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Promotion of urban/local initiatives for sustainable society:  
Empowerment of local stakeholders 

 
Background 
 
In many Asian countries, environmental problems have been addressed mainly by central 
governments; however, the recent trends of decentralisation, as seen in the People’s Republic 
of China, Indonesia and Thailand, shifted the authorities from central to local governments 
and thus the roles that local governments should/could play in environmental management 
became increasingly important. At the same time, local stakeholders other than local 
governments, such as Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) including women’s group, local 
business actors, farmers, fishermen, NGOs and others play essential roles in shifting the 
society into a sustainable one through their livelihoods.  
 
There are a number of good examples of this at a local level, mostly in urban areas, 
demonstrated by local governments and other stakeholders in Asia. These examples are found 
in various fields of environmental management such as environmentally sustainable 
transportation in large cities such as Singapore and Shanghai, 3R Initiatives in many cities in 
Philippines, Thailand and Japan. Other unique examples include a series of attempts to 
achieve a self-sufficient economy in Thailand, and alternative financial mechanisms such as 
“eco-currency” in Japan and other countries.  
 
However, this valuable information, experience and knowledge are, except for a few cases, 
often inaccessible from other countries. Furthermore, many cases considered successful are 
likely to be focusing on a single aspect of sustainability, but not addressing the entirety of 
local sustainability in an integrated manner. It is assumed that some supportive policy could 
further promote such urban and local initiatives; while some contradictory policy could 
jeopardise such innovative and creative on-the-ground actions at local levels. 
 
Objective 
 
The proposed project intends to facilitate urban and local initiatives which lead to the 
establishment of sustainable society through: 

• sharing lessons learnt from successful (and failed) cases among local stakeholders; 
• understanding complementarity among actions taken by multiple stakeholders, and 
• proposing policy options for further promoting such urban and local initiatives, as 

well as maximising the integrated outcomes. 
 
Major component 
 
The project will review a wide variety of good practices of urban/local initiatives focusing on 
a set of fundamental themes relevant to the establishment of sustainable society at a local 
level such as “sustainable use of natural resources” (e.g. effective use of fresh water through 
recycling/reusing and rain water harvesting, 3Rs (reduce, reuse, recycle).), “appropriate use of 
renewable energy” (e.g. combination of wind, solar and mini-hydro) and “sustainable 
production and consumption” (e.g. combination of organic agriculture and composting, local 
consumption of local products) at a local level. The roles of local stakeholders, in particular 
those of CSOs and local governments, in different stages of development will be closely 
examined. Policy recommendations to further facilitate effective designing and 
implementation of urban/local initiatives for sustainable society will be developed, publicised 
and provided to relevant policy dialogues.  
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Economic Integration, Trade, and Strategies for Sustainable Development 
 
Background 
 
Currently economic integration in East Asia is accelerating along with a political movement 
towards creation of an East Asia Community. Regional economic integration could promote 
sustainability through generating higher incomes and facilitating clean technology transfer on 
the one hand, but equally it could cause natural resource degradation due to overexploitation 
and could harm equity in the region. Policy choices will determine which of these futures 
results from economic integration. Development of appropriate environmental policies that 
can both mitigate negative impacts and enhance positive impacts of regional economic 
integration is thus an imperative to promote sustainable development in this region. Hence, 
this is the overall objective of RISPO-II. 
 
Objectives 
 
The goal of this study is to provide policymakers with strategic environmental policy options 
for promoting sustainable development in the context of regional economic integration and 
identifying strategies for environmental sustainability and poverty reduction.   
 
Major Components 
 
The study area covers Japan, China, Republic of Korea and 10 countries composing the 
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN).  Among them China, Indonesia, Japan, 
Republic of Korea, Thailand and Viet Nam have been selected as case study countries as they 
are assumed to represent the diversity of the region. 
 
The Project has four major components: 
 
1. Preparation of background scenarios 
Background scenarios will be prepared based on the review of existing environmental and 
trade policies including Free Trade Agreements (FTAs)/ Economic Partnership Agreements 
(EPAs).  
 
2. Impact assessment of economic integration 
Environmental Impacts caused by economic integration without adequate environmental 
policies will be assessed and priority issues/sectors which require improved environmental 
policies will be identified with the corresponding policy targets and performance indicators.  
This impact assessment will employ both quantitative methods with the Global Trade 
Analysis Project (GTAP) model and qualitative methods such as causal chain analysis (CCA).   
 
3. Preparation of environmental policy packages 
Environmental policy packages will be designed so that policy targets can be met by 
implementing a mix of policy instruments 
 
4. Assessment of each environmental policy package under different scenarios 
Each policy package under different background scenarios will be assessed.  Environmental, 
social and economic impacts will be simulated using the GTAP model and other quantitative 
models.  Unquantifiable impacts will be covered by qualitative assessment using a range of 
techniques to support the assessment of policy packages.  This integrated assessment will 
show the performance of the policy package under the plausible range of economic 
integration.  Full consideration of implementation issues will be addressed by institutional 
assessment which will identify necessary institutions, financial mechanisms and actions for 
effective implementation of the policy packages.   
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Sub-regional Environmental Management and Development of Indicators for 
Sustainable Development Planning 

 
Background 
 
IGES was a partner in the ADB funded Strategic Environment Framework for the Greater 
Mekong Subregion Phase II (SEF II). The overall goal of the SEF II project was to promote 
sustainable development in the GMS region through (i) helping the individual governments to 
assess the progress of environmental management, (ii) promoting a continuous 
environmental/development policy dialogue within and among the countries, and (iii) 
stimulating greater accountability of GMS governments towards better environmental 
management. SEF III is intended to build on this strong foundation, with IGES having a more 
substantial role than it had under SEF II. 
 
