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&
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in Japan in the near future!



1 Governance Evaluation - 4 Perspectives




1-1. Evaluation results for Institutional Mechanism: Toyota City

No. of mayor’s SDG-related

Leadership of Mayor statementa 4 times 1 times

Responsible departments SDG department and

and personnel number of personnel 2 PeErsons 3 persons
i 6 platforms/ 8 platforms/
Qollaboratlop of : No. of SDG platforms P . P .
industry/gov‘t/academia consortia consortia
Level of int t of cit No. of SDG-related . .
bl 0. 01 o oTeae 11 questions 65 questions

councilors parliamentary questions



1-2. Evaluation results for Goal Setting: Toyota City

: No. of goals addressed
SDG Policy and plans by policies/plans 10 Goals 10 Goals

Positioning of SDGs SDG in comprehensive

in existing plans city plan Yes Yes

Setting numerical 24 33

targetg for SDGs No. of outcome indicators  jndicators for SDGs indicators for SDGs

Future City Plan Future City Plan

“No one will be left No. of parliamentary
behind” questions about vulnerable

1,534 questions 1,132 questions



1-3. Evaluation results for Monitoring: Toyota City

Data collection for SDG
indicators

Participation in external
accreditation

Dissemination of
information to citizens

Dissemination of info at
home and abroad

No. of open data provided

No. of participation in
external accreditation

No. of seminars held for
citizens and participants

No. of press releases on
the SDGs

101~500

2 seminars
(with 1000
Participants)

3 press
releases

1001~5000

7 seminars

23 press
releases



1-4. Evaluation results for Partnership: Toyota City

Citizens’ understanding  Citizens’ SDG
and penetration awareness

45.5% 61.6%

No. of corporate

CRPBIENS FEMIERING | s o 506 126 partnerships 449 partnerships

Partnerships with univ. No. of activity groups/ e gI.’OUI.:)S/ 45 groups/
and activity groups organizations organizations organizations
No. of int’'l organizations, 9 organizations/ 9 organizations/

International partnership 5 4 sister cities sister cities sister cities



Utilizing On-line Platform “Clover,” New-type of Partnership Promotion

Communication capabilities (easy to understand, fresh information, across city
boundaries)

Simple search function (search through various approaches: project-based, etc.)
Easy connections (enables direct communication and Al matching)
Low-maintenance (each organization is basically responsible for updating)
Low-cost

y AY 4 . . N
1. Search Q_ 2. Communication <7/
Users can search for projects, activities, needs and Users can communicate mid- to long-term projects, -
seeds related to the SDGs, as well as users of Platform | | daily initiatives (= activities), needs, and seeds _
Clover working on SDGs. Use it to identify global related to SDGs. Use it in PR for yourself and your,
trends, reconfirm the position of yourself and your organization, as the opportunity to build new
organization, and create opportunities to take on the | | partnerships, and to carry out follow-up and
SDGs. review activities.

g\ J

.Q;’.

3. Exchange and matching § g [ want {o resolve ¢ We will support
an issue. /7 NN you.

We use Al to propose potential collaborative partners. ({{ }}

After that, you can communicate one to-one with other a SN\ 124 z

users using the message function. Needs ","‘ Seeds

In addition, the platform is equipped with a matching .

(partnership) function to promote efforts among users Al-powered Partnership
whose intentions match each other. recommendation Qy creation function
functi
Use it to build exchanges and partnerships that —
transcend spaces, fields, and attributes. |k Thumbs-up function @ Message function . .
Source: Toyota City




2 SDG Achievement Evaluation
How to select 56 indicators

Stepl

Extraction of 142 targets, which can be
addressed at the local-government level

Step?

Step3

Stepd

Each raw indicator value is normalized
into theachievement level (0%-100%).

goal is used to show the achievement level.

17 goals, 169 targets

Consolidate them into 56 indicators
responding to each goal.

The geometric mean of the indicators for each

D

D

Review of existing indicators

- Global SDG Indicators

- OECD

- SDSN

- Local SDG indicators suggested by Government
of Japan

Selecting process for evaluation indicators

1) Directly represent each target

2) Indicate the outcome (final result)

3) Variable depending on the actions and policy
measures of local governments

4) Indicators with a clear correspondence
between increase or decrease and good or bad.

Consolidation of evaluation indicators

- 2 to 4 indicators per goal are recommended.

- Statistics and published data are available for
many local governments.

