, identifying priorities and
weighing trade-offs.

Adoption of a conceptual framework that captures sustainability issues in a structured
way and as an interconnected system is imperative for making sure all key sustainability
priorities are considered and they are logically linked and structured. Those engaged in
the development of SDGs would find using the Means-Ends framework or a similar
equivalent useful.

Governance is a key but insufficiently understood and represented aspect of SD that
country SDGs must clearly cover. It is also recognised as a precondition for the
successful implementation of all other goals. Thus, there is a need to reflect governance
both as a specific goal and as a set of principles underpinning all goals.

To ensure that goals actually provide overall direction for sustainable development
governance, the SDGs must fit into and be accompanied by other elements of a
sustainable development governance and management framework. Besides a clear
statement of goals, these other elements include targets that express the goal in
quantitative terms and indicators that are essential for measuring and evaluating progress.
The broader governance framework includes strategies, plans and implementation
mechanisms with which SDGs must be closely linked.

Effective tracking and clear communication of progress towards SDGs will be important.
For this, the study suggests the development of sustainability dashboards that can build
on earlier dashboard designs and sustainable development indicator systems but make use
of new technologies and capitalise on advances in data collection, analysis and
presentation methods.

Given their unique economic, ecological and social conditions and different systems of
governance, countries must translate global-level goals into national equivalents. While
differentiation is less likely to be accepted at the level of common goals, it would be in
most cases necessary at the level of more specific targets, where countries could make
commitments based on their different baselines and conditions. National application of
global SDGs is accomplished better at the targets level. Thus, a significant sub-process
for target-setting with the involvement of affected actors and the consideration of
technical and scientific elements such as baselines and critical thresholds must be put in
place.

Looking beyond the task of identifying long-term goals for the post-2015 development
agenda the project found it important to point to the challenges of implementation.
Ultimately, success will depend on whether society can successfully navigate a transition to a
world where human well-being goals are met while preserving the integrity of the planetary
environment.
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1. Introduction

One of the most definitive and widely subscribed results of the Rio+20 Conference in 2012 is
the development of a set of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) (United Nations, 2012a).
The Rio+20 outcome document, “The Future We Want”, recognised the need for SDGs in
order to promote coherent and focused actions on sustainable development (United Nations,
2012b). Meanwhile, the timeframe of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) will end
in 2015, requiring the formulation of a successor global development framework. Countries
participating in the Rio+20 Conference agreed to launch a process to define an actionable and
universally applicable set of SDGs that will be in place by the end of 2015. Work on SDGs
takes place in the broader context of defining a development framework for the post-2015
period, an UN-driven process supported by a UN System Task Team (UNSTT) and inputs
from other groups inside and outside of the UN.

In order to support the work on the post-2015 development agenda, the UN Secretary General
established a High Level Panel of Eminent Persons (HLP) co-chaired by President Susilo
Bambang Yudhoyono of Indonesia, President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf of Liberia, and Prime
Minister David Cameron of the United Kingdom, and representatives of civil society, private
sector and government. The HLP was mandated to provide recommendations with regard to
the direction of the post-2015 development agenda, suggest principles to help reshape the
global partnerships for development and accountability, and recommend ways to build
political consensus around an ambitious post-2015 development agenda that covers
environmental sustainability, social equity and economic growth. The HLP submitted its
report to the Secretary General in 2013 and in its Annex I (“Illustrative Goals and Indicators™)
suggested 12 universal goals with corresponding national indicators (United Nations, 2013).

Meanwhile, the UN General Assembly constituted and tasked an Open Working Group
(OWG) to develop the SDGs. At any one time, the OWG comprises 30 members and is co-
chaired by Hungary and Kenya. Two-thirds of the membership seats are shared by more than
one country, thus bringing the number of directly involved countries to 70. The OWG has
been engaged in consultations with civil society, the scientific community and other
stakeholders to ensure broad representation of perspectives and priorities. The OWG is
expected to hold eight sessions covering key thematic areas, and conclude its work with
recommendations for a set of universally applicable goals by Fall 2014.

Following the Rio+20 Conference agreements, Asian and European Heads of States or
Governments reaffirmed their commitments to achieve sustainable development at the 9th
ASEM Summit in Lao PDR in November 2012.

The Asia-Europe Meeting (ASEM) is an intergovernmental forum for dialogue and
cooperation established in 1996 to deepen relations between Asia and Europe, which
addresses political, economic and socio-cultural issues of common concern. ASEM brings
together 49 member states (29 European and 20 Asian countries), the European Commission
and the ASEAN Secretariat'. ASEM leaders underlined the importance and urgency of
developing SDGs through a transparent and inclusive inter-governmental process (ASEM,

" ASEM brings together 49 member states (Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Cambodia, China, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Korea, Laos, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Malta, Mongolia,
Myanmar, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, the Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russia,
Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, the United Kingdom, Viet Nam) plus the
European Commission and the ASEAN Secretariat.
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2012). This research project, referred to as “Sustainable Development Goals Creation in
ASEM Countries”, is the response of the Asia-Europe Foundation Environment Forum
(ENVforum) to the call of ASEM Leaders for a set of SDGs and the inclusive process that
must accompany its development.

Research objectives

The overall objective of this research project is to contribute to the development of a
universal set of SDGs in terms of its substantive content and process design — in a way such
that global considerations would be strongly informed by priorities and realities at the
national level. Specifically, the project aims to:

1. Develop and test a methodology in selected Asia-Pacific and European countries to
identify a system of SDGs, and to provide guidance for the methodology’s broader
application at the global and national levels.

2. Identify illustrative SDGs and underlying targets and indicators that are guided by global
priorities while informed by national ones, as expressed in existing national sustainable
development strategies and strategic development plans in selected ASEM countries.

3. Provide countries in Asia-Pacific and Europe with a foundation for developing their own
SDG and indicator sets by producing national thematic templates that reflect their
respective priorities, goals, targets and indicators.

4. Support the implementation of SDGs by providing guidance regarding their integration
into policies and programmes.

Guiding principles

The work carefully took into account and was strongly guided by the principles repeatedly
expressed at various fora and agreements for SDG development. The Rio+20 outcome
document emphasised that the SDGs should be based on Agenda 21 and Johannesburg Plan
of Implementation (JPol), respect all Rio Principles, and take into account different national
circumstances, capacities and priorities (United Nations, 2012b). The governments further
emphasised that SDGs should be “...action-oriented, concise and easy to communicate,
limited in number, aspirational, global in nature and universally applicable to all countries
while taking into account different national realities, capacities and levels of development,
and respecting national policies and priorities” (United Nations, 2012b). In addition, the work
drew some of its substantive content and underlying values from the Bellagio Sustainability
Assessment and Measurement Principles (IISD and OECD, 2013; Pintér et al. 2012), the
Earth Charter (The Earth Charter Initiative, 2000), and UNSTT and UNEP technical papers,
among others.

From a more recent context, results of the ongoing global post-2015 and SDG processes were
monitored and their findings taken into account; however, these were only in a broad sense to
orient this approach and not at the level of specific SDGs. They included, among others, the
reports of the UN General Assembly Open Working Group (OWG) on Sustainable
Development Goals, the UN Secretary General’s High Level Panel of Eminent Persons on the
post-2015 Development Agenda (HLP), and the Sustainable Development Solutions Network,
or SDSN (IISD Reporting Services 2013; United Nations 2013; SDSN 2013; United Nations
2012).
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Besides the importance of building on relevant policy processes and documents, SDGs must
also be grounded in applicable findings of social and natural sciences and the results of high-
level relevant integrated assessments and thematic reports of the UN system. The Small
Planet project took into account the concept of planetary and social boundaries (Griggs et al.
2013; Rockstrom et al, 2009; Raworth, 2012), the results of the United Nations Environment
Programme’s (UNEP) 5th Global Environment Outlook (GEO-5) and the United Nations
Development Programme’s (UNDP) Human Development Report (UNEP, 2012; UNDP,
2013), to name a few.

The “planetary boundaries” concept (Rockstrém, 2009) underlines that natural processes in
the biosphere, if left to exceed boundaries beyond a certain point will cause irreversible
changes (Figure 1.1). Humanity’s increasingly dominant role in pushing natural processes
beyond or close to critical boundaries speak clearly to the need to adjust development towards
more sustainable trajectories. Thus future sustainable development goals (and their
implementation) must clearly reflect an awareness of environmental boundaries and set the
stage for stronger action to avoid overshoot.

climate change

Figure 1.1: Schematic view of some of the key planetary boundaries (Rockstréom et al, 2009)

At the same time, however, the proposal for SDGs must not lose sight of the priority of
meeting human development needs (Figure 1.2). In fact the challenge is in staying within a
safe and just space for humanity by meeting societal needs at an acceptable level without
risking to go beyond critical environmental boundaries (Raworth, 2012). Both social and
environmental considerations that are included in the Small Planet SDGs could be measured
by indicators and higher-level indices, such as UNDP’s inequality adjusted Human
Development Index (HDI) or the ecological footprint.
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Figure 1.2: The Oxfam donut (Raworth, 2012)

The Small Planet report led to the production of a set of illustrative goals that are closely
connected and intertwined. These aim to integrate social, economic and environmental
priorities plus governance to the highest extent possible. In view of their inter-connectedness,
the set of goals must be viewed and used as a goal system rather than as individual goals.

Since the uncertainly about where humanity is currently situated in the framework of
planetary and social boundaries, any proposed set of SDGs should be flexible and evolving,
revisited and adjusted as needed to adapt to change.

Scope and limitations of the research

The establishment of integrated and universally applicable SDGs as a cornerstone of the
broader post-2015 development agenda poses new challenges that require a nuanced
understanding of a dynamically evolving state of play and where the overall process may be
heading. It also requires a consultative and participatory process that would ensure the
universality and local applicability of the goals. For the purposes of this project, therefore, the
ENVforum, in consultation with the project team, decided to focus on eight Asian (Australia,
Bangladesh, China, India, Indonesia, Japan, Korea and Singapore) and six European (France,
Germany, Hungary, Poland, Sweden and Switzerland) countries as shown in Figure 1.3. The
country selection was based on level of development, political and economic influence in the
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region, population, availability of sustainable development framework, geographic
representation, project team’s close familiarity with specific countries, and ASEF’s priorities.

The coverage of ASEM (i.e., Asia-Pacific and Europe) naturally narrowed the geographic
focus to the two continents. Notwithstanding this, the four developing countries (Bangladesh,
China, India and Indonesia) alone already account for almost half, or 3.2 billion, of world
population, which is around 7.1 billion. They are also geographically large countries, and are
hence faced with a wide variety of sustainable development issues familiar to countries
elsewhere. The selected countries in Europe also have divergent issues that are largely present
in the whole continent. Despite this wide diversity of issues, the 14 focus countries in this
study are not meant to entirely represent the conditions of the two regions or the globe.

Figure 1.3: Map of 14 focus countries

The key resource materials for the research at the national level are sustainable development
strategies, medium-term development plans, and in a few cases, sector plans and strategies.
These documents spell out national visions, goals, and priorities, and many involve
participatory processes and are officially adopted. However, they vary in the level of detail,
time frame, availability of clear and longer-term indicators and targets, and development
directions. Some countries also have divergent views and priorities, e.g., some countries aim
to exploit coal reserves while others aim to reduce reliance on fossil fuels.

While the project team intended to closely work with key officials and/or experts in the focus
countries, limited resources and time kept the engagement to a minimum. Despite this, the
researchers remained faithful to what the national documents provide as these were
considered the voices of their formulators.

Notwithstanding these limitations, the research met its objectives of developing and offering
universally applicable, illustrative goals and charting a goal determination process that is
systematic, strongly interactive and connects the global level to national scale realities.
Considering the dynamics of the global SDG and post-2015 processes during and beyond the
project, this research is considered as an initial substantive foray into a policy area that will be
important for ASEM members and others.
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Why Small Planet?

“Small Planet” in the title of this report is an expression of both limitations and significance.
The report covers 14 Asian and European countries that collectively represent 5.2 per cent of
the world’s current 193 sovereign states — hence “small”. However, these 14 countries also
cover almost 17 per cent of the Earth’s land area and over 48 per cent of its total population
based on 2012 data. That would be more than enough for a small planet, if it had no more
than these countries.

Another interpretation of the “Small Planet” refers to Earth as our collective home. The Earth
represents the entirety of human experience but it remains very small from the viewpoint of
the solar system, let alone the universe. This perspective can be helpful when thinking about
priorities for sustainable development, and put into context by the “Pale Blue Dot” concept
coined by Astronomer Carl Sagan in the early 1990s. The Pale Blue Dot as a contextual
perspective came about when Sagan proposed that the Voyager 1 spacecraft, which had been
sent into space in 1977, should reverse the direction of its cameras and take a picture of the
Earth from the record distance of about 6 billion kilometres (3.7 billion miles).

YOU ME AND
EVERYONE ELSE

Figure 1.4: The Earth as a “Pale Blue Dot” in the solar system (Source: NASA JP)

Viewing the Earth in such perspective revealed its sheer smallness, appearing only as a pale
blue dot, in which perspective decisions and activities risking the integrity of the biosphere
and human life loom much larger in importance (Figure 1.4). Thus, Small Planet is also a
reminder to recognise the complexity, the scale and the significance of humanity’s challenge
in articulating development priorities for the planet as a whole.

This “smallness” of our planet is becoming increasingly clear with rapidly growing
population, increasing and unsustainable consumption, and their resulting high ecological
footprints — all against the Earth’s physical and space limitations that must be shared among
7.1 billion people and other living creatures of the biosphere. Thus, the Small Planet serves as
reminder that development choices should be guided by a necessity to distribute the space for
development and habitation justly and sustainably among Earth’s human and non-human
inhabitants.

The chapters

The report has five substantive chapters. This chapter (Chapter 1) introduces the project, its
context, scope and limitations. It also puts into perspective the magnitude of the sustainable
development challenge when viewed from different directions and uses this to also
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contextualize the report title, “Small Planet”. Chapter 2 expounds on the conceptual approach
and the methodology employed in the study. It describes the process and steps undertaken and
the bases for this process, particularly how the global and national priorities were linked and
taken into account and how these consolidated priorities led to the identification of goals, sub-
goals, targets and indicators. Chapter 3 lists and explains the 10+1 goals that resulted from the
process along with their respective sub-goals, targets and indicators that were taken from
national documents. It describes the differences and commonalities among the countries’
goals, targets and indicators with specific focus on Asia-Pacific and Europe, including both
advanced and developing countries. It identifies gaps and possible areas that countries may
need to work on to contribute to the global SDG process or undertake their respective SDG
development processes. Chapter 4 synthesises the thematic analysis in Chapter 3 and overall
lessons from the project experience to provide guidance for the development of SDGs at the
national level. Based on all of the above, Chapter 5 provides guidance regarding the
integration of SDGs into national policy mechanisms and their effective implementation. A
set of conclusions drawn from the whole research experience is presented in Chapter 6.

2. Conceptual approach and methodology

The Rio+20 outcome document outlined some key criteria the SDGs should meet, such as
universal applicability, common but differentiated responsibilities (CBDR), and addressing
and incorporating in a balanced way environmental, social and economic priorities, but left it
to the future SDG development process to elaborate ways to meet them (United Nations
2012). Individually, the criteria are not necessarily new. However, their collective application
to the development of common goals at the global level has not been attempted before and
therefore represents a conceptual, methodological, and ultimately, political challenge.

Before getting into detailed research, the project team found it important to agree on common
definitions and understanding of terms such as indicators, goals, targets or priority themes.
These terms are commonly available, yet small nuances in the multitude of possible
definitions could easily lead to misunderstandings among researchers, users and general
public. Thus, the project team developed and agreed upon a glossary of terms early in the
process in order to avoid any possible ambiguity and misunderstanding. This report will use
the terms based on the definitions in the glossary, as shown in Annex 1.

Drawing up a useful conceptual and methodological approach proved to be a challenge due to
the complexity of the issues vis-a-vis the declared need for universality of the SDGs, as well
as the “creatively ambiguous” nature of sustainable development. This challenge requires
adapting the concept to specific contexts yet maintaining the relevance of sustainable
development to each unique context (Pinter 1998; Kates et al. 2005). In the political and legal
spheres, this is referred to as the principle of CBDR (Stone 2004). In the context of SDGs,
CBDR is particularly relevant for deciding which goals, targets and indicators are universally
applicable and therefore come under the scrutiny of international review and accountability
processes; and which ones are differentiated and country-specific. On a more contentious
level, CBDR also refers to implementation — deciding which goals are to be funded and
pursued directly by the countries, and supported by the international community.

In order to address the challenges described above and to contribute to the SDG development
process at the global level, this study developed and adopted a dual-level approach that
connects global and national perspectives through an iterative process (Figure 2.1). The
hypothesis is that besides approaching universal relevance and meeting global criteria for
sustainability, SDGs should also be grounded in national sustainable development priorities,
goals and targets. This is especially important for generating stronger ownership and

19



facilitating synergy between countries as well as at global and national levels during
implementation. Building on existing priorities should not prevent countries from agreeing on
more ambitious goals and targets if and where required.

Rio+20 themes 11 SDGs and Dashboard of goals + indicators
MDGs sub-goals

; SDSN, HLP,

\ UNTT,
\ planetary
\ and social
\ boundaries
\ and other
proposals

Priority themes Goals, sub-
+goalsin 14 goals, targets +
ASEM countries indicators in 14
ASEM countries

Figure 2.1: The project’s iterative “global-national integration approach”

The methodology designed for the project follows five key steps. The top level of the figure
shows the steps of the process that focuses at the global level, starting with the MDGs and the
priorities identified by the Rio+20 outcome document. The following steps have alternated
focus on the global and national levels, where the project team moves from a broad menu of
possible SDG priorities at the beginning to a system of 11 clearly articulated goals, sub-goals
(whose relevance at the national level was tested by identifying matching goals), targets and
indicators. Moving from the global to the national level and back in five iterative steps not
only grounds the development of global goals in national reality, but also facilitates
continuous learning and the progressive refinement and verification of details. The purpose
and specific activities related to the five steps are described below, with reference to the
process shown in the figure.

Step 1: Review of Rio+20 guidance and the results of other relevant global processes

The starting point of the process (indicated by Step 1 in the figure) are the 26 global thematic
areas and cross-cutting issues of concern in the Rio+20 outcome document. In addition,
priorities in other high-level and scientific documents are also considered. As indicated by the
curved arrow, these include the results of the High Level Panel, the UN System Task Team
(UNSTT), the Sustainable Development Solutions Network (SDSN) and relevant scientific
papers such as those on planetary and social boundaries. The curved arrow pointing to Step 3
indicates that these global level priorities are also to be considered later during the
formulation of the Small Planet goal set. The line is dotted to signal that priorities, goals and
sub-goals in these other sources are only reviewed and noted, but are not simply copied over.

Step 2: Priority themes in 14 ASEM countries

This step starts with the identification of sustainable development priorities in the 14 ASEM
counties based on existing high-level documents, such as sustainable development strategies
or integrated development plans. Sustainable development strategies and integrated
development plans, where available, are the most important source materials from the
national level in this work, particularly those with explicit emphasis on long-term outcomes
(Niestroy 2005; Volkery et al. 2006; Habito and Antonio 2007; Dalal-Clayton and Bass 2002).
National-level processes vary greatly in their approaches to sustainable development and
attendant policy integration methods. While some countries have well-established sustainable
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development strategies with goals and indicators, these are a small minority. Most have
fragmentary approaches and often one-off initiatives with incomplete or inconsistently
developed goal-target-indicator systems that have to be used as the nearest proxies.

The project team mapped the identified national SD priorities against the global priorities that
were identified in Step 1. Some priorities automatically fell out (e.g., Africa as one of the
Rio+20 priorities, which is outside of the ASEM area), but a few priorities that were not in
the Rio+20 list, which appeared in the country documents such as living conditions,
innovation and economic growth, were added, resulting in a longer list. Applying a qualitative
assessment in an iterative process, the team clustered this longer list of priorities into 11
themes by aggregating those that were closely related. For instance, decent work was
combined with poverty eradication; sustainable tourism, chemicals, innovation and waste
with sustainable consumption and production; climate change with energy; and regional co-
operation, disaster risk reduction and global partnership grouped under governance. For the
sake of consistency, priorities on the shortlist had to meet the following criteria:

1. Building on MDGs where further progress is required;

2. Building on the Rio Principles;

3. Commonly occurring in high-level, influential national strategies, integrated
development plans and other similar documents;

4. Taking into account key priorities emerging from the ongoing post-2015 and SDG
processes; and

5. Building on the relevant findings and conclusions of science.

The aim was to agree on a limited number of development priorities based on which common
goals and sub-goals could later be identified. Altogether, 11 common high-level priorities
were identified. A small number of issues were left out, either because they were considered
cross-cutting (e.g., gender) or because the issue was seen as an ultimate result or precondition
of development (e.g., peace).

Step 3: Development of common goals and sub-goals

Step 3 was the identification of goals and sub-goals, by formulating statements to the effect.
While the title of the goals and sub-goals identifies the domain, the statements express a
desired direction in qualitative terms. The goal and sub-goal statements, in turn, became the
basis for the identification of targets and indicators.