Project components 
 
1.  Strengthening the database for EPA – data collection on environmental policies, associated 

targets and progress towards achieving those targets needs to better organised and shared 
with neighbouring countries. A more robust database is essential prior to commencing 
additional research for SEF III. Further research is required on appropriate indicators, 
aggregate indexes and sustainable mechanisms for cost-effective, consistent collection of 
data and trend analysis.  

2.  Completion and expansion of EPA in GMS countries – additional effort is needed to build 
on the strong foundation achieved by SEF I and II.  Specifically, greater effort is needed 
at the sub-national level (particularly Guangxi Province, China) and at the sub-regional 
level. City-level environmental performance assessment should be conducted on a pilot 
scale. 

3.  Institutionalisation of EPA in individual GMS countries – as SEF II was performed as an 
ADB project, there was little attention paid to ensuring that government agencies actually 
intended to adopt the EPA approach in future.  Therefore a critical outcome of SEF III has 
to be an assurance that EPA has become part of normal government practice—something 
that countries will only do if convinced of its value and their ability to implement it.  

4.  EPA for decentralised use – SEF II focused on national level planning (with the exception 
of Yunnan Province in China).  SEF III will need to extend the same approach to lower 
levels of government, especially where provinces or districts have major control over 
development planning and investment.  Selected cities will also trial the use of 
environmental performance assessment. A major research issue is how to ensure vertical 
integration, so that sub-national sustainable development planning seamlessly links into 
national and regional plans. 

5.  Institutionalisation of EPA at a sub-regional level – while SEF II was intended to address 
the issue of sub-regional benchmarking, trans-boundary environmental impacts and 
policy harmonisation, little progress was made, mainly because of the lack of an 
institutional mechanism operating at the sub-regional level.  Potentially, the EOC in 
Bangkok now provides that institutional vehicle, but it will take some time and careful 
strategies to ensure that EOC evolves into a regional body with strong national ownership. 
The project will work with the EOC institutionalisation component of the CEP to ensure 
that the EOC evolves in the direction of a sub-regional environmental agency.  

6. Integrated sustainable development planning (ISDP) – mainstreaming environmental 
considerations into development planning and management is at the core of ISDP.  The 
key challenge is to get development agencies to set environmental goals and targets as 
part of their planning processes, and not just economic success criteria.  This component 
will work with key ministries like planning and finance, public works and utilities (water, 
power, sewerage etc.) to see how environmental performance criteria can be integrated 
into their current processes. While IGES will be involved in all sub-components, 
particular responsibility will be addressed to sub-component 6, ISDP. 
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Environmental Management in Northeast Asia 
 

Background 
 
Conventionally, governments are primarily responsible for environmental issues within their 
borders: an approach particularly successful in locally-bound pollution abatement and natural 
resource management. Increasingly at regional and global level, governments encounter 
difficulties due to the transboundary nature of environmental issues. Transboundary 
environmental issues are defined as those (1) whose impacts affect more than one country, (2) 
which are associated with the movement of goods and services, and (3) which necessitate 
policy coordination in more than one country. Indeed, those transboundary environmental 
issues respect no national borders. In this context, governments have expressed the need for 
appropriate supranational systems serving them and addressing common environmental issues. 
Existing environmental cooperation mechanisms, however, have fallen short of their 
expectations. 
 
Objective 
 
This project examines the current environmental cooperation regime in Northeast Asia and 
proposes additional measures to proactively address emerging environmental issues of 
transboundary nature. 
 
Major components 
 
1. Assessment of existing mechanisms 
Northeast Asia has many environmental coordination mechanisms on generic and issue-
specific environmental issues. The former includes Tripartite Environment Ministers Meeting 
(TEMM), North-East Asian Subregional Programme of Environmental Cooperation 
(NEASPEC) and Northeast Asian Conference on Environmental Cooperation (NEAC). The 
latter includes Acid Deposition Monitoring Network in East Asia (EANET) and Northwest 
Pacific Action Plan (NOWPAP). This project will assess the performance of each mechanism 
utilising the five criteria of relevance, efficiency, participation of stakeholder/actors, 
effectiveness and sustainability. 
 
2. Proposal to improve the performance of the existing system 
This component will present possible options for restructuring existing mechanisms in the 
region. If generic mechanisms discuss related issues separately, they need either to divide and 
allocate responsibility or merge into one forum. Issue specific forums often produce tangible 
results through data collection and project implementation, but they sometimes lack overall 
policy coordination from other forums. They may improve their performance by seeking 
guidance from the overall coordinating mechanism. 
 
3. Proposal on future regional system to address emerging environmental issues 
Given the economic integration of the region, there will be more common environmental 
issues to be addressed by regional mechanisms in the near future. This project will build on 
the analyses of existing mechanisms and propose a future environmental cooperation 
mechanism which can address emerging issues and perhaps involve more countries in 
Northeast Asia, including Mongolia, Democratic Peoples Republic of Korea, and possibly 
even some Russian provinces.  
 
4. Development of a roadmap 
Once a desirable future mechanism is derived from previous analyses, the organisational 
evolution needs to be planned in a stepwise manner, so that there could be a smooth transition 
from existing cooperation mechanisms. This stage of the study will also involve consultation 
with actors and stakeholders from existing regional cooperation mechanisms. 