- Integration of similar indicators among targets

Normalization of evaluation indicators

« Give priority to the absolute target values in the list

- If there is no clear target value, refer to the world's
highest or lowest level.

- If there is no statistical data overseas, refer to the
national average in Japan.



2 SDG Achievement Evaluation
Selected 56 indicators

Indicators for Goal 6

Water supply coverage
Sewage treatment coverage
Domestic Water use for capita

River BOD
(Biochemical Oxygen Demand)
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56

SDG Local Achievement Index

Relative poverty rate

Rate of households receiving livelihood protection

Number of homeless per 100,000 population

Number of deaths from malnutrition per 100,000 population

Percentage of children with poor nutrition

Agriculture and fisheries output per capita

Food self-sufficiency rate (on a calorie basis)

Neonatal mortality rate

Number of youth deaths per 1,000 population

Number of suicides per 100,000 population

Healthy life expectancy

Number of traffic deaths per 10,000 population

Percentage of children on waiting lists for nursery schools and kindergartens
Percentage of junior high school graduates who go on to higher education
Gender Parity Index in college and university enroliment

Average percentage of correct answers on academic assessments
Number of confirmed sex crimes per 1,000 women

Gender Parity Index for household workers

Gender parity index for managerial occupations

Water supply coverage

Sewage treatment coverage

Water consumption per capita (based on a withdrawal basis)

Percentage of population with access to electricity

Renewable energy installation capacity per capit;
Gross output per unit of final energy consumption
Growth rate of gross city/prefectural product per capita
Unemployment rate

Percentage of population aged 15-24 not in employment, education or training (NEET)

Manufactured value added per employee
CO2 emissions per million-yen unit of added value
Number of patent applications filed per 100,000 population

Income growth rate of the lower 40% of income
(Decrease rate of households with income of less than 3 million yen)

Labour's share

Unemployment rate of foreign workers

Percentage of households that live in housing below the minimum living standard
Public transportation coverage

SPM (Suspended Particulate Matter) concentration

Amount of business waste generated per gross city/prefectural product
Hazardous waste disposal rate

Recycling rate

Number of residents in flood-prone areas per 100,000 population

Number of people sent to hospital due to heat stroke per 100,000 population
CO2 emissions per capita

River BOD (Biochemical Oxygen Demand)

Percentage change in sales value of fishery catches

Number of arrests for violations of fishery-related laws per 100,000 population
Net change rate of forest area

Number of animals and plants poached or illegally traded per 100,000 population
Number of confirmed alien invasive species per unit area

Number of confirmed homicide cases per 100,000 population

Number of child abuse consultations per 1,000 elementary school students
Voter turnout

Fiscal capability index (FCI)

Internet penetration rate

SDGs promotion index

Number of sister cities per 100,000 population

*1: Less than core city (municipalities with more than 200,000 people) is assumed to be 0.
*2: Use the prefectural average
*3: For mhnlcipalities without data, use the prefectural average

Related goals
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Direction

Municipal
levels
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2 Relationship between 56 indicators and targets

Relative poverty rate

Rate of households
receiving livelihood
rotection

No. of homeless per
100,000 population

_— ~ "No- of deaths from ~
P -,r malnutrition per 100,000 :
\ _ _ - population_ _ _ _/

Percentage of children
with poor nutrition

N o "
~~ J Food self-sufficiency rate !
(on a calorie basis)

Agricultural and
fisheries output per
i

No. youth deaths per
1.000 population

No. of suicides per
100,000 population

_____________ \
1
_____________ /J

No. of traffic deaths per
10,000 population

Percentage of children
on waiting lists

for nursery school and
kindergartens

Percentage of junior
high graduates who go
on to higher education

Gender parity index in |
college and university
enrollment

IS
~N
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NI Average percentage of |
N
) correct answers on 1

c \ academic assessments )
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Manufactured value No. of residents in

, added per employee flood-prone areas per

/ 100,000 population
I/A CO2 emissions per \\ |” No. o f_p; nge-s; ntto >
//

(51 N\ No. of confirmed sexual
(52 ] \v crimes per 1,000 women :
o N/

‘ 9.3
E‘.‘AIA Gender parity index for

~Y7 /] — - \\ .

",}V household workers 4/ added _13a \A: h;:g::lp(::ﬁ ;oo gggt
( ’
Vg

1 -
y ‘ o ’ (90 ) _13b _ population
1/A Gender parity index in //A No.ofpatent YA WP
V managerial occupation applications filed per CO2 emissions per

f 100,000 population

No. of confirmed
homicide cases per
100,000 population

million-yen unit of value |, S

......