Goals that are related to a priority consist of a goal statement and typically three to five sub-
goal statements. The formulation of the goal and sub-goal statements builds on the range of
related priorities expressed in country documents, but also takes into account global proposals
and expertise within the team.

For the definition of sub-goals, this study aimed at ensuring the integration of both socio-
economic and environmental sustainability issues, and therefore used a conceptual framework
based on a framework originally developed by Daly (1973) and later adapted by Meadows
(1998), as shown on Figure 2.2. According to this framework, ultimate means refer to the
underlying natural resource base and the life-support system of the planet ends; and ultimate
ends indicate human well-being or happiness as measured by a composite index of well-being
(not limited to GDP). Intermediate means involve the material economy and intermediate
ends the capacities of individuals and the condition and functioning of institutions.
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Figure 2.2:End-means conceptual framework (Meadows 1998 based on Daly 1973).

Based on feedback from a presentation of preliminary research findings in Asia, this graphic
representation was further developed by turning the original concept with a linear hierarchy
into a circular diagram (Figure 2.3). This updated diagram expresses the direct connection
between human aspirations and fulfilment (as ultimate ends) and resources of the biosphere

(as ultimate means); one feeding into another and also forming an organic and inseparable
whole.
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¢ 2
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Mate Mm©
Figure 2.3:Circular representation of the means-ends framework (adapted from Meadows [1998]
and Daly [1973])

22



The means-ends framework was instructive in helping to select and structure goals, sub-goals
and sub-goal statements, even when some aspects of the framework could not be applied
because of the nature of the goal. For instance, education can be considered primarily an
intermediate end, with important but indirect linkages to ultimate means. The framework was
also useful in emphasising that the goals, sub-goals, targets and indicators must be closely
related and in essence form a system, not only at the level of the entire goal set but also at the
level of individual goals.

Step 4: Checking the availability of national level goals, targets and indicators based on
the Small Planet SDG set

In Step 4 the project team used the 11 goals and sub-goals for the Small Planet to check the
availability of goals, targets and indicators at the national level. In order to do this, the
availability of goals, targets and indicators was checked in each of the 14 countries for all 11
Small Planet goals and sub-goals. This resulted in 14 national tables that show how well
every Small Planet goal is covered in any given country. The 14 national tables are included
in Annex 2 and could serve as a starting point if countries are interested in developing
national-level SDGs linked to the possible global ones.

In a subsequent step, the national tables were consolidated and categorised according to the
11 goal areas, resulting in 11 thematic tables that formed the basis for the analysis as
presented in Chapter 3. In contrast with the national tables, these thematic tables provide
information about the adequacy of the coverage of any one of the 11 goals and sub-goals in
the 14 countries. The thematic tables summarize goals, targets and indicators that exist at the
national level in different countries.

In addition to the original scope of the study, a parallel exercise by ASEF carried out a more
detailed review of indicators available in each of the 14 countries for the 11 Small Planet
goals and sub-goals. The resulting tables offer a menu of indicator options that could be used
to track each and every Small Planet goal and sub-goal. They also help identify gaps where
indicators are missing. The indicator exercise also serves as a basis for developing alternative
measures of progress beyond the GDP, which could offer a more nuanced picture of progress.

Step 5: A dashboard of goals and indicators for the Small Planet

In Step 5 the research identified examples of goals, targets and indicators that appear in a
larger number of the 14 countries, i.e., where some convergence occurs, which therefore
could serve for the construction of a possible SDG dashboard. The Small Planet offers the
dashboard concept to illustrate the possibility to bring together all elements of an SDG system
in a single platform: a menu of high-level goals and sub-goals, possible high-level
formulations of sub-goals, and examples of targets and indicators based on existing national
priorities as a starting point for discussion. Step 5 closed with the conceptual elaboration of
what a dashboard could offer and a preliminary elaboration of how it could be designed and
how it would work.
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3. Sustainable development goals and sub-goals based on thematic
priorities.

The goal system described in this section was developed through the iterative process
described in Chapter 2 and has to be considered as a compromise between comprehensiveness
and focus. On the one hand, it was challenging to determine what priorities to include as
goals, and what to leave out, considering the broad range of issues covered by the Rio+20
document, international SDG-related processes and the reviewed national strategies. On the
other hand, some important issues — primarily gender equality, equity, peace, and well-being
— were left out of the goal list due to their overarching, cross-cutting nature, which should be
represented implicitly as principles in all goals. Instead, these issues were accepted as part of
the overarching ultimate purpose of development principles that would be achieved, if the
proposed SDGs are pursued and met.

The application of the W-methodology described in Chapter 2 resulted in 11 priority themes
(namely illustrative sustainable development goals) for the “Small Planet”. They should be
viewed as a set since, during their construction, both the individual goals and the relationship
between the goals and their respective sub-goals were considered in light of the entirety of the
underlying socio-economic and environmental system. While the system behind the goals was
not formalised as a detailed model, the goals and their sub-goals could be associated with the
ultimate means-ends conceptual framework. The goals also cover the commonly used and
associated social (i.e., human well-being); economic (i.e., production processes and its
enabling financial mechanisms); and environmental (i.e., natural resources and ecosystems)
categories of a sustainable development framework. Governance is considered an overarching
goal, hence its distinctive designation as the +1. The 10+1 goals are presented in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1: The 10+1 goals and goal statements for the countries on the Small Planet

Priority themes

Goal statements

1. Poverty and inequality

Poverty and inequality are reduced

2. Health and population

Population is stabilised and universal access to basic health services
is provided

3. Education and learning

Education is a major contributor to the sustainability transformation

4. Quality of growth and
employment

Economic growth is environmentally sound and contributes to social
well-being

5. Settlements, infrastructure
and transport

Settlements and their infrastructure are liveable, green and well
managed

6. SCP and economic sectors

Resource-efficient and environmentally friendly production and
consumption characterise all economic sectors

7. Food security, sustainable
agriculture and fisheries

Sustainable agriculture, food security and universal nutrition are
achieved

8. Energy and climate
change

Climate change is effectively addressed while access to clean and
sustainable energy is significantly improved

9. Water availability and
access

Safe and affordable water is provided for all and the integrity of the
water cycle is ensured
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10. Biodiversity and Biodiversity and ecosystems are healthy and contribute to human
ecosystems well-being

+1: Adaptive governance and | Adequate structures and mechanisms are in place to support the
means of implementation implementation of the priorities underlying the SDGs at all levels

The goals were developed based only on the priorities of the Small Planet of 14 countries and
therefore not considered globally applicable. They are also the result of a prioritisation effort
whereby only themes of the highest and most common concern were represented. Issues that
were priorities only for a subset of the countries on the Small Planet, or issues that were seen
as secondary, were excluded. This of course does not mean they are not important, they might
even be crucially important in some context, but this was accepted as the price of keeping the
goals system universally applicable (at least on the Small Planet), simple and robust. As
illustrative goals, they show what possible goals could look like rather than what they should
be.

The 10+1 goals have been developed and ordered according to the logic of the underlying
ultimate means-ends framework. Figure 3.1 shows the Small Planet goals’ primary
association with the various layers of the ultimate means-ends framework. Note that the goals
usually straddle more than one element of the framework. For instance, while education and
learning is associated primarily with the ultimate end level (education’s direct influence on
people’s abilities, clarity and sense of purpose), it is also associated with intermediate ends
(education valued by itself as a result of development) and intermediate and ultimate means
(education’s influence on production processes and the sustainability of natural capital and
ecosystems). Within each goal, sub-goals will also reflect this ordering, even when not all
framework elements are represented, depending on where a particular goal sits in the means-
ends hierarchy. The implications of this will be discussed under each specific goal.
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Figure 3.1: The alignment of the 10+1 Small Planet goals with the ultimate means-ends
framework
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As described in Chapter 2, the research team found it important for individual goals to both
have a priority theme title supported by a goal statement, similar in setup to the MDGs. While
the title of the priority theme identifies the broader domain of concern, the goal statement is a
straightforward expression of the desired outcome of that particular goal. Lower level

outcome expectations related to the goals were then expressed through sub-goals, typically 3—
5 per goal.
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Priority theme 1: Poverty and inequality

1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Poverty reduction and eradication of extreme poverty have been on the international
development agenda for decades. They were at the core of the Millennium Declaration that
established the MDGs. There is a rather general consensus that as far as poverty reduction is
concerned, there has been significant progress. As stated by the UN Secretary-General, “the
MDGs have been the most successful global and anti-poverty push in history” (United
Nations, 2013a: 3). The Millennium Development Goals Report 2013 — the latest UN report
on MDGs’ implementation — confirmed that the world had reached the MDG target on
poverty five years ahead of schedule: “In developing regions, the proportion of people living
on less than $1.25 a day fell from 47 per cent in 1990 to 22 per cent in 2010.” Furthermore,
“about 700 million fewer people lived in conditions of extreme poverty in 2010 than in 1990”
(United Nations, 2013a: 7). Even if not all progress may be attributed to the impetus created
by the MDGs, countries and the global community as a whole have indeed undertaken serious
efforts to address the poverty problem.

In view of the global community’s concern for the continuing seriousness of the poverty
problem, poverty reduction with extreme poverty eradication at its core has remained as the
primary theme in the shaping of the Post-2015 Development Agenda and the SDGs. For
instance, the number one illustrative goal in the High Level Panel report is “End Poverty” and
the very first target for this is “bring the number of people living on less than 1.25 a day to
zero and reduce the share of people living below their country’s 2015 national poverty line.”

Notwithstanding the remarkable headway in this area, still about 1.2 billion people lived on
US$1.25 per day worldwide in 2010 (World Bank PovcalNet, 2010). Specifically in Asia and
the Pacific region, there were still about 1.7 billion living on less than $2.00 per day in 2012
(ADB, 2012). Meanwhile, 120 million people in EU-27 (equivalent to 24.2% of total
population) were at-risk-of-poverty-and-social-exclusion (AROPE) as of 2011 (Eurostat,
2013). This is consistent with increased global unemployment, which was recorded at 11%
from 178 million in 2007 to 197 million in 2012.

Poverty has traditionally been associated with income and has been defined primarily on
grounds of its economic dimension. In view of this, the prescribed solutions and interventions
were also economic in orientation as exemplified by the focus on growth in national income
or gross domestic product (GDP). In the last two decades of the Rio process, poverty’s multi-
dimensionality has been recognised such that apart from income, it has also been associated
with inequality in opportunity and access, exclusion of the highly vulnerable segments of
society, hunger, food insecurity, and low access to social services, among others (UNTST,
2013). This ushered in new concepts of gauging well-being, i.e., “Beyond GDP” since GDP is
only able to measure income but not welfare. Along this line of thinking, Illustrative Goal 1 in
the UN HLP Report (UNHLP, 2013) features rights to assets, social protection and disaster
resilience in addition to income. On the other hand, the SDSN has connected “peace in fragile
regions” in its goal on poverty reduction with the intention to check links between lack of
development, desertification, water stress, other environmental constraints; and political
instability and conflict (SDSN, 2013).
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All things considered, poverty should be one of the main goals in SDGs, and this is aligned
with the interest of political leaders in the Small Planet countries and the views of most UN
organisations. It is also important to underline though that, as emphasised by the Sustainable
Development Solutions Network (SDSN), what will make the coming 15-year period
different from the MDGs period is “the feasibility of ending extreme poverty in all its forms”.
For the High Level Panel, “bring[ing] the number of people living on less than $1.25 a day to
zero and reduc[ing] the share of people living below their country’s national poverty line” is
the number one goal (UNHLP, 2013).

However, poverty eradication cannot be separated from the issues of inequality, as
inequalities can undermine multidimensional poverty reduction. At present, unfortunately,
there has been an unprecedented widening of inequalities during the last 20 years in OECD
countries as well as in developing countries. In some cases, inequalities stem from
governance system that is not compatible with long-term poverty reduction. As such, even
when poverty seems reduced, any effort that is not accompanied by effective measures to
bridge inequalities may have adverse effects on poverty reduction in the long term. This study
therefore clusters poverty and inequality together as a single priority goal.

Under the broad goal of poverty and inequality, the sub-goals encompass three basic poverty
determinants: income, inequality, and social exclusion. The ultimate end is improved intra-
and inter-generational equity, particularly for the most vulnerable segments of society. The
means to this end are to close the income gap between the rich and poor, address access gaps,
provide social security to the most vulnerable, and in the process, liberate the poor from
income poverty.

Preceding discussions demonstrate the strong inter-linkages among the three poverty
reduction parameters. These inter-linkages connote that each sub-goal could not be taken
merely on its own, but rather, as part of a dynamic and integrated system that includes all the
sub-goals.

Table 3.2: Goal and sub-goal statements for poverty and inequality

Priority theme Goal statement Sub-goal statements

1. Poverty and | Poverty and | 1.1. Intra- and inter-generational social equity for all groups

inequality inequality are reduced | (e.g., women, youth, elderly, indigenous, minorities)
improved

1.2 Everybody is above the national poverty line by 2030

significantly reduced with social security system in place

1.3 Income inequality and risk of poverty has been
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2. Small Planet findings

Sub-goal 1.1, or social equity for minority and vulnerable groups, is a clear priority in 11
countries of the Small Planet. Their aspirations are wide-ranging: from gender parity at all
educational levels and in employment, to higher level aspirations for a society that nurtures
family and relationships, feels safe, embraces diversity, and sustainably manages the
environment for future generation. They also aim to uphold everyone’s rights including those
of children, women indigenous peoples, people with disability, and labour. Participation,
social cohesion, social security and safety nets for vulnerable groups were also frequently
mentioned. However, only six of 14 countries provided clear targets pertaining to this sub-
goal. These include increasing the share (Poland) or fixing the allocation (France) of
employment of people with disability in companies, reducing gender pay gap and attaining
work-life balance (Germany), and reducing the number of the long-term unemployed or those
on long-term medical leave (Hungary). The list of identified indicators is rather lengthy,
varied and include participation in sports and cultural activities (Australia); employment and
governing bodies (France); personal safety and protection from crimes (Australia); social
security through insurance coverage and other social safety nets (China); and all-day care for
children (Germany). Inequality in access to employment and gender pay gap were commonly
cited (Hungary, Korea and others). Volunteerism (Australia and Switzerland) and feeling of
trust in others (Australia) provide information on level of social inequity and justice.

Sub-goal 1.2 envisions no one to be below nationally defined poverty lines by 2030, as
compared with a clear 2015 baseline. National definitions of poverty and poverty lines or
thresholds as well as measurements of the number of poor differ widely from country to
country. Bangladesh defines the extreme poor as those unable to take in at least 1,800
kcal/capita/day; Indonesia uses head-count ratio of consumption poverty; Poland has risk of
poverty, gross disposable income and non-farm income; France also considers people living
in poor conditions as poor, and households with no working-age person in work as poor
households. The human development index (HDI), which is a composite of two human needs
and one income metrics, was mentioned only by Poland. Regardless of poverty measurements
in use, the most important is that countries are able to bring as many people as possible above
their respective poverty lines or thresholds by 2030 as compared with clear 2015 baselines.
This sub-goal seems ambitious, but the MDG experience has already proven that with
concerted effort, it is possible to substantially reduce poverty nationally and globally.

Only five countries (Bangladesh, China, Indonesia, Korea and Poland) had statements
expressing sub-goal 1.2. These range from general statements such as “a prosperous
Indonesia” and “secure national sustainable development” (Korea); to more specific ones
such as eradication of extreme poverty (Bangladesh), reduction of poor living in poverty
(China), and full use of regional potentials (Poland). Poverty reduction targets for 2030 were
not available in the national documents reviewed. However, if targets expressed in these
documents were projected towards 2030, and assuming the countries will stay on their current
courses or further intensify their poverty reduction efforts, poverty reduction would readily be
achievable. As an illustration, France targeted a one-third reduction in poverty from 2007—
2012. If it were indeed able to attain said target in five years, it should be able to significantly
reduce poverty within 15 years or before 2030. Similarly, Bangladesh is targeting to move 31
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million of its 56 million poor out of poverty or reduce poverty by 55.4 per cent from 2010 to
2021. Ifit could attain its target during the 11-year period, it could certainly do so as well for
the substantial portion of its remaining poor based on current number in nine years (2021—
2030), particularly if it would step up its efforts based on its previous poverty reduction
experience. The same is true for Indonesia, which hopes to reduce extreme poverty from 14.1
per cent in 2009 to 810 per cent in 2014. If it progresses at that pace, extreme poverty as
defined by Indonesia may be eradicated even before 2030.

As expected, poverty eradication does not figure prominently in strategy documents of
advanced countries. Australia, Germany, Japan, Singapore and Sweden did not have goals,
targets and indicators relating to this sub-goal. Korea only has a goal statement while
Switzerland only has one indicator. While poverty does not appear as a national priority, these
countries contribute to global poverty eradication through their development assistance
programs and thus play an important role in the attainment of Goal 1 internationally. Even
though poverty does not feature as a prominent national priority in advanced countries, the
problem may still exist there. Poverty may affect certain sub-populations or regions. It is
further possible that the continuing impacts of the financial crisis would eventually take a toll
on some advanced countries and result in poverty and inequality in the immediate future. For
this reason, some advanced countries may eventually have a goal-target-indicator set in their
respective development strategies should poverty becomes a strong issue to them in the future.

Sub-goal 1.3, the foundation of the pyramid logic, addresses income inequality by focusing
on the elimination of concentrated wealth and opportunities in few persons or groups in
society. Few countries have goal statements pertaining to income inequality. Those available
come in very specific terms such as social safety nets during crises (Bangladesh), reduction in
regional income disparity and share of jobless households (Hungary), improve rural/farmers’
incomes (Korea), social integration (Poland), and reduced housing costs (Switzerland).
Targets are also few and these include raising per capita and disposable incomes (Bangladesh
and China), and reducing the number of long-term unemployed (Germany). On the other hand,
the indicators for this sub-goal are robust and include per capita income and income
distribution (Bangladesh), which further differentiates disposable incomes of urban and rural
residents (China); Gini coefficient (Australia and Japan); quintile measurements of income
distribution (Switzerland); and at-risk-of-poverty rate. Advanced countries also focus more on
household wealth and financial stresses through indicators such as difficulty in paying bills
(Australia); savings or heavy indebtedness (Australia, France, Hungary, Poland); and very
low work intensity (Sweden).

European countries that were reviewed gave strong emphasis to at-risk-of-poverty-or-social-
exclusion (AROPE). This could be due to the continuing adverse effects of the global
financial crisis particularly on Europe’s income situation. According to Eurostat (2013), one
of Europe’s headline indicators is “to reduce poverty by lifting at least 20 million people out
of the risk of poverty or social exclusion by 2020.” The threshold applied to AROPE in the
EU is 60 per cent of median equivalent disposable income after discounting social transfers
(defined as help given by central, state or local institutional units). In 2007, i.e., before the
financial crisis, over 84 million persons, or 17 per cent of the EU-27’s population were
already AROPE and a similar proportion (17 per cent) of the population suffered from
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material deprivation (Eurostat, 2010). As mentioned earlier, 2011 data show that 120 million
Europeans or 24.2 per cent of total population of EU-27 were AROPE (Eurostat, 2013).
Hungary, Poland and Sweden use the AROPE rate as an indicator, with Poland even targeting
to reduce the population AROPE to 20-23 per cent by 2020. The AROPE rate is the share of
people with equivalised disposable income —defined as household income after tax and
deductions divided by the number of household members converted into equalised adults
(Eurostat, 2013).

3. Assessment and lessons for global goals and indicators

The countries under review expressed priorities on many different issues covered by the sub-
goals and they used both traditional (e.g., women education and gender pay gap) and less
common sets of targets and indicators (e.g., volunteerism, feelings of safety and work-life
balance), depending on what issues they give topmost priority to or which of the indicators
could provide the data and information that can help in their planning and policymaking.
Given the wide divergence in poverty definitions, components and metrics, it is expected that
the indicator sets would vary from country to country and non-traditional indicators could
emerge. As the countries, therefore, go through the process of developing their national-level
SDGs, they must track the various poverty related concerns in their entirety and use indicator
sets that are suitable to their respective contexts. Examples of these concerns are: a)
classifying the poor according to degree or type of poverty (e.g., extreme, chronic and
transitory) and determining their relative magnitudes since the interventions widely vary from
type to type; b) costing these interventions and understanding the level of public funds the
country must invest in order to attain its poverty reduction targets; c¢) allocation of public
investments in insurance for the poor and old age pension and understanding their actuarial
implications on public finances and development targets; and d) needed investments versus
actual investments in children/youth to help secure a country’s future. These and other
concerns require specific sets of targets and indicators that would guide the country in
planning, policymaking and budgeting for poverty reduction.
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Priority theme 2: Health and population
1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Health is an overarching, politically non-controversial goal included in the MDGs and
one where significant progress has been recorded. Support for access to better
healthcare is in the public interest, and achieving improvements may thus be regarded
as an easy win by politicians.

