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Sustainable Development Goals and Aichi Targets

SDGs: Global goals for 2016 - 2030 included in the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development adopted at
the United Nations Summit in September 2015
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Relationship between Each Goals of SDGs

» The goals and targets of SDGs are integrated and indivisible, and it is necessary to integrally
improve the three aspects of sustainable development -- environment, economy and society.
» Since 17 goals of SDGs are closely related to each other, it is important to lead to a

simultaneous solution of economic and social issues through achieving a goal that is deeply
involved with the environment.
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Linking Aichi Biodiversity Targets (ABTs) with the SDGs
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I Important ABTs or SDGs. Source: Zhou, et al. Paper In submission.

wWWww.iges.or.jp 4

Institute for Global Environmental Strategies (IGES)




Historical Trend of Selected ABT-linked SDG Targets
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£:Countries have different historical
trends for some ABT-linked SDG targets
(Target 2.4).

¢:Countries are on track for some ABT-
linked targets (Target 14.6)

¢:Countries need transformative changes
to bend the trend for some ABT-linked
targets (Target 15.5).

Source: Zhou, et al. Paper In submission.
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PANCES Project for Natural Capital and Ecosystem Services

Objectives

Develop an integrated assessment model of social-ecological systems to predict and assess natural
and socio-economic values of natural capital and ecosystem services under different future

scenarios of socio-economic conditions and policy options;
Design a new conceptual framework to promote multilevel governance of natural capital to
maintain and improve “inclusive wellbeing”;

Demonstrate the integrated assessment model at both national and local scales in Japan, and
examine effectiveness and applicability to other areas in Japan and beyond.

Crises that biodiversity and ecosystem services are confronting in Japan

Crisis 1: Overuse Crisis 2: Underuse Crisis 3: Invasive spp. Cris(i;g:ng(ggbal

Theme 1. Development of an integrated model of social-ecological systems and scenario
A analysis and strengthening of science-policy interface N\

< Assessment and projection of natural values from ecosystem services> Drivers (direct & indirect)

Theme 2. Terrestrial ESs Theme 3. Marine ESs <Social Changes>
Depopulation

Provisioning Regulating ’
Natural Capital . Land use change
* Underuse
* Science and Technology
‘-' f * Trade, etc.
Theme 4. <Environmental Changes>
Assessment and projection of Multilevel governance of natural * Climate change
socio-economic values of ESs capital and inclusive wellbeing * Ocean acidification
‘-7 * Natural disasters, etc.

Contribution to sustainable development and the inclusive wellbeing, based on the mid-long term assessment and projection

Feasibility study of other Asian areas (Theme 1) 6




Framework of PANCES Scenarios and Models
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Policy Options / Multi-level Governance (governance indicators, innovative funding mechanism)



Multi-level Governance of Natural Capital

> Multi-level Governance is

. .o International y
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» The coalitions of each National-level
government and environmental \L\i i : ) /
experts act across each level, '
taking the actual situation of
the local site and trying to
penetrate the biodiversity
policy based on scientific
assessment such as GBO and
IPBES.
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Municipal
Government

Nested Structure from global to local-level. s




Regional Circular and Ecological Sphere (Regional CES)

Each region demonstrates its strengths by utilizing its unique characteristics,
thereby building a self-reliant and decentralized society where different
resources are circulated within each region, leading to symbiosis and
exchange with neighboring regions according to the unique characteristics
of each region.

Conceptual illustration of Regional CES n
Natural resources/ecosystem services ‘
+ Food, water, timber + Natural energy:

+ Water purification, prevention of natural disasters the cou ntryside
Mountainous, .
Forests agricultural and Self-reliant and Cities
fishing villages decentralized society

Circulation of local resources
(natural, material, human, financial)

Local production for local consumption,
introduction of renewable energy

K' ~ Provision of funds and human resource
) + Consumption of local products + Support through socio-economic systems
+ Investment in local funds

+ Participation.in nature conservation activities such as eco-tourism

Rivers the sea

Source : Ministry of the Environment




I PS I '7 29 Sep — 2 Oct 2018, Kanazawa City, Ishikawa Prefecture, Japan Organized by: IPS| Secretariat and Mo

Hosted by: Ishikawa Prefecture

“Satoyama Initiative’s contributions towards achieving the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and SDGs”

Key outcomes:
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 Call for engagement of government at all levels for successful mainstreaming  ———
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* Landscape and seascape approaches can also contribute to multiple global
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challenges such as conservation, food security, poverty reduction, Eco-DRR S
* Although lacking base-line data, IPSI members try to assess achievement and = =—mrmmsemmee
contribution: — e
* 57 indicators used by IPSI members, some can be used for future survey “Ishikawa Statement 2018
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Group photo (130 participants from 27 countries)
10



IPSI Roadmap
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IPSI Implementation:
Phase 1:

| Phase 2:
e Establishmen ¢ Implementatio
e Growth e Consolidation
1 2 3 4
(COP 14) » [ (to COP 15) ] » { (COP 15) } » { (after COP 15) }

CBD Events and Processes: m
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Targets
Negotiations on post-2020 plan Post-2020 plan
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