Health and well-being is equally one of the 10 priority challenges for sustainability as
defined by the Sustainable Development Solutions Network, or SDSN, and it is
picked up by the High Level Panel (HLP) as a goal on “ensuring healthy lives”
(SDSN, 2013; UNHLP, 2013: 16). Other research clusters health under a larger goal
on thriving lives and livelihoods, and allocates health targets under water and energy
goal areas as well (Griggs 2013). The United Nations System Task Team also
examines progress made in health sectors, stating that while advances have been
made, the multidimensional nature of health related problems — their connections
with equity, environmental degradation, lifestyles, and social protection — have not
been captured by the MDGs (UNSTT, 2012). All existing proposals for the SDGs
include health-related targets in other sectors such as water or food security. Given
the direct causal relationship between health and several other priorities that directly
contribute to health, besides a separate health-related goal, health should also be
reflected where relevant by targets and indicators in these other goal areas. Besides
water or food, relevant areas could also include, for instance, poverty and equity
(Goal 1); the conditions for settlements and housing, air quality (Goal 5); food
security and quality (Goal 7), and likely others.

Generally such connectivity is yet to be established as development goals and most of
the country examples reviewed reflected a sectoral and outcome-focused approach to
health as opposed to prevention. In the means-ends hierarchy of the entire Small
Planet goal set, health is positioned quite high directly linked to the ultimate ends of
development and a necessary precursor for a good quality of life and well-being. The
sub-goals under the health theme also reflect the means-ends logic: the ultimate end
being sub-goal 2.1, with increased amount of healthy life years. Contributing to this
ultimate end are sub-goals 2.2 through 2.5, each ensuring that both environmental and
social targets contribute the means to the ultimate health-related end of development.

Table 3.3: Goal and sub-goal statements for health and population

Priority themes Goal statements Sub-goal statements
2. Health and Stabilised 2.1 Prevention and healthy lifestyles have significantly
population population with contributed to increased healthy life years
universal access to
basic health 2.2.The ratio of active/dependent population has been
services stabilised

2.3 Affordable and accessible healthcare and insurance are
provided including prenatal and reproductive care and
education
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2.4 Universal access to sanitation and hygiene services

2.5 Demographic changes do not pose a risk to the integrity
of natural ecosystems and societies

2. Small Planet findings

In terms of research findings, there is an observable pattern for sub-goal 2.1: Some countries
(Australia, France, Germany and Hungary) have examples of goals, targets and indicators
pertaining to healthy life years. In comparison, none of the developing countries in the Asian
Small Planet sample revealed detailed goals or targets for longer healthy life-years. One target
for lifestyles even suggests prohibiting use of mobile phones by all infants, and youth in
junior and secondary schools. Other countries, e.g., Bangladesh, have data for life expectancy
but have yet to consider targets or goals relating to prevention and healthy lifestyles. In terms
of targets and indicators, it is interesting to note that most focus on outcomes and not
prevention, except obesity, smoking and alcohol that are gradually being addressed in a
preventive fashion.

As for sub-goal 2.2 on stabilisation of the ratio of active/dependent population, there are
useful indicators in some countries such as Australia. However at the same time there is a gap
in some of the countries, such as India, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Poland, Singapore, Sweden
and Switzerland, that seem to have very few goals, targets or indicators relating to
active/passive ratio of population, at least in the overarching strategies that were examined in
this project. Moreover, China has a goal on stabilisation of the ratio of active-dependent
population. Apart from China’s single goal, all other input to this sub-goal area derives from
developed countries, possibly indicating a difference in demographic trends. Developed
countries are those predominantly facing the challenge of an ageing population at the
moment, and it will still be a decade or two until this challenge becomes apparent for
developing and emerging economies as well.

Sub-goal 2.3 on affordable and accessible health care has many examples of goals, targets and
indicators. This reflects well on the notion mentioned at the beginning of the chapter, that
much headway has been made in many countries during the implementation of the MDGs.
Clearly healthcare is an important issue and a central development challenge — one that
should continue to receive attention, because without good health the overarching vision of
well-being is unattainable. Again the research findings were inconsistent with country reality.
Some countries, such as Sweden had detailed targets on health, while others like Japan had
none.

For sub-goal 2.4 on universal access to sanitation and hygiene services, some countries
(China, France and Germany) do not currently have this represented in their overarching
development strategies. It could either indicate that the information is buried in a different
sectoral development strategy, or that these countries have already dealt with the issues of
access to sanitation. For Singapore the issue of sanitation and hygiene is particularly
important due to the lack of space.

The research findings for sub-goal 2.5 — on demographic changes posing a risk to the
integrity of natural ecosystems and societies — show that quite a few countries pair goals
with detailed indicators on population issues (Australia, Bangladesh and China). Other
countries do not seem to have explicit policies in this sector (Japan, Korea and Singapore).
However, it may be that some of those countries (Japan and Singapore), given their respective
challenges relating to dwindling populations, or the ethnic makeup of the population, do have
policies in place, but not as a part of an overarching sustainable development strategy. A
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recent white paper on population in Singapore, for instance, highlighted the steep increase in
immigration and the concern it causes for native Singaporeans (National Population and
Talent Division, 2013). It is also possible that political or cultural reasons make it difficult to
address the connection between environmental conditions and demographic change.

3. Assessment and lessons for global goals and indicators

Goals, targets or indicators allocated to sub-goal 2.1 that deal with preventive approaches to
health problems might seem attractive and forward-looking. However, these were recognised
only in a few country strategies, notably those that are now facing the challenge of dwindling
populations, obesity or other health issues traditionally associated with highly developed
countries. Very few countries had clear and consistent coverage of prevention, focusing more
on disease frequency, healthcare delivery and health outcomes.

With the increasing cost of healthcare, one would expect more emphasis on prevention in the
future due to its potentially lower cost. If such important health-related issues — such as
ageing and obesity — were addressed in countries’ development policies at an earlier stage,
they could be dealt with more effectively than only recognised when they are already a
problem.

For countries, it will be essential to focus on precursors to good health. Likely, sanitation
targets and access to various kinds of health services would be high-priority areas under a
health goal. The basis for all services, as embedded in the foundational sub-goal 2.5, should
be a primary concern in any country’s pursuit of the other sub-goals, i.e., pursuit of any
targets and objectives relating to health and well-being should not pose a risk to the integrity
of natural ecosystems.

Generally, for a sector as strategically important as health, one could expect a more consistent
pattern of goals, targets and indicators across a wider range of priority issues in
comprehensive SD strategies or integrated development plans. This is not yet the case, but the
inclusion of health into the SDGs represents a good opportunity to revisit and formulate more
consistent goals, targets and indicators relating to health in countries at all stages of
development. Countries’ health-related indicators will vary depending on their demographic
trends, and examples from the research include overall indicators such a) number of healthy
life-years and life expectancy, and (ii) lifestyle-related indicators such as alcohol and tobacco
consumption, and obesity. A useful population-related indicator would be (iii) the ratio of
active vs. dependent population; and more directly relating to health would be indicators such
as (iv) ratio of population covered by healthcare for advanced countries, and more basic ones
such as (v) access to sanitation. Last but not least, an index that integrates the interplay
between environment and society could be (vi) per capita ecological footprint compared to
country available biocapacity.
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Priority theme 3: Education and learning
1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Education and learning are commonly seen as underpinning human behaviour and decisions
and the ability to respond to sustainability challenges. As an intermediate end, education is a
universal aspiration of societies and contributes to individual well-being and happiness as
ultimate ends. Learning is identified as a separate element to indicate the importance of
learning processes beyond the formal education system that is characteristic of traditional
societies as well as have significant importance in a globalised world.

Recognising education’s importance, the second MDG focuses on education and aims to
ensure that “by 2015, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a
full course of primary schooling”. By 2010, the enrolment rate already reached 90 per cent in
developing countries and the gender gap in illiteracy rate was also narrowing (UN MDG
website, n.d.).

In its integrated framework for realising the post-2015 UN development agenda, the United
Nations System Task Team defines “quality education for all” as one of the goals for the
inclusive social development dimension, and emphasised the importance of early childhood
and adolescent development, childhood education as well as training and lifelong learning
(UNSTT, 2012: 25). In line with this, both the High Level Panel and the UN Sustainable
Development Solutions Network suggested a separate goal for “providing quality education
and lifelong learning” and for “ensuring effective learning for all children and youth for life
and livelihood” (UN HLP, 2013: 36; UN SDSN, 2013: 23). In both cases the suggested goal
encompasses preschool, primary and secondary education as well as technical and vocational
training among its targets. They emphasise the recognition of and reflection of gender
differences in education as well as gender’s implication in access to employment. At the same
time, Griggs et al. do not recommend a separate goal, but mentions education under its first
proposed goal for thriving lives and livelihoods and suggests that education is one of the main
factors for ending poverty and improving well-being (2013, 307).

Going beyond the traditional focus of the MDGs and recognising the importance of education
for social integrity and well-functioning job markets, the education and learning goal of this
study encompasses three sub-goal areas. The first sub-goal focuses on access to education
through various modalities and institutional forms. While availability and unhindered access
to the education system does not by itself guarantee that the level of education is high, it is
one of its strongest determinants. The sub-goal also recognises that education and learning is
a lifelong process that does not end with graduating from the formal schooling process. In
fact, the rapidly changing nature of employment requires learning to be integrated into
education strategies that span entire lifetimes. The second sub-goal aims at ensuring that
education and learning produces knowledge and skills that are actually in demand by the job
market, keeping in mind of course that the education must also provide knowledge and skills
for life outside of formal employment. Considering the importance of broad social awareness
of sustainable development for the success of the SDGs, the third sub-goal calls for better
integration of sustainable development into curricula and that as a result, awareness is
actually increased.
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Table 3.4: Goal and sub-goal statements for education and learning

Priority Goal statements Sub-goal statements

themes

3. Education | Education is a major 3.1 Quality primary education and increased access to

and learning | contributor to the secondary education for all segments of society and
sustainability opportunities for lifelong learning are provided
transformation

3.2 Better match between skills and societal demands
throughout all types of qualification

3.3. Awareness and know-how about sustainable development is
integrated in curricula and has significantly increased

2. Small Planet findings

The first sub-goal area is the most covered in the small planet countries of the three sub-goals
under this theme. Almost all countries defined goals and/or set quantitative targets aiming to
provide education for all in continuously improving quality, elimination of illiteracy,
reduction in the number of early school leavers and promoting life-long learning. In addition,
Australia also aspires for a society that values and enables learning and introduces indicators
for monitoring the progress towards these, while France considers education and training as a
valuable tool to promote social integration. In the Small Planet countries, a wide-range of
indicators is used to monitor progress towards the goals, such as the percentage of population
participating in primary, secondary, tertiary and vocation education; the rate of literacy; and
the percentage of early school leavers. Meanwhile, the importance of reducing gender
differences in education is solely recognised by India.

Regarding sub-goal area 3.2, no country was found to have the full sequence of goals, targets
and indicators, which indicates a possible weakness in the strategic focus on this issue. Only
three countries define goals (China, Korea and Hungary) and two set targets (Bangladesh and
India). China’s ambition is to educate “far-sighted leaders and decision-makers, a contingent
of highly-skilled scientific and technological workers in various fields and a large labour
force with specific skills and scientific and cultural knowledge” (Administrative Center for
China Agenda 21, 1992). Hungary aims to decrease the time that elapses between finishing
school and starting work and ensuring that the education system and institutions engaged in
lifelong learning provide knowledge and skills that is actually useful in securing employment.
Korea’s emphasis is on knowledge related to green technology and industry, and that
illustrates an intention to integrate green economy ideas across sectors. Bangladesh targets
compulsory ICT education at the primary school level, while India aims to create two million
additional seats in universities for each age cohort aligned with the skills required by the
economy. Three additional countries (Australia, France and Poland) monitor indicators that
track the responsiveness of curricula to societal changes. The indicators applied for this sub-
goal include education attainment, literacy rate, youth unemployment and public expenditure
on education.

As for sub-goal area 3.3, only six studied countries (Australia, France, Korea, Poland,
Singapore and Switzerland) consider integration of sustainability principles into the curricula;
promotion of environmental education; and training for achieving sustainable development in
practice by setting goals related to these topics. Two countries (Poland and Singapore) set
targets; however, these are only indirectly related to sustainable development or quite generic.
Poland aims to increase the share of students at technical and natural sciences faculties in the
total number of students to 30 per cent by 2020, while Singapore targets the development of
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education for sustainable development curricula. Three countries (France, Korea and Poland)
introduced relevant indicators for monitoring purposes. France aims to introduce and follow a
barometer measuring the knowledge of households about the notion of sustainable
development. Korea and Singapore monitors programmes for education for sustainable
development, while Poland targets to increase and monitor the share of students at technical
and natural sciences faculties. Overall, sub-goal 4.3 is also characterised by an incomplete
sequence of goals, targets and indicators and only developed countries considered the issue
both in Europe and Asia.

3. Assessment and candidate goals and indicators

The majority of the studied Small Planet countries defined goals, targets and indicators
relating to access to education at all levels, but only a few countries considered the
importance of matching skills with the changing societal demands and introduced goals
related to education for sustainable development. Knowing the importance of education in
tackling unemployment and achieving sustainable development in practice, the lack of
comprehensive approaches — which would be illustrated by the availability of the full
sequence of goals, targets and indicators in high-level strategies and plans to these topics — is
quite striking, even more so because of the recent Decade of Education on sustainable
development. Even the country approaches to sub-goal 3.1 cannot be considered
comprehensive; in spite of well-understood and studied gender differences in access and
attainment of education, the Small Planet countries do not extensively mention this issue.

Since the above observations are valid in most studied cases, no clear distinction could be
made between how developed and developing countries on the small planet deal with this
goal and what the gaps are in their approaches.

While the small planet countries use a variety of indicators for sub-goal area 4.1, very few
were identified for sub-goal area 4.2 and 4.3. Examples for 4.2 include the proportion of
young people between the ages of 16 and 25 who are unemployed and without training
(France); the lifelong learning of adults (Poland); and the educational attainment, by highest
qualification (Australia). For 4.3, the sustainable development knowledge barometer (France)
and the performance of education for sustainable development programme (Korea) could be
mentioned.
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Priority theme 4: Quality of growth and employment
1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Growth and employment are intertwined: economic growth creates employment and
employment fuels economic growth. Both are preconditions to reducing poverty but it is their
quality that will actually matter to vulnerable segments of society. Only an inclusive growth
that generates decent and gainful employment can liberate the poor from income poverty and
vulnerability at the same time. Inclusive growth is one that is rapid and sustainable over the
long term; is broad-based across all sectors; inclusive of a large part of the labour force; and
facilitates people’s contributions to and the generation of benefits from it. It is based on the
inclusive concept that encompasses equity, equality of opportunity, and protection in market
and employment transitions (lanchovichina and Lundstrom, 2009). The UNSTT reinforced
this view saying, “Sustainable development involves stable, equitable and inclusive economic
growth, based on sustainable patterns of production and consumption” (2012: page 29. It
further said that inclusiveness “implies universality and focuses not only on those defined as
poor, but also on vulnerable populations in precarious livelihoods” (p. 29).

The message of the foregoing discussion is that inclusive growth and gainful employment
must form a twin goal, and that this goal is closely linked with the goal on poverty reduction.
Goal 4 is consistent with Goal 8 of the HLP (create jobs, sustainable livelihoods and equitable
growth), which calls for better jobs, particularly for the youth; strengthening of productive
capacity; and increasing the number of new and value-adding enterprises.

Global economic performance is reflected in the employment situation and trends. The
International Labor Organization (ILO) reports that global unemployment, which has started
to increase again from two years of decline, was estimated at over 197 million people in 2012.
Beyond the level and increasing trend of unemployment, the more critical issue needing
special attention is youth unemployment (aged 15 to 24), which has reached 73.8 million in
2012. Apart from this, The Economist (2013) estimates that about 290 million of young men
and women are neither working nor studying in 2012, and that it has been taking them six
months to a year to be re-employed. The reasons for these are the low economic growth that
has not created enough jobs, constricted labour markets and labour skills mismatch. The
latter is the major reason for the difficulty of young men and women in acquiring jobs that
match their skills and aspirations as well as the prevailing long period for reemployment.

Taking all of the above into account, Goal 4 aims to promote economic and financial policy
and structural transformations to create the environment for a sustained inclusive growth that
can absorb the growing number of job-seekers estimated to reach 210 million globally over
the next five years ILO (2013), while keeping the social and environmental systems robust
and self-supporting. It seeks to discourage the traditional development model that results in
“jobless growth” and unsustainable corporate practices such as “grow now, clean up later (or
never)”.

Sub-Goal 4.1 builds on the environmentally sound and inclusive growth that sub-goal 4.2
expects to create in order to generate decent jobs and attain an acceptable employment rate.
These gainful jobs are not confined to those generated by big business and industry, but
include those created by livelihood services and similar activities of micro, small and medium
enterprises (MSME). Goal 4.2 sets the foundation for a stable economy that grows on a
sustained basis; one that is resilient to debilitating economic and financial shocks, and can
produce gainful and decent jobs. It is about sound fiscal, financial and monetary policies that,
among others, would keep public debt, public or private deficits, and inflation in check.
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Sub-goal 4.3 highlights the importance of developing and mainstreaming the use of integrated
accounts where economic balance sheets are complemented with social and environmental
data. The sub-goal recognizes that without a systematic effort to create a new accounting
framework, social and environmental costs will continue to be misrepresented in decision-
making. Sub-goal 4.4 is about internalising key externalities, including the environmental and
social costs of economic development that are real but not captured by market prices (e.g.,
natural resource degradation and pollution or illnesses and deaths, respectively). The
objective is to recognise and minimise negative externalities and promote positive
externalities. Sub-goals 4.3 and 4.4 are closely linked and included in Goal 4 to ensure the
conditions for a more realistic decision-making, management and progress-tracking
framework for sustainable development is in place.

Table 3.5: Goal and sub-goal statements for growth and employment

Priority themes Goal statements Sub-goal statements
4. Quality of Economic growth is 4.1 Economic growth ensures an acceptable employment
growth and environmentally sound rate, decent jobs and is environmentally sound
employment and contributes to

social well-being 4.2 Appropriate financial, monetary and fiscal policies

that support macroeconomic stability and resilience;

4.3 Social and environmental accounts are in use by all
governments, major companies and international
institutions

4.4 Externalities are internalized through economic
instruments in all sectors

2. Small Planet findings

Except for sub-goal 4.3, Goal 4 is generally represented by a robust set of sub-goals at the
national level, with targets and indicators confirming the importance accorded by countries to
economic growth and employment. This is expected since economic growth and employment
are key gauges for economic and political successes, and hence regularly tracked. The
country goal statements generally echo sub-goal 4.1 with a few nuances such as improved
work-life balance, value added per employed person, green technology jobs, social enterprise
and revenue generation model, competitive economy, and a “global magnet for talent”
(Singapore). Almost all countries provided the usual employment targets for sub-goal 4.1,
namely, creating a certain number of jobs, lowering unemployment, and increasing wage
levels. Indicators are basically the same as the targets with a few additions such as proportion
of vacancies filled, average hours worked both for full-time and part-time jobs, occupational
safety, and atypical employment.

Unique to developing countries are targets and indicators for overseas employment and
remittances of their nationals (Bangladesh). These targets and indicators highlight the
continuing potency of overseas employment to developing countries despite its negative
social side-effects. It also illustrates the international mobility of labour and the symbiotic
relationship between countries with excess vs. insufficient labour. Probably unique to
advanced countries is the interest and concern for over-employment (Australia) and atypical
employment — described as not standard or “typical”, which could be part-time, irregular,
time-bound, with several employers, and having shorter time span (Hungary). These are
employment situations that are not regularly and closely measured in many countries because
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of difficulty of generating data. Advanced countries have also been disaggregating more of
their employment data into specific levels (e.g., by sector, age group, sex, industry, disability
status, etc.). Furthermore, they are also measuring employment in the environment sector,
even tracking low-carbon green jobs (Singapore and Korea).

Sub-goal 4.1 has very rich target-indicator sets. However, targets and indicators for self-
generated jobs or livelihood activities or the informal sector are not apparent. It is important
to track jobs in these major segments of the economy because these usually account for a
significant share of employment; it is in these jobs where most youth and women are
employed; and these jobs are the ones most lacking in security and vulnerable to abuse.
Furthermore, indicators for labour productivity, occupational safety and skills mismatch are
also few and usually mentioned only by advanced countries.

National goals pertaining to sub-goal 4.2 vary widely. Some are too general as sustained
broad-based economic growth and macroeconomic stability. Others are sector-specific, such
as developing the industrial sector; promoting urbanisation and agricultural modernisation;
and developing small and medium enterprises. Still others aim for balance and co-ordination
among economic parameters such as integration of trade and environmental policies; co-
ordination of fiscal, monetary, investment, industrial and land policies; and creation of
favourable investment conditions to secure long-term prosperity. Only eight countries have
targets and these are generally about increasing national incomes in terms of GDP or GNP
growth rates; reduction of debt and deficits; and curbing of inflation.

Indicators for sub-goal 4.2 are robust, most of which mirror the targets cited earlier. Other
indicators have to do with productivity, structure of the economy, exchange rate, and flow of
goods (trade). As earlier mentioned, economic growth indicators (e.g., GDP growth rate,
economic sector growth rates, etc.) are standard, popular and regularly tracked. The absence
of targets and indicators for some countries (e.g., Indonesia and Singapore) are, therefore,
more due to limitations in the reviewed strategy documents. It is also worth noting that debt
indicators such as public borrowing appeared more commonly in Europe than in Asia. This
shows the strong — and in many cases newly found - concern of the region for financial
stability having freshly experienced a financial crisis.

Sub-goal 4.3 does not have a single complete goal-target-indicator package. Only Australia
(which aims to strengthen verification system of environmental claims in marketing) and
Japan (which wants to build a valuation system in the markets) have goal statements related
to social and environmental accounts. However, these statements do not clearly say that they
have the accounting system and are actually using it. Only Korea cited a performance
indicator and this pertains to the share of environment protection in GDP. The absence of
goal-target-indicator set could either be because countries have not recognized the strategic
importance of integrated accounting frameworks, or because they consider these as technical
matters. Either way, the fact that data on the social and environmental costs of economic
development is not routinely available, a key element of the ‘beyond the GDP agenda’,
suggests that further progress will require more attention not only to the methods, but also to
the institutions and infrastructure of integrated national accounts.

Only Australia has goal statements for sub-goal 4.4 and these include: development of a
national approach to chemicals management; attention to social and environmental costs; and
enhancing the effective use of pricing and economic instruments for better management of
resources. Only five of 14 countries have indicators for sub-goal 4.4, and these come in the
forms of environmental taxation such as implicit tax on energy, proportion of environment tax
to total taxes, and expenditure for environmental protection. There are no targets from any
country in this sub-goal. The virtual absence of goal-target-indicator set in this sub-goal could
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be an indication that internalizing externalities has not yet received enough emphasis in
countries covered.

3. Assessment and candidate goals and indicators

The targets for sub-goals 4.1 and 4.2 are large and extensive and the identified indicators are
measurable, readily understandable and easily tracked. However, gaps were noted in matters
considered as crucial in generating decent and gainful jobs and ensuring the quality and
inclusivity of economic growth. These gaps cover self-generated jobs or self-employment,
particularly in livelihood activities where most young men and women become engaged in
and which highlight the potency of MSME in economic growth and job creation; economic
and labour productivity, which also largely reflect quality and equity; and skills mismatch,
which is considered a major global challenge (ILO, 2013a and 2013b). It may be useful for
countries to consult the indicators used by specialised bodies such ILO for various aspects of
labour markets and welfare, and the Ecorys study (2012) for MSMEs.

In addition, environmental and social accounting as well as internalisation of externalities, are
areas that need more attention and further work in terms of institutionalisation and extent of
use if integration of sustainable development dimensions were to proceed more effectively.

According to UNSTT (2012), “the future we want for all” requires transformative change in
existing production and consumption processes, management of natural resources and
mechanisms of governance. It calls for a broad approach to development, based on social
justice, structural transformation, economic diversification and growth. The financial crisis
served as painful lessons to many countries, which were forced to undertake the above-
mentioned transformations. May the post-2015 agenda usher in a new economic era that is
characterised by inclusive growth, gainful employment and low poverty incidence.
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Priority theme 5: Settlements, infrastructure and transport

1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Urban aspects of development comprise a host of cross-cutting issues. Due to continuing
urbanisation, cities increasingly concentrate human activity and have become a place where
the challenges of reducing environmental impacts while increasing well-being are packed as
if in a pressure cooker. It is therefore not surprising that many pieces of work on SDGs and
MDGs have debated whether cities should be a separate priority area and future goal or
embedded in other development goals.

Reports typically highlight the increasing challenges of urban areas, but the proposals for
clustering vary. The UNSTT identifies urban growth as a challenge that should therefore be
explicitly addressed (2012, 19). The HLP states that “cities are where the battle for
sustainable development will be won or lost”, but decides against a separate goal for cities,
with the intention to avoid an urban-vs.-rural priority competition (UNHLP, 2013: 17). The
SDSN emphasises that by 2050 around two-thirds of the world population would live in
cities, and problems of environmental degradation related to settlements are bound to
exacerbate further (SDSN, 2013: 18). The SDSN argues that cities are facing ‘“highly
complex yet crucial challenges” and therefore proposes an urban SDG in order to bring
together the efforts of multiple actors and stakeholders across a range of issues (SDSN, 2013:
41). Combining the issues of urban and rural settlements, a European NGO taskforce
proposes a separate goal for “liveable habitats that are socially, economically and
environmentally sustainable” (Concord, 2013: 22). Compared to these proposals, the
suggested set of goals by Griggs et al. is more condensed, and urban areas are included under
the broad Goal 1 for “thriving lives and livelihoods” (Griggs et al., 2013).

The line of thinking of the Small Planet research team was similar to the SDSN, and was
supported by empirical results. Most of the 14 countries studied have priority areas, goals or
targets for land use (e.g., reduce built-up areas); settlement structures and housing (e.g.,
number of houses provided, urban green areas); related infrastructure and services; as well as
mobility, public transport and air quality. Given their close and unique coupling in the
condensed geographic space characteristic of most cities, it would be difficult to cover these
issues adequately if they were scattered across separate goals.

Furthermore, as infrastructure is in most cases closely coupled with settlements, the two
aspects were combined, and transport infrastructure was included, as goals for major
infrastructure developments predominantly related to transportation infrastructure. Other
transport goals such as for changing the modal split are also treated in this goal area, as they
are closely linked to public transport goals, which are at the same time typically grouped with
urban goals. The goal clearly meets the universality requirement, as urbanisation is an issue in
both the developed and the developing world.

Sub-goal 5.1 addresses the ultimate ends that all people have a home and access to basic
infrastructure, the latter of which mainly includes waste management and telecommunication
since infrastructure for drinking water and waste water treatment is covered under the water
goal (see sub-goal 9.2), sanitation under the health and population goal (under sub-goal 2.4),
and infrastructure for electricity supply under the energy and climate change goal (see sub-
goal 8.3).

Sub-goal 5.2 postulates liveable cities and addresses the efficient use of land and resources as
well as air quality, and includes typical means to achieving integrated solutions, namely,
through effective urban planning and increased provision and use of public transport.
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Sub-goal 5.3 refers to ultimate means, i.e., the impact of urbanisation and infrastructure
development on the integrity of natural ecosystems.

Table 3.6: Goal and sub-goal statements for settlements, infrastructure and transport

Priority themes Goal statements

Sub-goal statements

5. Settlements and | Settlements with their
infrastructure infrastructure are
liveable, green and
well managed

5.1 All people have a home and access to basic
infrastructure and services

5.2 Urban planning provides liveable cities with
clean air and efficient use of land and resources

5.3 Major infrastructure development does not
impose risk to the integrity of natural ecosystem
and society, and the modal share of

increased

environmentally-friendly ~ transport has been

2. Small Planet findings

For Goal 5 the focus areas differ to some extent between developed and developing countries,
in particular for sub-goal 5.3. For infrastructure development, country targets are difficult to
cluster, as the ways of grouping them vary significantly. For example, in the case of transport,
countries might not differentiate between major inter-urban construction projects and those
within urban areas, such as for rail and public transport, respectively (e.g., France); or they
might not differentiate between a modal shift overall and in urban areas (e.g., India); or
between construction and efficiency increase (e.g., Poland). For sub-goals 5.1 and 5.2, almost
all countries have goals, targets or indicators, which also show some convergence.

Sub-goal 5.1 addresses the availability of housing and basic infrastructure. In the Small Planet
countries, the goals and targets for housing supply are either general (Bangladesh and
Indonesia) or include references to vulnerable parts of society, affordability and quality
criteria (Australia, China, France and Korea). Somewhat surprisingly only Indonesia and
Poland include goals related to the development of utilities, with the latter addressing waste
treatment facilities in particular. Australia and Japan have targets and indicators for
communication infrastructure, such as telephone and internet connectivity.

While territorial cohesion is a general goal within the EU, France, Hungary and Poland have a
particular focus on strengthening it. The issues addressed include access to services
throughout the territory, improved accessibility of settlements and “strengthening the
diffusion mechanisms and spatial integration in order to make full use of the regional
potentials” (Poland). Outside the EU regional disparities are often framed as rural-urban
migration, but as the problems are similar, comparisons and learning from experience with
long-standing cohesion policies might be useful.

Within sub-goal area 5.2 there are goals in France, Germany and Sweden for efficient land
use and for “compact cities" in Bangladesh. In Switzerland, land use issues are tackled more
broadly through spatial planning (see sub-goal 7.2). Germany is the only country with a
target, namely, of reducing the increase of built-up areas from 130 ha/day to 30 ha/day. China
on the other hand has a target to increase the urbanisation rate by around 10 per cent, but aims
at the same time at co-ordinated regional and urban planning. Singapore and Korea emphasise
increasing urban green spaces with many targets and measures for achieving them. All the
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examples show increasing awareness of the importance of this area in both developed and
developing countries. However, the diffusion of this issue still needs to be more widespread.

Public transport goals, both expressed as developing infrastructure and in relation to compact
cities, are found in Australia, France, Hungary, Indonesia and Singapore. These appear as a
low recognition compared to the need for improvement in this area. The picture gets
somewhat better when including the general goals on shifting the modal share, which also
include cities. Air quality targets are established in all countries but in Bangladesh, China,
India and Indonesia where these issues are not covered in their integrated strategies.

Regarding sub-goal 5.3, India has a general target of increasing investment in infrastructure
as percentage of GDP. European countries and Japan have no goals or targets for the
construction of major infrastructure, but it can be assumed that such targets exist in sector
plans, for instance, in the transport sector. The other countries have construction targets for
transport infrastructure, and the most striking feature is the scale of difference between road
and rail, which in Bangladesh amounts to 50 times more road kilometres compared to rail. In
Indonesia, planned rail constructions seem to be confined to the Jakarta metropolitan area,
and the target for road construction is about half of that of Bangladesh. In China, in contrast,
the factor is only 2, i.e., twice as many road kilometres compared to rail kilometres are
planned; and Poland lies in between with a factor of roughly 10. Goals for shifting the modal
share to low-carbon modes of transport are found in all countries but Bangladesh, Indonesia,
Japan, Korea, Hungary and Poland — with the latter two focusing on efficiency increase —
and the goals are most explicit, partly with targets, in France, Germany, Switzerland and
China. Singapore focuses on efficiency increase, but also formulates a modal shift related
goal, namely, to reduce the growth of private transport.

Environmental impacts of infrastructure constructions are addressed in EU countries by
legislation for Environmental Impact Assessment. Among the other countries researched,
impact assessment is applied in China, which takes a wider view with defining “impact
indicators of major infrastructure on environment and society”.

3. Assessment and candidate global goals and indicators

Overall, the analysis of countries’ ambitions and goals for cities and settlements confirm the
proposal for treating this area as a separate goal. Increase of efficiency in land use and its
enablers (i.e., city planning) appear as the most promising candidates for a universal goal. The
call for increased provision and use of public transport is also quite widespread throughout
the Small Planet sample, in particular when combined with general transport goals on modal
share, as well as goals and indicators for air quality. While measuring the modal split in
various ways is common, indicators for public transport vary. For land use changes several
countries use the increase of built-up area as indicator.

However, there seems to be a need for wider diffusion of the priorities covered and in
particular for strengthening integrated urban planning as well as a need for more ambitious
goals and targets that relate to liveable cities. A prominent example here is Singapore’s
aspiration to become “an outstanding knowledge hub in the latest technology and services
that will help cities grow in a more environmentally friendly way”, which might lead to a
championing and leadership role in the global context, together with other ambitious cities
elsewhere.

44



Priority theme 6: Sustainable production and consumption, and economic sectors
1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

While most goal areas proposed in this report as SDGs might be characterised as “cross-
cutting”, the theme and concept of sustainable production and consumption (SCP) are often
considered as the most fundamental dimensions of sustainable development, as they relate to
basic aspects of economic systems.

Virtually all reports and proposals for SDGs and the post-2015 agenda that were analysed in
this study include SCP as one of the “crucial topics” and point out that “a (radical) shift
towards more sustainable patterns of consumption and production and resource use” is needed
(OWG, 2013: paragraph 105; see also summary in UNSTT, 2012). The HLP assessed that the
MDGs “fell short... by not addressing the need to promote sustainable patterns of
consumption and production” (see executive summary in HLP, 2013). However, how to deal
with SCP varies by the goal set. Some reports keep it among cross-cutting issues to be
embedded in other goal areas (see, for instance, HLP, 2013; Concord, 2013). Griggs et al.
include it in their Goal 1 “Thriving lives and livelihoods”, a goal that addresses several issues
and ends “...while moving towards sustainable consumption and production” (2013). The
SDSN again qualifies its proposed Goal 2 “Achieve development within planetary
boundaries”, in that “all countries have a right to development that respects planetary
boundaries, ensures sustainable production and consumption patterns ...” and consider it “in
essence” as goal for “the better known concept of SCP” (SDSN, 2013; 28, 39, Q 19 and 20).

The empirical situation of the Small Planet sample in several aspects points in the same
direction. Many countries have general goals and targets for resource efficiency, besides more
specific ones on efficiency of food production, water and energy use. The latter are reflected
in this study within the respective themes. Resource efficiency, for example, is also expressed
in more specific goals and targets for consumption and waste. The research team therefore
decided to outline a separate goal for SCP, also taking into account the radical change needed
as mentioned above and the acknowledged fundamental character of SCP that otherwise tends
to get lost. It was also decided to consider economic sectors as part of this goal area, in order
to provide a room for sectors not covered elsewhere, such as mining and tourism.

The interpretation of the universality for the SCP goal is somewhat contentious. As the HLP
points out, changes in consumption and production patterns must be led by the developed
world where per capita consumption is highest and that has particular responsibility in sharing
SCP-related technologies (HLP, 2013). However, universality is warranted due in part to a
growing middle class and per capita consumption in a number of developing countries, and
due to growing evidence that human well-being and happiness do not increase above a certain
level of material consumption. All countries need to either reduce their footprint, or might
increase it only to the extent that they remain within global and regional biocapacities,
according to the “shrink and share” concept (Kitzes et al., 2008).

Within the goal for SCP, the first sub-goal addresses the ultimate ends of everybody living a
sustainable lifestyle; the second one represents the tourism sector as one of the intermediate
ends; the third specifies investment in innovation for green and circular economy as
intermediate means; and the fourth finally defines the ultimate means.
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Table 3.7: Goal and sub-goal statements for SCP and economic sectors

Priority themes Goal statements Sub-goal statements
SCP  and | Resource efficient and [ 6.1 Principles and practice of sustainable
economic sectors environmentally friendly | lifestyles are applied by the majority of the

production and consumption in | population
all economic sectors
6.2 Culturally and environmentally friendly,
responsible and low-impact tourism has become
dominant

6.3 Investment and innovation for green and
circular economy has been significantly
increased

6.4 The increase of waste and pollutants in the
environment has been significantly slowed down

and resource efficiency has been increased

2. Small Planet findings

Goals and targets for sustainable lifestyles (sub-goal 6.1) in the analysed country sample on
the one hand refer to material output, i.e., the level of material consumption, which is often
expressed as a resource efficiency or waste reduction goal (see sub-goal 6.4). On the other
hand, goals also refer to people’s attitudes, aiming at “community awareness”, “behaviour
change”, “sustainable consumption habits”, “environmentally-friendly attitudes”, “aligning
consumption with sustainable development” (Australia, France, Hungary and Switzerland,
respectively), as well as the prerequisite for such a behaviour, namely, the availability of
sustainable products and services (France, Switzerland, Poland and Singapore). Sustainable

lifestyles are only addressed in these six, mostly developed, countries.

Goals for resource efficiency (sub-goal 6.4) in contrast exist in all countries but Bangladesh
and India. China aims at developing a circular economy and a resource-saving and
environmentally friendly production; it also seems to have indicators (Pinter, 2006; Xie et al.,
2008), but those are not included in the reviewed documents. In the other countries the most
common indicator is resource productivity (or material intensity), with Germany being the
only country that has a target, namely, doubling resource productivity by 2020 (using 1994 as
the base year). Except China and Germany, all studied countries also have goals or indicators
for waste, mostly both on reduction of the waste volume and increased recycling. France,
Hungary and Singapore are seemingly the most ambitious countries, often having detailed
targets for both aspects, with Singapore even aiming “towards low-percentage landfill”.
Sweden focuses on a non-toxic environment, giving attention to emerging harmful substances
such as endocrine disrupters and nanomaterials, and India has a target for cleaning up
contaminated sites. Besides Singapore, the attention to waste among Asian countries seems to
be highest in Indonesia that wants to improve, inter alia, waste management through a 3R
integrated waste management; is rather surprisingly low in Japan and Korea; and not
mentioned at all in China and Bangladesh. Overall, Switzerland has the most comprehensive
goal, aiming at “shifting to more sustainable patterns of production and consumption”,
combined with “using natural resources sustainably”, while Germany’s wording is “using
resource economically and efficiently”.

The tourism sub-goal (6.2) is addressed in Australia, India and Singapore. Australia has an
extensive set of goals for ecologically sustainable tourism, including behavioural aspects as
well as regulation and monitoring. India aims at ecotourism in nature protection areas, while
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Singapore plans to increase the areas and accessibility of waterways and parks for
recreational purposes, but without addressing sustainability aspects.

Within the sub-goal area investment in innovation for a green and circular economy (6.3) all
studied countries but Japan and Indonesia address R&D in various ways. Seven countries
have targets for increasing the government, public or private spending for R&D (Bangladesh,
China, France, Germany, Hungary, Korea and Sweden), but without connection to sustainable
development. Several countries make the link between R&D and sustainable development
(Australia, China, France, India, Korea, Singapore and Switzerland), though in most cases at
the level of goals only. Korea is in a leading position with a number of indicators for R&D
investment for green growth, followed by Singapore. The clearest goals for linking R&D and
sustainable development are found in Australia, France and India.

Another focus in this area is supporting business for sustainability and/or green economy, for
which Australia, France, Hungary and again Korea have goals. Quite surprisingly, no country
seems to have goals, targets or indicators for green or sustainable public procurement, which
is one of the strongest signals a government could give for greening the economy. Reference
to a circular economy is made in China and Australia, which encourages the manufacturing
sector to adopt whole-life-cycle analysis.

3. Assessment and candidate global goals and indicators

The coverage of the SCP and economic sectors theme in the Small Planet countries remains
somewhat patchy. However, the abundance of goals, targets and indicators specifically
dedicated to this area confirm the wvalidity of the proposal for a separate goal. The
consumption and lifestyle aspects are so far only addressed by developed countries, but not
by all, and not picked up by developing countries with a growing middle class. In light of the
importance of food consumption, Poland’s indicator for increasing vegetable consumption is
noteworthy. While tourism receives less attention than expected, it remains an economic
sector with global relevance, as well as a source of income in developing countries, and it
requires a sustainability framework.

Resource efficiency is rather widely covered across all countries, and hence is clearly a
candidate for a global goal, with resource productivity as a common indicator. Waste
management needs more attention in developing countries, and in light of the resource agenda
also in developed countries, where related employment effects were also recently highlighted
by the European Commission (Vandenberghe, 2013). Indonesia’s stepping up of its 3R
integrated waste management programme is welcome, as well as Singapore’s ambitious goal
“towards zero landfill” with related measures. The explicit reference to a circular economy in
China as well as the lifecycle analysis (LCA) approach in Australia are also candidates for
wider diffusion. As investment and R&D are important levers, those countries that already
specify the link to sustainable development and green economy in their goals are
frontrunners. An obvious indicator is the share of R&D spending and manpower for green
growth and sustainable development.
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Priority theme 7: Food security, sustainable agriculture and fisheries

1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

In various forms, themes related to food security, agriculture and fisheries appear as priorities
in all existing country strategies, integrated development plans and similar high-leverage
documents. This is not surprising — food is an essential element of human well-being,
irrespective of context. But agriculture is also recognised as being more than about food, as
the sector produces a large number of raw materials for industry and various forms of
renewable energy. Agro-ecosystems and fisheries harbour a significant portion of terrestrial
and aquatic biodiversity, and play a role as a carbon sink, irrespective of location. Therefore,
agriculture and fisheries clearly meet the universality requirement for SDGs on more than one
account.

Food security was part of the MDGs in the form of halving the proportion of people who
suffer from hunger between 1990 and 2015. While in relative terms progress has been made
under business-as-usual scenarios, even by 2050 malnutrition would not be fully eradicated,
due to the combined effects of demographic growth, environmental degradation, insufficient
investment and competition for land, which would result in further stress mainly for the urban
poor (UNEP, 2012; OECD and FAO 2013). The High Level Panel’s focus is on ensuring
food security and good nutrition, under which the illustrative sub-goals cover ending hunger
and reducing hunger-related child health problems. Other sub-goals call for sustainable
agriculture and fisheries practices and the reduction of food waste (United Nations, 2013).
The UNSTT puts the emphasis on sustainable food and nutrition security. From the inclusive
social development point of view, the UNSTT emphasises universal access to sufficient and
good quality food as a human right. Food production is considered from the perspective of
inclusive economic development, with emphasis on national strategies to support food
productivity and access to land and water as the means of production, particularly in
smallholder agriculture, where poverty is often the most entrenched (UNSTT, 2012). In the
SDNS report, addressing hunger is part of the poverty goal, while food production has its own
goal, combined with the need for rural prosperity (SDSN, 2013).

Following the logic of ultimate ends-ultimate means framework, a food-related SDG must
address both the number of hungry as an outcome, and the means of food production and
agro-ecosystems as foundations. Sub-goal 7.1, or the ultimate end, is defined as access to
food at sufficiency level in order to consider not only hunger, but also overconsumption and
related health problems. Sub-goal 7.2 refers to productivity via_conversion to sustainable
agricultural production systems. It is grounded in the view that the increase in production
must come mostly through intensification, as opportunities for expanding farmland without
further eroding biodiversity are becoming limited. However, longer-run intensification would
be an answer only if it did not undermine the productive capacity of agro-ecosystems. The
third sub-goal’s reference to access to land recognises the increasing importance of land. Sub-
goal 7.4, which is the foundation of the other sub-goals, refers to maintaining the viability of
agro-ecosystems so that they could also continue to deliver goods and services necessary for
human society. This is consistent with the finding of recent global assessments that found that
the required productivity increases and intensification would work only if they did not lead to
increasing agriculture’s overall pressure on the resource base (IAASTD, 2009).
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Table 3.8: Goal and sub-goal statements for food security, sustainable agriculture and fisheries

Priority themes Goal statements Sub-goal statements

7. Food security, Sustainable agriculture, | 7.1. Access to affordable, nutritious and healthy food at
sustainable food security and sufficiency level (tackling hunger and obesity and
agriculture and universal nutrition avoiding food waste) is ensured

fisheries

to sustainable agriculture, fisheries and forestry

7.3. Effective land-use planning and management is in
place and assures equitable access to land

7.4. The quantity and quality of agro-ecosystems are
maintained without destroying natural ecosystems

7.2. Productivity is increased via accelerated conversion

2. Small Planet findings

For the themes of food security, sustainable agriculture and fisheries in general, there are
examples for all sub-goals and related targets and indicators from the countries reviewed.
However, coverage is uneven and very few countries have systematically linked goals, targets
and indicators. Sub-goals 7.2 and 7.4 are relatively less covered in country strategies, with
several countries not having related goals, targets and indicators in the documents reviewed.
In general, one could say that land-based agricultural production is significantly better
covered than fisheries. Unless fisheries-related goals, targets and indicators are addressed in
sector-level strategies in the countries under review, this possible gap is interesting in light of
the near universal unsustainability problems with fisheries and the weight of fish in some
countries’ food supply. Forestry is also underrepresented in the indicator sets.

Goal 7.1, which ensures access to affordable, nutritious and healthy food at sufficiency level,
is relatively weakly covered at the country level. Among the developing countries within the
Small Planet, only Bangladesh identified goals, targets and indicators related to achieving
food sufficiency and reducing food-based poverty. As expected, food sufficiency is not
covered in developed countries. Instead, the focus is on reducing food waste (Australia, Korea
and France); self-sufficiency (Korea); and consumption of organic food (Switzerland).

Food overconsumption and obesity (not only in developed but increasingly even in some
developing countries) were not identified as priorities in any of the reviewed country
documents except Sweden. Considering the trends and costs associated with obesity, this
could mean that the issue is covered in more specialised documents and strategies than the
ones reviewed. The same may explain the lack of goals, targets and indicators for food
sufficiency in countries that continue to have problems in this area (e.g., Indonesia, India and
China). Among the developing countries reviewed, only Bangladesh has a consistent set of
goals, targets and indicators.

The number of countries showing goals, targets or indicators for sub-goal 7.2 is higher than
for sub-goal 7.1, but there are less consistent patterns. While the goal itself aims to combine
productivity increases with the more widespread use of sustainable agriculture, country goals
tend to address one or the other, and only in a few cases, both. The economic value of
production, farm income and competitiveness of the sector are of concern to several countries
(Australia, Bangladesh, Hungary, India and Switzerland). The value of aquaculture was
specifically identified in two cases (Korea and Indonesia). With regard to the sustainability
aspects, several of the more advanced countries treat organic production and certification
(France, Germany, Hungary and Poland) and integrated management in agriculture
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(Australia) as priorities. There are no clear developed vs. developing country patterns with
regard to this goal, except for the emphasis put on organic production, similar to sub-goal 7.1.

Sub-goal 7.3 aims for effective land use planning and management to assures equitable access
to land. It is related to resource governance mechanisms for agriculture and, most
importantly, land. Only a few countries cover the sub-goal, and the targets are identified only
in one (Indonesia). There is no obvious pattern of difference between more and less advanced
countries or regions. With some variation in terminology, several countries refer to the need
for clear land management systems and their various elements, such as statistical and
geospatial databases, rules governing land use, and spatial planning (Australia, India,
Indonesia and Switzerland). One country which limited the conversion of farmland to other
uses as a goal was identified (Bangladesh). Indicators usually refer only to the outcome of
land management such as changes in land use, but do not refer directly to the presence and
functioning of governance mechanisms.

The relatively weak representation of this sub-goal may indicate a lack of attention to land-
use planning and management mechanisms, but also to the challenge of setting governance
related goals, targets and indicators.

The focus of sub-goal 7.4 on the quality and quantity of agro-ecosystems is reasonably well
represented in countries through goals, targets and indicators. Quantity is addressed through
goals related to the maintenance of farmland reserves or the avoidance of farmland loss
(China, France and Switzerland), but also through limiting the area of degraded or fallow land
(Bangladesh and Australia). As a specific issue, Indonesia highlights the condition and
quantity of peatlands. With regard to land quality, several countries aim to keep pressure on
land via the use of pesticides and fertilisers under control (France, Hungary, India, Germany
and Sweden). Preventing the degradation of land or soil is also mentioned (Poland and
Korea), along with maintaining soil carbon specifically (Korea). A few countries (Sweden
and Australia) identified goals that reflect a more holistic and systems-oriented view of
agricultural land, taking concepts such as ecosystem integrity and services, agricultural
biodiversity and critical thresholds into account.

Targets for 7.4 are generally weak, and in most cases do not specify in concrete terms the area
and quality of farmland a country aims to preserve for agricultural production. There are no
targets for fisheries in the reviewed documents. Indicators for this sub-goal are not
systematically covered either, even though relevant data even from global databases are often
available.

3. Assessment and candidate global goals and indicators

Overall, one could conclude that even though the world is facing a potential tightening of the
global food supply system, more could be done at the country level to establish an integrated
system of goals, targets and indicators, as key elements of a sectoral management system.

In terms of ultimate ends, both the number of hungry and the number of overfed and obese
should have a goal and target. While production figures are routinely available through
market players and international organisations, there are few goals and targets relating to the
governance and management mechanisms in agriculture that would ensure the delivery of
food to a growing global population. As for the quantity and conditions of the resource base,
both developed and developing countries in the Small Planet could set more systematic goals
to protect the land base — in terms of quality as well as quantity — from further erosion
under the required intensification to meet growing global food demands. Finally, countries,
especially where fishery produces a significant portion of food, would be well advised to
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identify goals and targets and track progress of fish stocks and fishery ecosystem trends, as
these are essentially missing in reviewed high level strategy documents.

51



Priority theme 8: Energy and climate change
1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Energy and climate change represent an integrated goal, recognising the close coupling of
meeting the needs of human society for energy (as an ultimate end) with the effects of the
fossil energy sector on the climate system. This is reflected in many country strategies that
often address the two issues in tandem. In essence, the combination of these two priorities
recognises energy production and consumption as key levers in tackling climate change as a
mainly human-induced problem (GAE, 2012; Pachauri and Reisinger, 2007).

Climate change, energy, and the close linkages between the two, are represented not only in
country strategies, but also in all SDG-related global reports. The HLP suggests an energy-
specific goal, addressing the energy mix, access and energy efficiency, while it considers
climate change a cross-cutting issue (UNHLP 2013). The UNSTT on the Post-2015 UN
Development Agenda identifies the threat of climate change as one of the key areas of
concern that have emerged forcefully since the establishment of the MDGs and that requires
attention. It also points out the risk of climate policy failure and the need for global
governance mechanisms (UNSTT, 2012). The SDSN suggests a goal on curbing climate
change while ensuring the provision of sustainable energy that is the most similar to the goal
identified for the Small Planet. Specifically, this report points out that climate change is an
existential threat to humanity, and unless a way is found to de-carbonise the world’s energy
system, none of the other key SDGs, such as the poverty reduction, would be met (SDSN,
2013).

Energy is a cross-cutting goal: it directly underpins economic production processes, and
contributes to all aspects of human well-being, from the energy needed to heat homes,
producing food, or operating basic infrastructure and institutions. Climate change of course is
also cross-cutting with implications essentially for all other goals, sub-goals and sectors.
There is also a strong link to biodiversity and ecosystems through the greenhouse gas
emission source and carbon sink functions of ecosystems. Not all of these linkages could be
captured under the energy and climate change goal and sub-goals, therefore it will be
essential for energy and climate change links to be also recognised under the relevant other
goals. While the generation of energy and overall emissions are covered under this goal,
energy use is largely determined by other goals related to the most important energy
consuming sectors, such as settlements, infrastructure and transport; SCP and economic
sectors; food security and agriculture (Goal 7); and water availability and access (Goal 8).

The three sub-goals under this goal, as shown in Table 3.7 below, deal with access, the energy
mix and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as the main culprit in climate change. Access as a
proxy for an ultimate end is a major issue, mostly for developing and transitional countries.
Access to sustainable forms of energy and energy efficiency are relevant for all countries on
the Small Planet. Increasing the share of clean renewables is of general concern and serves as
a direct lever for climate change. Halting the increase of GHG concentrations has been
identified as a key cumulative global outcome of all climate change mitigation relating to
measures and serves as a proxy for ultimate means.

Table 3.9: Goal and sub-goal statements for energy and climate change

Priority Goal statements Sub-goal statements

themes

8. Energy Climate change is effectively addressed while 8.1 Everyone has access to sufficient
and climate | access to clean and sustainable energy has been energy and consumption is efficient
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change significantly improved and sustainable

8.2 The generation of clean and
sustainable renewables has increased

8.3 The rate of GHG concentration
increase in the atmosphere has been
reduced

2. Small Planet findings

Energy and climate change are well represented in country documents. The developed-
developing country divide is clear, where developing countries refrain from making emission
reduction goals and put more emphasis on expanding energy supply services, while better-off
countries are more likely to set emission reduction targets and focus on increasing the share
of renewables and improving energy efficiency.

Access to energy (sub-goal 8.1) is mainly a developing country issue, and attaining full
electrification appears as a goal (Bangladesh and India). However, access to renewables is
relevant for all, and many countries identify related goals and targets (Bangladesh, France,
Germany, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Korea, Sweden and Switzerland). Energy efficiency
also appears to be a near universal issue, and there are examples of detailed energy efficiency
targets from both Europe and Asia-Pacific (Australia, China, France, Hungary, Indonesia,
Korea, Poland, Singapore and Sweden).

In some cases the intention to cap overall energy consumption is also identified as a goal
(China). Broader, closely interrelated systemic concerns such as energy security (India);
diversity of supply (Singapore); self-reliance and reduced dependency (Indonesia,
Switzerland); and stability (Korea) also appear as goals. Issues related to energy system
governance are also represented, for instance developing energy performance contracts
(France); facilitating energy-related benchmarking for industry (Singapore); or setting up and
energy management and audit system (Indonesia).

Consumption is clearly linked to the sub-goal on generation (8.2): consumption can hardly be
efficient and sustainable if generation relies on dirty non-renewable fuels and if supply does
not meet demand. Sub-goal 8.2 in relation to the generation of clean and sustainable
renewables as part of the overall energy mix is covered by most countries, though only a few
have a complete sequence of goals, targets and indicators (India, Korea and France). Typical
targets identify increasing the share of renewables — often in significant detail by type of
energy source or specifying targets related to one or more renewables, such as wind or
geothermal (Bangladesh, Indonesia and France). Even in cases where the use of carbon-based
energy is projected, it can be accompanied by targets related to renewables (India).

Sub-goal 8.3, on greenhouse gas concentrations — a fundamental pre-requisite for
moderating anthropogenically induced climate change — is typically addressed through
emissions as its key lever. Adaptation is not covered under this goal, while clearly relevant in
terms of reduction of impacts. Emissions are covered by the United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) in most countries, therefore national goals,
targets and indicators are relatively common. With regard to climate change, the existence
and nature of goals, targets and indicators is strongly influenced by the development status
and subsequent commitments of the country under the UNFCCC agreement, with Annex I
countries often making emission reduction targets. The few cases (e.g., Germany) where no
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goals, targets and indicators have been identified, could be explained in part by the choice of
source documents reviewed.

The GHG concentration sub-goal is represented in several countries by emission-related
goals, targets and indicators. Goals and targets vary from very specific, sectoral commitments
(France, Indonesia, Korea and Singapore) to simple and general (Poland and Sweden). Some
countries that have not identified an explicit goal may still have targets and indicators (China
and Hungary). While several countries make absolute emission reduction commitments either
in terms of volume or compared with a historic baseline, others focus on GHG intensity, i.e.,
reducing GHG emission by a unit of GDP (India and Singapore). While reducing emissions
associated with producing a unit of economic output is an important target, if the economy
grows very fast, the savings due to nominal reductions in emissions may be outweighed by
the growth of production. This can result in an increase of emissions in absolute terms, which
is the parameter that matters from the point of the view of the climate system. Therefore, from
the climate point of view both GHG intensity and absolute emission goals and targets are
required.

3. Assessment and candidate global goals and indicators

Energy, climate change and their relationship are fundamental concerns for sustainable
development and their importance is universally recognised. This research also found that
there are many examples or goals, targets and indicators currently in use by countries.
However, even though these have been discussed at great lengths by countries — either
through their domestic policy processes or through the negotiation of international
agreements, based on the review the high-level integrated policy documents selected for this
research — there appears to be gaps in the sequence of goals, targets and indicators.

Most of the gaps in goals, targets and indicators are clearly not knowledge gaps, as energy
and climate change related goals, targets and indicators are relatively well known, both in the
scientific literature and through relevant international agreements, such as the UNFCCC. The
gaps probably arise more from the nature of the policy and political process, where
commitments in a high-stakes area such as climate change are often used as bargaining chips.
Ultimately, the much needed progress would require more coherence between goals and
targets, more systematic adoption of reporting and ultimately accountability mechanisms that
form an important part of indicators.
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Priority theme 9: Water availability and access

1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

In its recently published report, the Overseas Development Institute (ODI) analysed different
post-2015 goal and target proposal, which were collected in the so-called Future Goals
Tracker database (ODI, 2013; see also Future Goals Tracker, n.d.). The highest number of
proposals, totalling 44, discussed the issue of water, which underlines the importance of
ensuring access to safe and affordable water for all and dedicating a stand-alone goal for this
theme. While the MDG7 (target C.) focused on developing and maintaining a well-
functioning water infrastructure, the current goal and target proposals aim at widening the
focus also to sustainable water management and freshwater resources.

As part of the environmental sustainability dimension, the UNSTT framework lists universal
access to clean water and sanitation (UNSTT, 2012: 25). The HLP on the Post-2015
Development Agenda suggests a separate goal, which aims “to achieve universal access to
water and sanitation” (United Nations, 2013: 31). Apart from access to drinking water and
sanitation, the goal also includes freshwater withdrawal and recycling of wastewater among
its targets. Griggs et al. considers sustainable water security among one of the six suggested
sustainable development goals for the people and the planet (2013, 307). The goal aims to
“achieve universal access to clean water and basic sanitation, and ensure efficient allocation
through integrated water-resource management”. Interestingly, the SDSN in its SDG draft
report for public consultation, does not suggest a separate water goal in its set, but considers it
as a cross-cutting issue and mentions sustainable use of water, universal access to water and
sanitation in its Goal 6 to “improve agriculture systems and raise rural prosperity” and in its
goal 7 to “empower inclusive, productive and resilient cities” (SDSN, 2013: 24).

In line with the proposals of HLP (2013) and the Griggs et al. (2013), the water availability
and access goal in this study includes three sub-goals. Following the logic of the ultimate
ends-ultimate means triangle, the first sub-goal 9.1 refers to the ultimate ends of human well-
being and aims to ensure that households and all economic sectors consume water in an
efficient and sustainable manner. As an intermediate means, the second sub-goal 9.2 aims for
the creation and the maintenance of a water supply infrastructure, which is crucial for
affordable and safe water supply. Whilst the third sub-goal 9.3 refers to the integrity of the
water cycle, which is essential basic mean to ensure safe and affordable water supply. The
integrity of the water cycle is to be achieved through widespread adoption of integrated water
resources management.

Table 3.10: Goal and sub-goal statements for water availability and access

Priority Goal statements Sub-goal statements
themes
9. Water Safe and affordable water is 9.1 Water consumption of households and all

availability provided for all and the integrity of | economic sectors is efficient and sustainable
and access the water cycle is ensured

ensure a sufficient and safe water supply
9.3 The integrity of the water cycle has been

water resources management

9.2 Infrastructure is available and well maintained to

achieved through widespread adoption of integrated
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2. Small Planet findings

The Small Planet countries have goals, targets and indicators relating to all or at least one of
the sub-goals, but the coverage seems uneven. While the integrity of water cycle is covered
by all countries, the issue of water supply infrastructure is less and the efficiency of
consumption are not or only partially addressed by many of the analysed countries (Germany,
Switzerland, Sweden, Poland, India and Indonesia). Only two countries, Bangladesh and
Korea cover all three sub-goal areas; at the same time their goals are supported by quantified,
time-bound targets and related indicators.

With regards to goal 9.1 on efficient and sustainable water consumption, nine studied
countries address the issue, but in most cases the goals and targets are rather patchy. Three
Asian countries, China, Korea and Singapore, defined goals together with underlying targets
and indicators. China aims at “building a water-saving society” (National Development and
Reform Commission of China, 2011) Korea plans to increase the efficiency and equity of
water management through an improved water pricing system, and Singapore aims for self-
sufficiency and greater efficiency. In addition, France aims to grant local authorities with
more capacity and power to regulate and control efficient water use in communities, Hungary
defines quantified targets for water intensity and reduced amount of wastewater, while
Australia, Bangladesh, Japan and Poland have related indicators for monitoring in place.
Surprisingly, two developing countries, Indonesia and India and three more advanced
countries, Germany, Switzerland and Sweden, does not address the issue of sustainable water
consumption. Although Switzerland does not specify goals for water efficiency it aims to
decouple resource usage from economic productivity. Where introduced, indicators in this
section focus on water consumption per capita, per municipality or per sector as well as on
the efficiency of the consumption.

As for sub-goal 9.2, 10 countries considered goals, targets or indicators for drinking and
wastewater infrastructure, with the aim to ensure provision of safe, good quality and
accessible water and four mostly Asian countries (Bangladesh, Indonesia, Korea and
Hungary), introduced a complete sequence of goals, targets and indicators. China, France and
India defined either a relevant goal or a target, while Australia and Japan only considered
indicators for monitoring. Where they exist, targets and indicators are mostly focusing on the
availability of (piped) drinking water and wastewater treatment facilities. However, some
countries also monitor the number of facilities for drinking water treatment, or the penetration
of access to drinking water facilities in the rural areas (Korea), and the diversification of
water supply by desalination and water reclamation (Singapore). Four European countries
(Germany, Poland, Sweden and Switzerland) did not address the issue, which may be due to
the fact the water infrastructure is already in quite an advanced stage and therefore the issue is
considered to be already addressed.

For sub-goal 9.3, concerning the integrity of the water cycle, is considered in all Small Planet
countries; almost all countries (except Poland and Singapore) defined goals for ecologically
healthy water bodies through the establishment and the implementation of sufficient water
management policies and mechanisms. In six of these countries (Bangladesh, France,
Germany, India, Indonesia and Switzerland) the goals are underlined with quantified targets
and in most cases also with indicators. The targets and related indicators mostly focus on the
quality of surface water, but also, in few cases, on the availability and the amount of water
assets, i.e., France aims for the protection of the most vulnerable catchment areas: India
targets to restore 100,000 ha of wetlands/inland lakes/water bodies by 2017; and Singapore
aims to increase catchment areas from 50 per cent to 67 per cent on its land surface.
Additionally, Bangladesh focuses on tackling trans-boundary water issues and targets
establishment of sub-regional co-operation for water resource management and flood control
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with Bhutan and Nepal, and aims to monitor this by the number of co-operation instruments,
such as a memorandum of understanding or a treaty. While lacking targets, four other
countries (Australia, Japan, Korea and Sweden) monitor indicators related to their goal set.
Where existing, indicators are introduced for measuring mostly surface water quality, but in a
few cases also for groundwater quality (Japan); freshwater resources (Sweden); the annual
rainfall per capita (Korea); or the number of plans for the creation of basins to enhance
environmentally sound water cycle (Japan).

3. Assessment and candidate goals and indicators

For ensuring access to safe and affordable water, most of the small planet countries recognise
the importance of maintaining the integrity of the water cycle (as an ultimate mean). While
the importance of this sub-goal is spelled out at the goal level in many of the countries,
slightly more emphasis is placed on targets and indicators focusing on the quality of water
resources rather than on the availability of freshwater. This may be due to the well known and
widely promoted health consequences of unsafe and unclean water use, or the fact that the
risk of water scarcity has only recently been put in the spotlight of environmental problems.
Related to water resources and the water infrastructure, there are examples to follow: India
aims for multidisciplinary, participatory management of water resources, water programmes
and infrastructure, while Korea for the promotion of advanced system on water management
through stable water management base. Relevant indicators for measuring freshwater
resources could be the indicators that Australia uses to measure the water availability to meet
demand related to allocation, use, and the closing net water assets, by urban and rural regions.

Interestingly, the efficient supply and the sustainable use of water resources does not come
out as equally important in the countries Especially in the case of efficient supply, the
European and more developed countries that were studied tend to be less covered while the
sustainable use of water resources is equally underrepresented both in European and Asian,
developed and developing countries. Although many of the countries consider these issues,
for instance China aims to ensure water safety and create a “water-saving society” (National
Development and Reform Commission of China, 2011), many countries (even more advanced
ones) did not comprehensively address them. One could therefore conclude that the studied
countries tend to put less emphasis on the necessary infrastructures as well as on water
consumption and do not fully consider the implications of unsustainable water supply and use
on the quantity and the quality of water resources.

As for sustainable water use, self-sufficiency and greater efficiency in water use could be

measured in consumption per capita (litres/day) and water efficiency indicators, which are
indicators used in Singapore.
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Priority theme 10: Biodiversity and ecosystems

1. Rationale for the goal and sub-goals

Natural ecosystems and biodiversity represent life on Earth, on which human well-being
fundamentally depends and of which humans are an inseparable part. This relationship is
clearly expressed by the “safe operating space” concept that points to the need for human
society to ensure adequate human development for all without crossing the critical thresholds
beyond which the stability of the Earth’s life support systems is compromised (Rockstrom et
al., 2009). This priority therefore sits at the bottom of the ultimate means-ends pyramid as
crucial for securing sustainable development.

Many aspects of biodiversity are covered by international agreements and biodiversity was
also a part of MDG7, envisioning a significant reduction in the rate of biodiversity loss by
2015. This is most clearly expressed by the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and
the Aichi Biodiversity Targets (Convention on Biological Diversity, 2013), and other
ecosystem-specific conventions are also relevant, e.g., Ramsar Agreement, CITES, etc.
However, despite these conventions in place, global biodiversity trends continue to decline in
terms of populations, species and habitat lost, as also concluded by the recent GEO-5
assessment (Armenteras et al., 2012).

Safeguarding ecosystems, species and genetic diversity is recognised as a universal priority
by the HLP and as an enabler of human well-being and sustainability by the UNSTT (United
Nations, 2013; UNSTT, 2013). The SDSN report considers biodiversity as part of a broader
goal related to “secure ecosystem services and biodiversity, ensure good management of
water and other natural resources” (SDSN, 2013: 21).

The biodiversity and ecosystems goal under for the Small Planet adopts a focus that is closest
to the option identified in the HLP report. The first sub-goal 10.1 is related to the adequacy of
protection, which is an important aspect of biodiversity governance. This reflects a specific
type of interaction between society and biodiversity, and falls nearer to the categories of
intermediate means. The two other sub-goals related to species and habitat (10.2 and 10.3)
represent ultimate means, and their metrics should measure whether biodiversity protection
and ecosystem conservation actions are ultimately successful. The incorporation of ecosystem
functioning in the sub-goal points out that biodiversity plays its role not only via individual
species and ecosystem components as structural elements, but also via their existence as an
inter-linked and dynamic whole. The project team also considered recommending a fourth
sub-goal related to the introduction and presence of genetically modified organisms and
related risks. However, due to the lack of representation of the issue in national strategies, the
sub-goal was not included.

The inter-linkages between biodiversity, ecosystems and human well-being are broad and
deep. Besides ecosystems’ role in securing the conditions for maintaining the integrity of
biogeochemical processes, from climate to the nitrogen cycle, they also support human well-
being directly through ecosystem goods and services. This is reflected most clearly, in the
role of ecosystems for human health by purifying water, moderating climate extremes or
contributing to food security via maintaining soil fertility or pollination. Furthermore, the
natural resources sector is also providing jobs and livelihoods. However, ecosystems also act
as determinants of much broader elements of how humans function and feel, down to the
subjective well-being level (Summers et al., 2012).
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Table 3.11: Goal and sub-goal statements for biodiversity and ecosystems

Priority themes Goal statements

Sub-goal statements

10. Biodiversity and | Biodiversity and ecosystems
ecosystems are healthy and contribute to
human well-being

10.1 A sufficient proportion of all major biomes is
under adequate protection

10.2 The rate of extinction of natural and cultivated
species has been halted and is on course towards a
trend reversal

10.3 All types of natural habitats exist in a quantity
and quality sufficient for their healthy functioning

2. Small Planet findings

The coverage of the sub-goals under biodiversity and ecosystems in the Small Planet
countries represents a mixed bag. While sub-goals 10.1 and 10.3 are relatively well covered,
as in the case of several other suggested Small Planet goals, complete sequences of goals,
targets and indicators are an exception more than the rule, even in cases where they exist they
do not necessarily connect conceptually.

With regard to sub-goal 10.1, which relates to the designation of protected areas, there was a
distinct paucity of goals and targets, even though Target 11 of the Aichi Biodiversity Target
sets out a clear direction of protection for both terrestrial and marine habitat (Convention on
Biological Diversity, 2013). While some countries such as Australia recognised the
importance of the issue at the level of a goal, they do not identify a specific target, or the
target was not accompanied by the articulation of clear goals, as it was for example in
Germany. The example of France shows how this is possible; even if no indicators have been
identified, these could be easily derived from the targets proposed. Protection can take
different forms, and besides full designation as a protected area, a goal designating the
expansion of community or village forests was also identified in Indonesia. This may be
particularly important in countries where traditional forms of resource management continue
to play a role.

Halting the rate of extinction, sub-goal 10.3, has been the core concern of the CBD and the
conservation movement in general for a long time, and it is much better represented in the
countries researched. Their goals and targets address different aspects of threatened species,
from identifying desirable levels of specific families of species such as farm birds (Hungary,
Korea, Poland and Switzerland) to the overall status of endangered species, as measured
through an index (Germany) or simply the number of threatened species (Bangladesh).
Several countries point to the importance of biodiversity monitoring and information
(Singapore and Sweden). Besides threatened species, invasive species are also identified as a
biodiversity threat (in Germany, Korea and Sweden).

The availability of habitat is connected to the health of individual species, but it is also a
higher-level concern and reflects the understanding that individual species can only flourish
to the extent the conditions for their healthy functioning are available. Habitat quantity,
quality and the spatial structure all determine habitat suitability, and these elements are
reflected in many country goals. While goals are expressed in more generic terms, targets
often focus on preserving the quantity of specific high-value and/or sensitive ecosystems,
such as forests or wetlands (Bangladesh, China, Hungary, India and Korea). Some countries
identify not only the quantity but also the quality of habitat (Germany, Japan, Korea and
Switzerland). There are goals related not only to the preservation, but also rehabilitation of
habitat (Australia, Indonesia, Korea and Singapore). Measures affecting the preservation of
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habitat are also identified as goals, such as the designation of protected areas (Australia,
France, Japan, Poland, Singapore and Sweden) or the implementation of national afforestation
programmes (Bangladesh, Hungary and India), indicating a close link with sub-goal 10.1 and
governance in more general.

3. Lessons for global goals and indicators

The sub-goals, targets and indicators for this goal are fairly well represented in high-level
strategies of many countries in the Small Planet. This, along with several related multilateral
environmental agreements in force, support having biodiversity and ecosystems as a stand-
alone goal.

However, there are also significant gaps if one considers that in order to effectively address
the sustainability of biodiversity and ecosystems, actions are needed through multiple
elements in parallel, as indicated in the sub-goals proposed in this study. While many
countries address one or the other element of these priorities, none address them all. Even the
more easily quantifiable elements, such as the proportion of protected areas or number of
species under threat are insufficiently represented. Goals and targets related to populations of
species are available in a few cases, but limited most typically to birds, which will be due to
data limitations. While habitat quality is more difficult to assess, the majority of countries
also does not measure the number of habitats, even habitat quantity, which is easier to
quantify.

While the goals, targets and indicators identified in national documents underline the
importance of a biodiversity and ecosystems related common goal, there is much scope for
complementing and systematising them based on available, internationally agreed goals and
targets through existing mechanisms, mainly the Aichi Targets. These targets have already
been negotiated and used, in principle for making decisions related to conservation.
Recommendations for common goals, targets and indicators should come more from these
mechanisms that are more complete than this limited review of national priorities that found
many gaps.
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Priority theme 10+1: Adaptive governance and means of implementation

Much like other proposals, the Small Planet report views governance as an important
inclusion in the post-2015 framework due to the enabling effect of good governance for
development. Therefore, some overlap can be expected between this section and the
subsequent section on the Means of Implementation (Mol).

Governance is recognised across the board as an important ingredient in a future development
framework. The role of processes and institutions as enablers for implementation has been
known for a long time. This also figured in the MDGs — under MDG 8§, on the “global
partnership for development”. However, governance was rather vaguely represented as
qualitative “commitments to good governance”. Recognising that not enough has been done
to increase the contribution of governance to development, it is receiving substantial attention
in virtually all proposals. For example, the HLP identifies governance as a goal — focusing
on effective institutions (2013). However, governance is also a strong focus of the proposed
transformative shifts towards (i) building peace and effective, open and accountable
institutions for all; and (ii) forging a new global partnership. The SDSN has multiple
approaches to how governance could feature in the future development framework: (i) as a
goal with targets to transform governance for sustainable development; and (ii) governance
(including peace and security) as a fourth dimension of sustainable development integrated
into every SDG. Griggs et al. propose governance for sustainable societies as one of six
SDGs, recognising the importance of governance for the implementation of other
development goals (2013).

Table 3.12: Goal and sub-goal statements for governance and Mol

Priority themes Goal statements Sub-goal statements
11.Adaptive Adequate structures 11.1 Long-term integrated visions of
governance and and mechanisms are in sustainable development are developed to
means of place to support the guide physical, thematic and sectoral plans
implementation implementation of the
priorities underlying 11.2 A sustainable development cooperation
the SDGs at all levels framework at the international level is well
established

11.3 Policies and plans are co-ordinated to
integrate SDGs into decision-making and
implementation

reviewed on a regular basis

11.5 Tllicit flows of money and goods, tax
evasion, bribery and corruption are reduced

11.6 The impact of disasters on people and
property has been sharply reduced

11.4 Progress towards the SDGs is tracked and
the relevant information is accessible to all and

1. Small Planet findings

As for Goal 11 on adaptive governance, the Small Planet country review found good examples
in all of the (6) sub-goal areas of this goal cluster. However, not all countries place emphasis in
the same way, and therefore a great variation in the consistency of governance goals, targets and
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indicators could be observed. As for the ultimate end of sub-goal 11.1 on the existence of long-
term integrated visions of sustainable development, targets from some countries show that
simply indicating the existence of an overarching and cross-cutting plan is considered a good
initial step. Moreover, since this sub-goal is not entirely new, there are examples of countries
(France) anchoring their goal, target and indicator in Agenda 21 and in the development
objectives of the European Union. Whether the plans that are the focus of this sub-goal area
really guide planning and decision-making, or if they are just drafted pro-forma is not clear from
the existing indicators. New and matching indicators should be designed to enable a tracking of
this sub-goal area. Practices from some of the reviewed countries (Switzerland) could yield
information as to how this can be approached.

Sub-goal 11.2 focuses on international co-operation to pursue sustainable development and
some countries reflect this goal as the aspiration to strengthen global governance for
sustainable development. More concretely though, this sub-goal takes interest in Overseas
Development Assistance (ODA), as that mechanism is likely be part of the foundation of
future co-operation on sustainable development. In anticipation of this trend, some reviewed
countries have begun formulating criteria for their ODA, such as Korea’s “green ODA”, or
Australia’s aspiration to integrate ecologically sustainable development in all aspects of its
ODA programmes. Others (France) indicate that part of their ODA will be channelled to
significant sectors for environment and society, such as agriculture and food production.
Another significant component allocated to sub-goal 11.2 is the issue of trade and its impact
on all dimensions of development. Countries are recognising that improving trade (indicated
by imports and exports) is one way to advance development objectives.

One could imagine that international co-operation in a future development framework takes
full advantage of trade as a vehicle for achieving sound development objectives and
technology transfer. This may require some criteria that differentiate trade based on its ability
to advance the cause of sustainable development in general or SDGs in particular. Even
though this is not happening yet, the significance of trade in promoting sustainable
development is recognised by several countries (China and India). Conflicts need to be
resolved between World Trade Organization rules on non-discrimination and possible
favouritism for trade in sustainable goods, which may be necessary as a driver to incentivise
environmentally sound and socially just trade.

Sub-goal 11.3 represents institutional aspects of sustainable development governance. This
area is concerned with clustering national and international efforts at policy co-ordination,
and integration both among stakeholders and between levels of decision-making. Countries
rank quite differently, and there are some that do not have any entries at all in this thematic
sub-goal area (Japan). On the other hand, good examples exist — from ensuring that cabinet
processes facilitate the integration of sustainable development aspects into decision-making
(Australia) to bringing a national sustainable development monitoring council under purview
of the Finance Minister (Bangladesh). Other traditional notions of governance, i.e.,
transparency, accountability, participation are seen here in countries’ national goals. Some
countries propose detailed indicators to measure governance performance (Bangladesh and
Poland). Other countries that focus heavily on goals related to consultations imply a priority
towards participation, but matching indicators seem lacking (France).

Sub-goal 11.4 focuses on tracking progress, and encompasses notions of monitoring, evaluation,
reporting and performance reviews as an important part of the policy management cycle. Some
of the reviewed countries (Australia) approach reporting from a sectoral perspective, others
include the private sector’s responsibility to report on their performance (France). Overall,
though this sub-goal area contains relatively less detailed goals, targets and indicators from the
reviewed countries, and mechanisms for reporting progress seems a strong candidate for more
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emphasis in a future development framework. For this sub-goal, it was also found that hardly
any of the sampled countries had detailed targets on policy coherence and coordination, which
could indicate that most governments approach cross-cutting sustainable development areas in a
segregated fashion. Adopting better mechanisms for integration could be recommended, as this
is really one of the central tenets of the SDGs themselves.

Sub-goal 11.5 focuses on another large traditional aspect of governance; this area captures
issues relating to illicit flows of money and goods, tax evasion, bribery and corruption. For
this sub-goal few countries had consistently identified goals, targets and indicators. Some,
however, have goals in this area (China and Indonesia), and other useful examples include
references to a Democracy Index, Corruption Perception Index, as well as cases of illegal
logging (Indonesia). To realise the implementation of SDGs, however, the components of this
sub-goal cluster must be addressed at national and international levels — tackling these issues
will free up a lot of resources for sustainable development.

Sub-goal 11.6 is related to the impacts of disasters. Disasters are increasing worldwide and
many countries and stakeholders are keen to see its inclusion in a future development agenda.
It was proposed to be included under the governance goal, because resilience to disasters to a
large extent was considered to be a matter of institutions and cooperation among them both
nationally and internationally. Due to a recent surge in disasters worldwide and their potential
impact on security in countries, it is logical that there was a good selection of goals among the
reviewed countries. However, only a few (Japan, Korea) countries actually have existing
targets and indicators relating to impacts and damages of disasters.

Although good governance remains difficult to measure, it was possible to recognise useful
indicators. For example, the existence of integrated planning instruments, along with the
number of integrated assessments conducted could indicate if a country is seriously
considering sustainable development in their policies and plans. Tracking international
activities such as delivered (green) ODA, or instances of capacity building and training for
sustainable development, could indicate countries’ level of activity to that end. Other proxies
for good governance could be indicated by the public level of confidence in institutions, by
type of institution, availability of e-government or other governance sharing mechanisms. For
disaster resilience, the number of lives lost from disasters, and/or percentage of government
budget dedicated to disaster prevention could represent useful indicators.
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4. Lessons learnt and guidance for country-level SDG development

Developing global SDGs may be followed by growing interest in the development of
contextualised SDGs, targets and indicators at the sub-global level, on regional, national or
even local scales. While not explicit in the Rio+20 mandate, the need for this is clear, as the
goals must be adapted to more specific situations to be relevant for policy and planning. As a
result of the ongoing Opening Working Group (OWG) process the global community will
identify a short set of universally applicable goals and related sub-goals, as it happened in the
case of the MDGs. There will also be targets and indicators that further specify expected
global-level outcomes and that help track progress.

However, more specificity is needed at the national level under the broad umbrella of global
goals, targets and indicators. Given their unique economic, ecological and social conditions
and different systems of governance, countries will find it logical to translate global-level
goals into ones that match their circumstances. This has already been stipulated in the
principle of common but differentiated responsibilities (CBDR), where countries have some
flexibility in interpreting SDGs and subsequent implementation measures. While
differentiation is less likely to be needed — and less likely to be accepted — at the level of
the yet to be agreed global SDGs, it would be necessary at the level of targets, where
countries could make commitments based on their different baselines and conditions. The
need for this is clearly demonstrated by environmental conventions such as the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), with the caveat that the SDG
framework is much broader and diverse, and covers issues where desirable policy directions
— let alone specific — targets are less clear and more likely to be contested. The experience
of conventions also illustrates that the contextualisation of global goals and targets to national
conditions will be wrought with conceptual, technical and political challenges.

Beyond the need for country-level specification of SDGs, countries may also identify
additional goals and targets that may not surface as universally important at the global level,
but would be essential from the regional or national perspective. This raises additional
questions. How would countries go about selecting these additional goals, targets and
associated indicators? How would they identify priorities and define details that are necessary
for a goal-target-indicator system to be useful for implementation planning and governance?

While the work on Small Planet did not entail customising goals, targets and indicators to the
national contexts, the methodology that involved connecting the global to the national level
may serve as a basis for guidance on how that could be done. As several less developed
countries have already started to realise, substantive engagement in the global SDG effort
would require capacity that they do not currently have. Given the significant effort and
expertise that was required by the Small Planet project, the need for capacity building appears
to be warranted. The following highlights the points related to national SDG development in
general, as well as some of the focus areas for regional and national level capacity building.

Common terminology

At the level of the Small Planet, even a small group of experts with the same working
language found unambiguous communication challenging. Ambiguities, rooted in
philosophical, disciplinary, cultural or linguistic differences hindered communication, making
it frustratingly ineffective until an explicit effort was made to precisely define key terms.
Terminology is therefore an important issue for SDG development.

An additional challenge associated with terminology was related to the fact that many issues
in the national strategy documents that were reviewed were unclear. Vague definitions in
resource documents made their interpretation and classification very difficult.
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There is reason to believe that national processes would face similar challenges. In order to
ensure effective communication, those participating in SDG efforts should make an effort to
define or adopt definitions of key concepts, terms and categories in an early phase of their
process and use these consistently. This is an essential “low-hanging fruit”, as adopting a
common terminology would facilitate communication and help facilitate agreement on SDGs
from both the political and technical points of view.

Considering lower-level priorities

The Small Planet work confirmed the value of a process starting from a lower level to define
priority areas, goals and sub-goals, including reconfirmation of goals in Step 4 of the W
diagram (see Figure 2.1 in Chapter 2). In the Small Planet project, this level is represented by
the 14 countries and involves the consideration of existing national priorities as defined in
selected country-specific strategic documents. This allows the formulation and refinement of
goals and sub-goals for Small Planet and contributes to defining Small Planet-level SDGs that
are also more salient from the perspective of the 14 countries.

A significant limitation of the approach was the frequent lack of, inconsistency or unclear
validity of information in the overarching strategic documents. Addressing this issue would
require going deeper into sector strategies that exist in many of the 14 countries, which was
however not possible due to the time and resource constraints of the project. There were also
a few sub-goals in the Small Planet set that were included due to their global importance,
even though very few national examples were found. For instance, very few Small Planet
countries identified the need for developing a common vision for sustainable development as
a priority.

The analogue of the Small Planet process at the national level would require the consideration
of similar documents at the state, provincial or sector scale. While this was not possible in the
project, it could be combined with systematic, genuine and early engagement with sub-
national actors on the definition of goals and sub-goals, targets and indicators.

A particular challenge associated with this step is the inherent nature of participatory
processes to result in endless shopping lists of sustainability priorities. This problem is well
known from the practice of sustainability indicator development. As politically expedient as it
may be to yield to everyone’s desire to have every issue considered significant by even just
one stakeholder, for strategic and practical reasons such long lists need to be whittled down to
truly common priorities — in the field of indicators often referred to as “headline indicators”.
The answer to this challenge is in process design: concrete steps must be made to combine
and reduce the shopping list to its essential elements. Voting can be used to narrow down the
choice of agreed priority areas.

Another related challenge is where and how to draw the line between common and specific
priorities, where differentiation in terms of goals and targets — and subsequently
implementation — is recognised and accepted. The dilemma is particularly significant if the
underlying issue is important for all, and implementation could come at a significant cost, as
in the case of emission reduction targets. Examples for such differences can also found
between countries in Asia-Pacific and Europe, indicating that regional and geographic factors
or different levels of development may also play a role. In cases when goals are universal,
differentiation may happen at the level of sub-goals and targets, calibrated to any given
country’s role in the problem and capacity to contribute to a solution.
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Process design and participation

Developing an SDG system that is to be more than a paper exercise requires a careful
consideration of process and a realistic assessment and addressing of capacity, time and
resource requirements. One of the main reasons for this is that SDG system development is
not a linear process. The Small Planet project initiative found that the progressive
development of the SDG system often required the re-opening and redefinition of details that
were earlier agreed upon and already considered final. Thus, the SDG development process
has to be carefully and explicitly considered to equip it with sufficient flexibility that is
necessary to deal with unforeseen circumstances and adjustments.

Besides the conceptual and methodological challenges that the Small Planet project had to
tackle, under real-life conditions the process would also need to systematically and
transparently address stakeholder interests. At the international level these interests are
articulated by countries through the OWG process; at the country level the equivalents of
countries are the various stakeholder representatives, whether lower levels of government,
economic sectors or various social groups. Unless an effort is made to recognise and reflect
the interests and the often-unavoidable tradeoffs in the goals — such as the need for natural
habitat versus the need for expanding farmland and infrastructure, subsequent implementation
is likely to suffer. The underlying message is that as SDG implementation often requires the
collaboration of a wide range of stakeholders, strengthening their ownership of specific SDGs
through meaningful participation in SDG development is important, because it increases buy-
in and willingness to follow up.

Organising framework

At the beginning of the Small Planet initiative the project team did not have a preconceived
notion of a detailed conceptual framework with all the potentially significant sustainability
priority themes neatly aligned in clear categories. The priority themes emerged through the
consideration of global and national documents; and in Step 4 of the W diagram (in Figure
2.1 of Chapter 2), it was verified that they map back well on the priorities in those documents.

As the work progressed, the Small Planet team found it important to ground the goals and
sub-goals in a substantive conceptual framework that identifies the key categories of
sustainable development and their relationship. This represents another similarity between
setting SDG and indicator initiatives, where framework development is also a common
methodological step, as supported by the BellagioSTAMP (IISD 2009; Pintér at al. 2012).
The means-ends framework by Daly (1973) was useful for this purpose, both at the level of
the goals and the sub-goals (see Figures 2.2 and 2.3 in Chapter 2).

While the use of the means-ends framework was unique to this SDG initiative, the structure
of goals and sub-goals in this report were found to map well on the SDG system developed in
other international initiatives, such as the High Level Panel (HLP), UN System Task Team
(UNSTT) and Sustainable Development Solutions Network (SDSN). However, none of the
currently existing SDG systems are carbon copies of each other: while they apply to the same
global reality, they also reflect differences in perspective, actors and process. This is also
arising in the complexity and “creative ambiguity” of the concept of sustainable development.
Rather than seeing it as a problem, the Small Planet initiative embraced this a useful and
important element of a global SDG learning process at this stage.

For national initiatives, the globally accepted SDGs and the way they are structured will
provide a legitimate and logical starting point. However, even in such cases it is likely that
differences in structure and definitions of priority themes between the global and the national
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level, and among the many national initiatives will remain, reflecting specific national-level
priorities. This is probably acceptable as long as the definition of the priorities is clear and if
the relationship between global and national themes is kept consistent.

Issue classification, integration and cross-cutting issues

Once a structure has been adopted for priority themes, this structure would be used for
developing underlying goals, sub-goals, targets and indicators. The Small Planet team found
many issues that, based on the way the themes were clustered and organised, could fall into
more than one category, e.g., forestry could fall under economic sectors but also has an
impact on biodiversity. The choices with regard to the accepted categorisation reflected only
differences in emphasis, and it was recognised that an alternative categorisation may equally
work, e.g., sanitation covered under water could be just as well be covered under human
health. More important was a clear definition of the issue and subsequently a recognition of
its inter-linkages, e.g., if sanitation is covered together with water, its implications should be
also be related to health, food and other relevant priorities.

There was a special category of significant issues such as gender, human rights, peace and
security that in the Small Planet project were considered cross-cutting. While they were
initially discussed as candidates for distinct priority themes, the project team found that as
these were linked to practically all other priorities, and could not rightfully sit in a single
category on their own. These themes could be achieved by simultaneously reaching related
goals and targets set under the other priority themes.

A possible country-level implication is the need to be prepared for debates on ambiguities
relating to issues, and to set clear guidelines for how these ambiguities would be resolved.
Depending on the country context, it may also be necessary to treat some priorities as cross-
cutting, without falling into the trap where every priority is cross-cutting — which is true
probably only in a philosophical sense, but not useful from the practical perspective of
governance and management.

Addressing targets

In Step 4 of the W diagram (in Figure 2.1 of Chapter 2) the project team found that specific
time-bound targets relating to the goals and sub-goals were often lacking in national strategy
and planning documents, even when goals and indicators were available. This points to a
rather common weakness in governance that may indicate a weakness in commitments and/or
an uncertainty with regard to what specific targets would be feasible or desirable for a
specific sustainable development priority.

As illustrated by the international climate change-related regime and national greenhouse gas
(GHG) emission reduction commitments, target-setting can be a complex and sensitive
exercise. This is the case especially if the targets consistent with the aspirations of the goal
tend to be far from the actual baseline; if the efforts required to achieve the targets are
significant; if there are significant scientific uncertainties; if the interests of powerful actors
were to be negatively affected; and if costs are seen as potentially prohibitive.

As the Small Planet project involved only a mapping of existing targets but no identification
of new targets per se, there is limited basis for guidance on addressing this problem. In cases
where targets are not available, target-setting likely requires a significant sub-process with the
involvement of affected actors and the consideration of technical and scientific elements, such
as baselines and the existence of and distance to any known critical thresholds. Once targets
and associated indicators have been identified, they could represent a starting point for
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mapping out transition pathways from the baseline for implementation in the form of a
backcast (Vergragt and Quist 2011; Vof et al. 2009).

The integrated SDG package

In order for SDGs to have a real impact, they have to become a cornerstone of SD governance
at both the global and national levels. In order to fulfil this promise, SDGs have to come in a
“package” where several elements are simultaneously present and coherently linked. As
outlined in the original proposal by the governments of Colombia, Peru and United Arab
Emirates that lead to the launch of the SDG process at the Rio+20 conference and in Chapter
2 in this report, these elements of the package include goals, sub-goals, targets and indicators
(Governments of Colombia, Peru and United Arab Emirates 2012). These of course still
represent only a segment of an overall governance framework that must have other strategic
planning, implementation, accountability and learning elements connected to the goals, but
arguably, these elements are still essential.

The Small Planet work found several excellent national-level examples where the entire SDG
package is present. The presence of the entire package does not guarantee good performance
on the given sustainability issue, but it means that one of the important governance
preconditions for seriously addressing sustainable development issues is present. In most
cases, however, the SDG package was missing one or more elements. Missing elements
represent different challenges: for instance, a missing goal statement calls into question the
overall desirable direction on the issue; a missing target creates uncertainty about how much
progress should be expected and over what time frame; and a missing indicator calls into
question how progress towards the goal would be tracked and reported.

The implications for national level SDG processes are straightforward and complex at the
same time: when undertaking an SDG initiative, count on developing the entire package. In
reality many elements of the package may be available, so the actual task is first screening
what is available that is relevant for a new SDG perspective, and where gaps are found how
those gaps could be filled.

The Small Planet goals and sub-goals

A key deliverable of the Small Planet project was the set of sustainable development goals
and sub-goals, with an accompanying menu of possible indicators. The goals and sub-goals
are considered only illustrative and not promoted as definitive. However, the iterative process
that involves linking the goals and sub-goals to both the national and the “global” — at least
the Small Planet — level, both ensures and proves that they are in fact meaningful and have
practical relevance.

Based on these, the 14 selected countries and perhaps all ASEM member countries could
consider not only the approach, but also the goals, sub-goals and indicators that resulted from
this research as a starting point for their work on SDGs.

As the results of this research and the above guidance illustrate, developing SDGs at the
national level would require a long-term perspective and a coherent approach to governance.
Beyond the challenge of developing the individual SDG elements, bringing them together in a
consistent framework as an SDG package could represent a significant challenge. One way to
address this challenge would be by bringing goals, targets and indicators together on a
common platform that in the proposal by the governments of Colombia, Peru and United
Arab Emirates was generally referred to as a “global dashboard” (Governments of Colombia,
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Peru and United Arab Emirates, n.d.). The following box briefly presents the rationale and a
possible design, functions and uses of such a dashboard.

Proposal for a dashboard of SDGs, targets and indicators

The dashboard metaphor is not new to the representation and analysis of sustainability issues.
During the 1990s, inspired by the Balaton Group, the International Institute for Sustainable
Development (IISD) and the Joint Research Centre of the EU developed a Dashboard of
Sustainability, a customizable software tool to organize and analytically present sustainability
indicator trends (Jesinghaus 2003). One version of the Dashboard was set up to display data
on Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), providing an easy and visually straightforward
access to MDG performance information using software capabilities available at the day.
Similar dashboards have been developed by many other players in the public and private
sectors using other platforms, for a wide variety of applications.

The capacity needs associated with SDG formulation, analysis and use, and the results of
SDG-related processes to date including the Small Planet project, indicate that there is an
opportunity to re-conceptualise earlier dashboard attempts. While the emphasis here is at the
national scale, a dashboard could also be applicable at the global and regional scales to
address SDG development, monitoring and reporting needs. The following table provides a
short summary of the various needs and how a dashboard could address them.

Table 4.1: Dashboard functions for various SGD needs

SDG Task Dashboard Function

1. Identification of priority Access to a library of priority themes covered by major SDG
themes initiatives and other countries (as information becomes available)
2. Formulation of goals and Access to a library of goal and sub-goal statements by thematic
sub-goals and geographic categories

3. Target-setting

4. Indicator selection
5. Data gathering
6. Data visualisation

7. Performance tracking by
goals and sub-goals

8. Performance tracking at the
aggregate level

Access to specific targets and their sources (e.g., multilateral
agreements, strategies and integrated plans, scientific studies,
etc.)

Access to indicators connected with specific goals, including
relevant metadata for the indicators

Platform to store and provide access to up to date data for the
indicators

Visualisation of individual data sets (e.g., time series) on charts
and thematic maps

Calculation and visualisation of goal and sub-goal performance
based on related targets and indicators (e.g., with colours, dials or
other similar visual elements)

Calculation and visualisation of overall performance based on
aggregation algorithm

As an illustration of the type of indicators that could be relevant for countries in the Asia-
Pacific region, based on the goals and sub-goals identified for the Small Planet, a table has
been compiled and included as an insert in this report. The indicators in this illustrative set
have been selected from authoritative sources and include actual data.

Besides those priorities captured by the goals and sub-goals, the Small Planet SDG package
also makes references to a number of cross-cutting issues such as gender, peace and security.
These priorities may also have associated indicators and would also need to have a place in
both the SDG database and dashboard.
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5. Guidance for SDG implementation

Recalling that the SDGs have the potential to guide and focus development priorities, it is
equally true that they will need dedicated implementation measures to make a difference. As
the diagram of the policy planning and management cycle on Figure 5.1 illustrates, the goals
themselves can be developed at the very beginning of the cycle. It means that, as a result of
envisioning the main directions and priorities of development, the goals and associated
nationally relevant targets and indicators can be helpful for planning and budgeting in
countries. In order to achieve real progress towards sustainable development, the means of
implementation must be closely aligned and coherently pursued with the direction suggested
by the goals.

Figure 5.1: The position of the Small Planet process in the context of policy planning and
management

While the policy planning and management cycle illustrates the relationship of goals to the
rest of the actions needed for effective implementation, progress in one goal area could
generate positive spillover effects in others. For instance, progress relating to employment
goals can also influence poverty eradication and social equity; meeting water-related targets
may translate into positive effects on food security and human health; and progress towards
goals on education could generate benefits for employment down the line. In order to
maximise synergies, such inter-linkages between separate goals should be explicitly
recognised and translated into coherent short, medium, and long-term policies.

Differentiated paths to a common goal area

Over the years, the level of effort required by individual countries and the global community
to make progress towards sustainable development has received significant attention. Clearly,
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national development priorities and corresponding targets would vary based on their level of
development. This sentiment is captured in Rio Principle 7 on common but differentiated
responsibilities (CBDR). In order to differentiate between the responsibilities of countries,
aggregate indices for the social and environmental dimensions of development could be
useful, because the overall goal of (economic) development should be the provision of human
well-being within the limits of the planet’s carrying capacity.

None of the aggregate indices are perfect, but as a starting point they may be useful as a kind
of compass to help countries identify sustainable development priorities and their levels of
responsibility. As an illustration, UNDP’s Human Development Index (HDI) has been
proposed to capture key elements of the social dimension, and the Global Footprint
Network’s Ecological Footprint (EF) represents the environmental dimension (UNDP, 2009;
WWEF, 2010). Figure 5.2 shows possible priorities for implementation as they might differ
depending on countries’ specific positions. Such an approach could be useful not only in
monitoring policy implementation and comparing to envisioned goals, but also in the
planning phase when countries have to determine the direction for implementation. The
overall goal area (Global Sustainability Quadrant, indicated by the squares on the right
margin of Figure 5.2) would be common and universal to all countries as a destination where
social needs of people are met, whilst staying within the limits of ecological manoeuvring
space.

Pathways to a Global Goal Area
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Figure 5.2: Concept of pathways to a global goal area

Similar approaches can be recognised in the “shrink and share” concept (Kitzes et al., 2008),
which is also highlighted in Chapter 3’s section on SCP and economic sectors. In fact, the
UNDP latest Human Development Report 2013 proposes a similar combination of the HDI
with the Ecological Footprint in order to show where countries are positioned in a grid
indicating the ecological sustainability of their development (UNDP, 2013: 35).
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Figure 5.3: HDI and EF comparing countries’ position (Source: UNDP 2013)

Figure 5.3 shows how the 14 Small Planet countries are situated in the HDI-EF co-ordinate
system. Some have achieved great progress on social development, but at the same time they
have surpassed their available ecological “space”. According to the differentiated pathways to
a global sustainability quadrant that are shown on Figure 5.2, this indicates a need for
adjustment in a future SDG scenario. As most of the Small Planet countries with a high
Inequality Adjusted HDI exceed the available 1.8 global hectares of biocapacity, SDG targets
and implementation should focus on reducing the ecological footprint (or an equivalent
measure of global environmental performance) whilst maintaining the level of human
development. Others have to progress more in terms of human development, and these
countries are still below the ecological limits as indicated by the ecological footprint. Again,
other countries (notably Singapore and Japan) do not have data for Inequality Adjusted HDI
(UNDP 2012), wherefore their basic HDI was used — something to be adjusted for real
comparability in a future planning scenario. In sum, it is a picture signifying the continued
relevance of the CBDR principle — and pointing out that while countries should be able to
agree on universal SDGs, their pathways, priority areas and targets to arrive at those goals
will be quite different.

Moreover, the average global biocapacity hides potentially significant differences in available
national biocapacity. If repeated at the country level, comparing specific national Ecological
Footprints to the available biocapacity could provide information for more targeted policies.

However, even if countries’ available biocapacities were to differ, the “universality” should
overrule it and a globally fair share shown on Figure 1 should determine the universally
applicable sustainability quadrant for all countries. The goal area of the universal SDGs
would then be Figure 5.3’s lowest quadrant, where human development needs are met, whilst
keeping within a limited ecological space.
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Implementation tools

Implementation of SDGs can be roughly divided into (a) primarily national and local level
interventions and (b) international level interventions. Although the interplay between the
levels has to be recognised, different policy tools may be preferred at different levels. The
following section highlights a few well-known examples, with the caveat that these are not
necessarily tools that were identified in the Small Planet research project. Implementation
tools suitable for the specific context and SDGs of countries would have to be developed
through targeted research at the national level during the normal course of policy planning,.

Regardless of national differences between development priorities, it is clear that additional
financing that meets the conditions of environmental and social sustainability will be required
for SDG implementation. Such “double-edged” policy tools exist that beyond being useful for
generating funds necessary for implementing development policies, can also steer demands
towards more sustainable patterns of consumption and production (Chiroleu-Assouliney,
2012; OECD, 2011). Examples include progressive natural resource taxes such as water
pricing (Singapore), progressive energy taxes depending on consuming sector, or other
policies aimed at behavioural change. Institutionally, SDG implementation policies will often
fall far beyond the purview of environmental ministries, and therefore require greater policy
co-ordination and co-operation among policy planners and executing agencies to achieve
better coherence. Moreover, implementation plans should take into account the role of
business and civil society both in policy planning and implementation.

In order to meet the needs of finance at the international level, the taxation of international
financial transactions continues to receive serious attention. The idea has been debated ever
since initially introduced as a Tobin-tax in 1972 (Tobin, 1978). While a few countries (e.g.,
Sweden) have experimented with a version of this tax, most attempts were abandoned due to
negative effects on their domestic financial markets (FT, 2013). To be effective and to share
burdens evenly, the implementation of such a tax would have to be undertaken
simultaneously by a large group of countries to avoid creating tax havens and negative effects
on competitiveness. If implemented, some sources estimate a financial transaction tax could
generate as much as between US$100-300 billion per year that could be made available for
SDG implementation, whilst also reducing the risk of fiscal instability caused by rapid trading
and transaction of funds (CEED, 2013). Other sources are more conservative, and depending
on the rate levied, they argue that it could generate around US$25 billion per year
(McCulloch and Pacillo, 2011). Even such conservative estimates would make a major
difference for sustainable development and SDG financing. While generating significant
financing for SDG implementation overall, an international financial transaction tax would
also help bring transparency to the mass of international financial transactions and thereby
contribute to the reduction of illicit flows of money and goods, tax evasion, bribery and
corruption, as expressed by sub-goal 11.5 in the Small Planet set.

Since implementation would take place over an extended period of time, and regular reviews
of countries, businesses and actors work towards the SDGs would have to take place in an
inclusive and transparent manner. Anticipating this demand, the former UN Commission for
Sustainable Development (CSD) has been replaced by a High Level Political Forum (HLPF)
at the inter-governmental level. Among other functions, the HLPF should at the global level
facilitate such reviews, debates and exchanges of information pertaining to implementation of
the SDGs. Systematic tracking of progress towards the SDGs would be important, as
identified in the Small Planet sub-goal 11.4. Beyond global institutions, the regional, national
and even local processes would need to work together more coherently throughout all stages
of the policy planning and management cycle. Vertical co-ordination, i.e., global, regional,
national and local, needs to be improved. This includes current efforts directed towards
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implementation of the MDGs, the post-MDG process as well as other processes. More in-
depth research would be needed in the future to determine and more efficiently distribute
responsibilities among actors at all levels working in the development field.
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6. Conclusions

As the Small Planet project demonstrates, developing SDGs that address universal aspirations
while grounded in national contexts is necessary and feasible with the right approach. Using a
process that connected the global and national levels, the project resulted in a 10+1
universally applicable goals and related sub-goals for the 14 countries included in the study,
with the possibility for differentiation between the countries through specific targets and
indicators. Linking the global and national levels was a unique element of the approach
grounded in the recognition that SDG implementation will be lead mainly by countries. While
the goals and sub-goals are labelled as illustrative, their validity was confirmed by comparing
them with goals, indicators and targets at the national level.

The project found that while SDG development is a new challenge, it can and should build on
existing experience with goal-setting, monitoring and implementation. Most of the 14
countries covered by the study were found to have at least some relevant cross-cutting
strategies and related documents with priorities, goals, targets and indicators that represent
national concerns. Shared goals were possible to identify and could serve as a basis for
developing global-level SDGs, even if their associated targets and indicators varied. The
Small Planet results suggest that looking at existing strategies could be a useful starting point
for identifying existing sustainable development concerns. Besides contributing to the
identification and negotiation of SDGs, a review of national initiatives also helped identify
gaps where goals, targets or indicators were missing, that would help pinpoint potential
weaknesses in a country’s governance in sustainable development.

Besides building on existing strategies and similar documents, the Small Planet work found it
necessary to refer to a conceptual framework that captures sustainability issues in a
structured way and as an interconnected system. The framework that was useful for the
Small Plane was based differentiating between the means and ends of development. Similarly,
countries should consider adopting a conceptual framework for SDGs that captures all key
dimensions of sustainability and their relationships. Besides using the framework to help
structure the entire SDG set, it could also be used to define integrated goals and sub-goals that
cover socio-economic and environmental dimensions of sustainability. In the case of the
MDGs the environment was left as an afterthought, but a proper sustainable development
framework would help ensure that this is no longer the case and the environment is
recognised as a key contributor to societal well-being.

The project highlighted the importance of approaching SDG development as a multi-step
process. Given its complexity, countries should count on planning the process carefully in
advance, identifying both specific activities and results at each stage. The five-step process of
the Small Planet project was found useful and could serve as an example. However, even with
a detailed process plan, countries should be prepared to evaluate and adapt the process mid-
course if required by the results.

In order to connect to the national level, country negotiators involved in SDG development at
the international level should in the earliest possible stage of the process identify their
national sustainable development strategies and related reports and work with their respective
ministries and any non-governmental body to identify national sustainable development
priorities. This would not only help countries be clear about their own priorities and increase
national buy-in, but also help the global SDGs to be more directly relevant.

The research team recognised governance as a key but insufficiently understood and
represented aspect of SD that country SDGs must clearly cover. However, governance was
also recognised as a precondition for the successful implementation of all other goals, so the
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Small Planet considers governance the +1 goal, somewhat standing apart from the others.
Finding a way to represent governance either as a specific goal or as a set of principles
underpinning all goals was also supported by a review of country priorities, that recognises its
importance in many different contexts, such as vertical and horizontal policy co-ordination,
the existence of a well-functioning monitoring systems or the question of implementing
agency capacities.

Goals provide overall direction for sustainable development governance. However, in order to
ensure that they play their role, SDGs must fit into and be accompanied by other elements of
a sustainable development governance and management framework. These other elements
include targets that express the goal in quantitative terms and indicators that are essential for
measuring and evaluating progress. The broader governance framework includes strategies,
plans and implementation mechanisms with which SDGs must be linked. Chapter 5 of this
report called attention to the need for viewing SDG development as an initial stage of the
policy planning and management cycle. Small Planet results suggest that goals should be
accompanied by more detailed sub-goals, specific quantitative targets and matching
indicators. Countries should also start considering implementation issues during goal
development, as this would help embed SDGs subsequently into specific strategies and
implementation mechanisms.

The Small Planet report calls attention to the importance of the tracking progress, and as a
concrete proposal suggests the development of sustainability dashboards. Sustainability
dashboards can build on earlier dashboard designs but make use of new technologies and
capitalise on advances in data collection, analysis and presentation methods. It can also build
on sustainable development indicator systems beyond the GDP that are becoming more
widely available and mainstream. Dashboards can both provide access to information on
goals, targets and indicators even in the SDG development stage and allow audiences to
interact with data in ways that best suit their needs.

Beyond the abstraction of SDGs, targets and indicators, and the metaphor of the Small Planet
lie the reality of major countries and ultimately the “Big Planet” as a whole, with its fragility
and resilience, magnificent ecosystems, dynamic economies and a humanity growing in size,
aspirations and impact. While the debate on the limits of the planet to withstand the pressure
of a growing human enterprise and the ability of humanity to play it role responsibly will
continue, the project in the microcosm of the Small Planet the SDG exercise was found to be
a useful and feasible step in charting the course for the post-2015 future.

76



7. References

Administrative Center for China Agenda 21. 1992. China s Agenda 21: White Paper on China's
Population, Environment and Development in the 21°" Century http://www.acca21.org.cn/ca2 I pa.html

Asia-Europe Environment Forum. 2012. Asia-Europe Strategies for the “Rio+20 Earth Summit” 2012:
Global Architectures for Sustainable Development Delivery Asia-Europe. Singapore: Asia-Europe
Foundation.

Asia-Europe Meeting. 2012. ASEM Summit Chair’s Statement,_http://www.aseminfoboard.org/asem-
summit/event/344-asem-9-summit.html.

Armenteras, D., C.M. Finlayson, J. Agard, S. H.M. Butchart, J. Carino, W. W.L. Cheung,

B. Collen, L. G. Firbank, S. Hales, M. Hockings, R. Hoft, J. Kitzes, M. A. McGeoch, C. Prip, T. E.E.
Oldfield, K. H. Redford and H. Toivonen. 2012. “Biodiversity”. In Global Environmental Outlook 5:
134-66, United Nations Environment Programme.

www.unep.org/geo/pdfs/geo5/GEOS _report CS5.pdf.

Asian Development Bank. (2012) “12 Things to Know in 2012: Poverty Reduction in Asia and the
Pacific”. http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific.

CBC News. 2013. “Inequality distorting economy, U.S. economist Paul Krugman says.” Video posted
on May 31, 2013. http://www.cbc.ca/news/business/inequality-distorting-economy-u-s-economist-

paul-krugman-says-1.1308061.

Center for Environmental Economic Development (CEED). 2013. “Fact sheet on Tobin taxes”.
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm.

Chiroleu-Assouliney, M. 2012. “From Regressive Pollution Taxes to Progressive Environmental
Policies. Preliminary version”. Paris School of Economics, Universite Paris.
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured 2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf.

Commission on Growth and Development. 2008. “Growth Report: Strategies for Sustained Growth and
Inclusive Development. IBRD/World Bank, Washington DC.
http:/siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPREMNET/Resources/489960-

1338997241035/Growth_Commission_Final Report.pdf.

Concord Europe. 2013. Putting People and Planet first: Beyond 2015 Task Force, 3 May.
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf.

Convention on Biological Diversity. 2013. Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
http://www.biodiv.be/convention/strategic-plan-2011-2020/aichi-biodiversity-targets

Dalal-Clayton, D. B. and S. Bass (eds). 2002. Sustainable Development Strategies: a Resource Book
(Vol. 1). Paris: OECD Publishing.

Daly, H.E. 1973. Toward a Steady-State Economy. San Francisco: W.H. Freeman and Company.
Danish Energy Agency. 2000. “Green Taxes for Trade and Industry: Description and Evaluation”,

June. http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-
industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pdf.

77


http://www.acca21.org.cn/ca21pa.html
http://www.aseminfoboard.org/asem-summit/event/344-asem-9-summit.html
http://www.aseminfoboard.org/asem-summit/event/344-asem-9-summit.html
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.adb.org/features/12-things-know-2012-poverty-reduction-asia-and-pacific
http://www.cbc.ca/news/business/inequality-distorting-economy-u-s-economist-paul-krugman-says-1.1308061
http://www.cbc.ca/news/business/inequality-distorting-economy-u-s-economist-paul-krugman-says-1.1308061
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.ceedweb.org/iirp/factsheet.htm
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://www.cer.ethz.ch/sured_2012/programme/SURED-12_089_Chiroleu-Assouline_Fodha.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPREMNET/Resources/489960-1338997241035/Growth_Commission_Final_Report.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPREMNET/Resources/489960-1338997241035/Growth_Commission_Final_Report.pdf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.concordeurope.org/234-report-putting-people-and-planet-first-concord-beyond2015-tf
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd
http://www.ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/consumption-savings/energy-consumption-production-industries/Green-taxes-uk-rap.pd

Economic Commission for Africa. 2013. “Partnerships and Financing for Development in the post-
2015 Development Agenda”. Issue Paper prepared for the Third Meeting of the High Level Panel of
Eminent Persons, 5-9 February. http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-
paper-partnerships.pdf.

ECORYS Nederland BV. 2012. EU SME in 2012: At the Crossroads. Annual Report on Small- and
Medium-Sized Enterprises in the EU, 2011/2012, prepared for the European Commission. Rotterdam:
ECORYS Nederland BV

Eurostat. 2013. “People at risk of poverty or social exclusion”.
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/statistics_explained/index.php/People at risk of poverty or social e
xclusion..

Eurostat. 2010. “A Statistical Portrait of the European Union 2010”
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product details/publication?p product_code=KS-
EP-09-001.

Eurostat News Release. 2013. “Euro Area unemployment rate at 12.1%,” 30 August.
http://epp.eurostat.ec.curopa.eu/cache/ITY PUBLIC/3-30082013-AP/EN/3-30082013-AP-EN.PDF.

Future Goals Tracker website. Post-215. http://tracker.post2015.org/.

Global Energy Assessment (GEA). 2012. Global Energy Assessment — Toward a Sustainable Future.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press; Lazenburg: International Institute for Applied Systems
Analysis.

Global Commons Institute. 1991. GCI First Proto “Contraction & Convergence” Statement Drafted
1990. http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf.

Griggs, D., M. Stafford-Smith, O. Gaffney, J. Rockstrém, M. C. Ohman, P. Shyamsundar, W. Steffen,
G. Glaser, N. Kanie and I. Noble 2013. “Sustainable Development Goals for People and Planet”.
Nature 495: 305-7. http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/844naturesjournal.pdf.

Habito, C. F. and E. S. Antonio. 2007. Sustainable Development Strategies in the Greater Mekong
Subregion: Status, Needs and Directions.
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-
Assessment%20Report.pdf.

International Assessment of Agricultural Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD). 2009.
Synthesis Report: A Synthesis of the Global and Sub-Global IAASTD Reports. IAASTD Global Report.
Washington, D.C.: Island Press and Rome: FAO.

IISD and OECD. 2013. BellagioSTAMP — Sustainability Assessment and Measurement Principles.
Winnipeg: I1ISD. http://www.iisd.org/measure/principles/progress/bellagiostamp/.

IISD Reporting Services. 2013. Summary of the Fourth Session of the UN General Assembly Open
Working Group on Sustainable Development Goals, 17-19 June. Winnipeg: IISD.
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html.

International Labor Organization. 2013a. Global Employment Trends 2013
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-
trends/2013/WCMS 202215/lang--en/index.htm.

78



http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/ECA-issue-paper-partnerships.pdf
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/statistics_explained/index.php/People_at_risk_of_poverty_or_social_exclusion
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/statistics_explained/index.php/People_at_risk_of_poverty_or_social_exclusion
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/product_details/publication?p_product_code=KS-EP-09-001
http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/cache/ITY_PUBLIC/3-30082013-AP/EN/3-30082013-AP-EN.PDF
http://tracker.post2015.org/
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Documents/OrigStatement2.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.rrcap.ait.asia/nsds/uploadedfiles/file/gms/reference/NSDS-GMS-Assessment%20Report.pdf
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.iisd.ca/vol32/enb3204e.html
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/research/global-reports/global-employment-trends/2013/WCMS_202215/lang--en/index.htm

International Labor Organization. 2013b. Global Employment Trends for Youth 2013: A Generation at
Risk. http://www.ilo.org/wemsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---
dcomm/documents/publication/wems 212423 .pdf.

Karver, J., C. Kenny and A. Sumner. 2012. “MDGs 2.0: What Goals, Targets, and Timeframe?” IDS
Working Papers 2012, 398: 1-57.

Kates, R. W., T. A. Parris and A. A. Leiserowitz. 2005. “What is sustainable development? Goals,
indicators, values, and practice”. Environment (Washington DC) 47.3: 8-21.

Kitzes, J., M. Wackernagel, J. Loh, A. Peller, S. Goldfinger and D. Cheng. 2008. “Shrink and share:
humanity’s present and future Ecological Footprint”. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society
B-Biological Sciences 363 (1491): 467-75.
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467 full.

McCulloch, N. and G. Pacillo. 2011. “The Tobin Tax: Review of the Evidence”. Research Report 2011
68. Institute for Development Studies, University of Sussex. http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf.

National Development and Reform Commission of China. 2011. “China 12th Five Year Plan (12th 5-
Yr Plan)”. English Version by the Chinese Delegation of the European Union:
http://www.britishchamber.cn/content/chinas-twelfth-five-year-plan-2011-2015-full-english-version

National Population and Talent Division, Singapore (NTPD). 2013. “A sustainable population for a
dynamic Singapore: Population White Paper”. Singapore: NPTD, January.
http://population.sg/whitepaper/resource-files/population-white-paper.pdf

Niestroy, 1. 2005. Sustaining sustainability: A benchmark study on national strategies towards
sustainable development and the impact of councils in nine EU member states. Utrecht: Lemma.

Noss, R. F. 1990. “Indicators for Monitoring Biodiversity: A Hierarchical Approach”. Conservation
Biology 4(4): 355-64.

Open Working Group on Sustainable Development Goals (OWG). 2013. Advanced unedited copy:
Progress report on the work of the General Assembly Open Working Group on SDGs at its first four
sessions. http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf.

OECD and FAO. 2013. Agricultural Outlook 2013-2022. Paris: OECD and Rome: FAO.

OECD. 2011. “Environmental Taxation: A Guide for Policy Makers. Better Policies for Better Lives”.
Policy Guide. http://www.oecd.org /env/tools-evaluation/48164926.pdf

Overseas Development Institute (ODI). 2013. “The post-2015 agenda: Analysis of current proposals in
specific areas”. Post-215 website, ODI. http://post2015.0rg/2013/07/11/the-post-2015-agenda-analysis-
of-current-proposals-in-specific-areas.

Ozkaynak, B., L. Pinter, D. van Vuuren, L. Bizikova, V. Christensen, M. Floerke, M. Kok, P. Lucas, D.

Magalagiu, R. Alkemade, T Patterson, J. Shilling and D. Swanson. 2012. Global Environment Outlook
5. Nairobi: UNEP.

79


http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/documents/publication/wcms_212423.pdf
http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/documents/publication/wcms_212423.pdf
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1491/467.full
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/rr68.pdf
http://www.britishchamber.cn/content/chinas-twelfth-five-year-plan-2011-2015-full-english-version
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf

Pachauri, R. K. and A. Reisinger, A. 2007. “Climate Change 2007: Synthesis Report. Contribution of
Working Groups I, II and III to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change”. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.

Pintér, L, P. Hardi, A. Martinuzzi and J. Hall. 2012. “BellagioSTAMP: Principles for sustainability
assessment and measurement.” Ecological Indicators 17: 20-28.

Pintér, L. 1997. “De-mystifying sustainable development through performance measurement.” In A.
R. Magalhdes, Sustainable development — Implications for world peace. Austin, TX: Lyndon B.
Johnson School of Public Affairs and The University of Texas at Austin: 61-73.

Pintér, L. 2012. “Measuring Progress Towards Sustainable Development Goals”. IISD Working Paper.
Winnipeg: IISD. http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf.

Pintér, L. 2006. “International Experience in Establishing Indicators for the Circular Economy and
Considerations for China”. Report for the Environmental and Social Development Sector Unit, East
Asia and Pacific Region, The World Bank.

Raworth, K. 2012. 4 safe and just space for humanity: can we live within the doughnut? Oxford, UK:
Oxfam.

Rockstrom, J, W. Steffen, K. Noone, A. Persson, F. Stuart Chapin III, E. Lambin, T. M. Lenton, et al.
2009. “Planetary boundaries: exploring the safe operating space for humanity”. Ecology and society 14,
2.

Shiller, R. 2009. Video interview of Robert Shiller on income inequality.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kqOPtOiOlvs.

Summers, J. K., L. M. Smith, J. L. Case and R. A. Linthurst. 2012. A review of the elements of human
well-being with an emphasis on the contribution of ecosystem services. Ambio 41(4): 327—40.

Sustainable Development Solutions Network (SDSN). 2013. An Action Agenda for Sustainable
Development. Report for the UN Secretary-General, 6 June. http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-
SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf.

Swanson, D., and L. Pintér. 2004. National strategies for sustainable development. Challenges,
approaches and innovations in strategic and co-ordinated action based on a 19 country analysis.
Winnipeg: IISD.

The Earth Charter Initiative. 2000. The Earth Charter.
http://www.earthcharterinaction.org/content/pages/Read-the-Charter.html.

The Economist. 2013. “Generation Jobless”, 27 April.
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-
are-not-working-what-has-caused.

Tobin, J. 1978. “A Proposal for International Monetary Reform”, The Eastern Economic Journal 4:
153-9.

United Nations. 2002. Monterrey Consensus on Financing for Development. International Conference
on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico, 18—22 March. http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/
monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf.

80


http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2013/measuring_progress_sus_dev_goals.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://unsdsn.org/files/2013/06/130613-SDSN-An-Action-Agenda-for-Sustainable-Development-FINAL.pdf
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21576657-around-world-almost-300m-15-24-year-olds-are-not-working-what-has-caused
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/%20monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf

United Nations. 2012a. Conference on Sustainable Development, 20-22 June, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf.

United Nations. 2012b. Resolution Adopted by the General Assembly 66/288:
The Future We Want. New York: United Nations.
http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/66/288&Lang=E

United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA). 2011. World Urbanization
Prospects: The 2011 Revision. Highlights. http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf.

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). 2013. Human Development Report 2013. New
York: UNDP. http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR 2013 EN_ complete.pdf.

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). 2012. International Human Development
Indicators. http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html.

United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (UNESCAP). 2013. The
Status of the Water-Food-Energy Security Nexus in Asia and the Pacific region. A position paper
commissioned by the United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific.
Draft. http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-
nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf.

United Nations High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on the Post-2015 Development Agenda (HLP).
2013. 4 New Global Partnership: Eradicate Poverty And Transform Economies Through Sustainable
Development. Report to the UN Secretary-General, 30 May.
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP _P2015_Report.pdf.

United Nations Millennium Development Goals website.
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml.

United Nations Statistics. 2013. The System of Environmental-Economic Accounts (SEEA). New York:
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf.

United Nations System Task Team (UNSTT). 2012. Realizing the Future We Want for All. Report to
the Secretary-General, June. http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post 2015 UNTTreport.pdf.

UN Technical Support Team (2013). “TST Issues Brief: Poverty Eradication”.
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1728tstissuespoverty.pdf

Vandenberghe, K. 2013. “EU waste rules could create half million jobs”. DG for Environment,
European Commission, http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-
519842.

Wiberg, M. 2013. “We tried a Tobin Tax and it didn’t work”, Financial Times, April 15, 2013.
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11¢2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlga

Wikipedia. 2013. List of Countries by Ecological Footprint.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List of countries by ecological footprint.

World Bank PovcalNet 2010 data. 2013 .http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1.

81


http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1927interimreport.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://esa.un.org/unup/pdf/WUP2011_Highlights.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_EN_complete.pdf
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/73206.html
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/esd/Energy-Security-and-Water-Resources/water/egm/2013/wfe-nexus/documents/background-papers/Status-of-the-Water-Energy-Food-Nexus-15%20March.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/sg/management/pdf/HLP_P2015_Report.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/education.shtml
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/envaccounting/Brochure.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Post_2015_UNTTreport.pdf
http://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1728tstissuespoverty.pdf
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.euractiv.com/sustainability/eu-waste-rules-create-half-jobs-news-519842
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/b9b40fee-9236-11e2-851f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2YnlZWlqa
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_countries_by_ecological_footprint
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1
http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm?1

World Bank. 2013. “Global Economic Prospects — June 2013: Less Volatile, But Slower Growth”.
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSP
ECTSAPRIL/0..menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149.00.html.

WWE. 2010. Living Planet Report 2010. Biodiversity, Biocapacity and Development. Gland: WWEF.
http://www.footprintnetwork.org/press/LPR2010.pdf

Xie, J., L. Pintér and X. Wang. 2008. Promoting the Circular Economy in China: Synthesis Report.
World Bank Policy Note. Washington, D.C.: The World Bank.

82


http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTDECPROSPECTS/EXTGBLPROSPECTSAPRIL/0,,menuPK:659178~pagePK:64218926~piPK:64218953~theSitePK:659149,00.html

Annex 1: Definition of key terms

1. Framework

A framework for SDGs is the highest-level conceptual structure explicitly identified in a
country’s overall strategic development framework or plan. The framework captures in a
comprehensive way a country’s aspirations and collective worldview with regard to
concepts such as sustainable development, well-being, prosperity or wealth. At a
minimum, the framework would have a descriptive definition but may also have an
accompanying diagram.

2. Domain

Domains are broad, first-level organising categories in a country’s overall strategic
development framework, such as environment, economy and social well-being. Some
frameworks may not explicitly identify broader domains and their first-level organising
categories are closer to what we define here as priority themes (see below).

3. Priority themes

Priority themes are typically second-level organising categories in a country’s overall
strategic development framework, and fall into specific domains. Examples may include
categories such as energy, food or biodiversity. We also refer to the 26 priorities
identified in the Rio+20 outcome document as themes.

4. Priority issues

We refer to priority issues as generally third-level, more specific priorities that fall under
a specific theme or cut across themes, but be narrower in scope. Examples may include
e.g., energy efficiency, nutrition status or protected areas.

5. Vision

Vision is a broad articulation of aspirations of stakeholders for the future, typically
expressed as a narrative. It describes how the desired overall future looks like. At the
highest level, for this work, it could probably be articulated as a “sustainable planet”.

6. Goal

Goals express specific aspirations a country wants to reach in relation to a vision broadly
related to sustainable development and expressed in qualitative terms. MDGs are
examples of goals.

7. Sub-goals

Sub-goals provide more precise and tangible details on goals. They provide an answer to
the question “what specifically do we want to achieve?” In the context of this project
normally 3—4 sub-goals fall under a goal and they are directly associated with targets and
indicators.

8. Target

Targets are specific, quantitative expressions of projected outcomes associated with a
goal in any given country. Ideally, a target is time-bound and may be defined in relative
(i.e., related to a benchmark or reference point in the same country elsewhere) or absolute
terms (i.e., a numerical figure). Targets usually take the form of statistical and measurable
physical indicators that serve as bases for assessing the state of implementation of
strategies and activities and determining areas for fine-tuning or redirecting if deemed
warranted. Their measurements indicate levels of progress and success.
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9. Strategy/Activity

A strategy is the total of all clearly defined activities needed to achieve the goals and sub-
goals. Each strategy usually consists of a main activity, divided into a number of sub-
activities. The strategies may have two levels: the micro-level or those addressing specific
sectors, geographical areas or disciplines; and the macro-level or those transcending
various sectors and/or disciplines, or of national significance.

10. Indicator

For the purposes of this work indicators are defined as quantitative tools that measure
changes in an attribute of a system that typically provide useful information on the
behaviour of the system as a whole. An indicator normally has a unit of measure, clearly
defined and repeatable measurement methods and data.

11. Index
An index is an aggregate of more than one component indicator based on a clearly
defined algorithm.

12. Data
Data are quantitative outputs produced by direct measurements of a system’s attribute.

13. SDG set
The SDG set includes the collection of all goals related to a particular thematic,

geographic or jurisdictional context.

14. SDG package
The SDG package includes directly linked goals, targets and indicators.

Annex 2: Country research templates

Available in electronic format at www.asef.org
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