No. of child abuse
consultations per 1,000

elementary-school
students

y Water supply coverage (102 ) Inﬁz'x:r%{;,zt:friitfoﬂ;he e - River BOD Voter turnout
“ (Decrease rate of
households with income :
(104 ) o Percentage change in
sewage treatment \' less than 3 million yen) fishery catches and
N coverage X
\ A L _____ \‘; - sales value of catches
(66 )= :_\:\ ( Domestic water use per | ettt Labor's share 17
(6a ¥--- -ZZ¥capita (on awater intake, \\ (07 N 2 T mmmmee
D il basis) . ___! \\ {Ji0a ]} related laws per 100,000 . "
...... ’ Fiscal Capability Index
(eb ) A R et Une;mpl_oymentkrate of e (?’CI) y
_ LS | oreign workers
Percentage of
households that live in -
> housing below minimum . Net change rate of forest Internet penetration rate

living standard area (penetration of 4G and
5G)

No. of animals and

Public transportation plants poached or

coverage G illegally traded per

Growth rate of gross . : 100,000 population

mtylprefectura_l product SPM concentration
per capita

1
Unemployment rate . /A Awareness ratio of the
Amount of business 7/ SDGs
waste generated per
gross city/prefectural
product

_____

No. of sister cities per
100,000 population

y

i/\‘\

Percentage of
population aged 15-24
not in employment,
education or training
(NEET)
Hazardous waste
disposal rate

("1.177 Issues that cannot be addressed at the local

R li _ ___ government level
ecycling rate i _! Evaluation indicators used only at the

prefectural level




3 SDG Achievement Evaluation Result SDGs: Toyota City

Achievement level for each goal
Mcoall  [YGoal2 [ElGoals [PlGoala [FJGoals [FlGoals Goal7 [FJGoals [ Goalo

SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

S

| AN A\
[ % \\ \

Bl Goal10 7 Goal11 [ Goal12 PH Goal13 [ Goal14 [ Goal15 ¥ Goal16 [ Goal 17 ::::::.. - & AR I O y O t a C I ty
= E= ¥ S L VA

Voluntary Local Review

' 2022

Difference from the national average
MGoall1 |1 Goal2 [ElGoal3 [FGoals [FlGoals [JGoals Goal7 [ Goals [l Goalo

22 4]ofs5]6lu]al2]-2

B Goal10 7 Goal11 [ Goal12 FH Goal13 [ Goal14 [ Goal15 P Goal16 [ Goal17  ® Morethan 10%

151 5 ] 2210017 ] 16 ] -1 | 3 G

Changes since 2015
MGoall |1 Goalz [Goal3 [Flcoals [FlGoals [ Goals Goal7 FJGoals  FiGoal9

Ol3|ol3 s[5 Al O

B Goal10 [ Goalll [F] Goal12 P Goal13 [ Goal14 [ Goal15 [ Goalis [ Goal17 ? Sutaiing - ek e

Slight increaze
‘ " Stagnation
§ Decrease
= No data for 2015

Goal 1 (No poverty):

high score—Effects of strong industry and employment performance
Goals 14 and 15 (Life below water, Life on land):

high score—Successful policies for urban and rural areas, biodiversity, and forestry
Goal 10 (Reduced inequalities):

low score—Low scores for “labor’s share” and “gender parity index for managerial occupations”

i
Achievement level for each indicator
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4 SDG Achievement Visualization Dashboard: Shiga Prefecture

£t Achievement Level by Goal (Prefectural Version)

Prefecture Year = Goal Prefecture Achievement Level by Year
2015 1 00.Whol... : 95% or more _
23. Aichi
2016 2 01. Hokk... 80%
Shenyang
2017 S 3 | 02.Aomori —
25. Shiga g
' 2018 o IS a || 03.1wate
26. Kyoto ,Seoul 40%
2019 5  04.Miyagi
27. Osaka 4 20%
2020 ; 6 05. Akita
28. Hyogo . 4 %
2021 of rde 4 7 [l 06.Y e ' ' ' '
29 Nara ot Srama... 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 2025 2027 2029
2022 L 8 07 Fukus... _
30. Wakayama J 4?" X . 00. Whole country ) 25. Shiga
Esri, USEs' Esri, TomTom, Garmin, FAQ, NOAA, USGS | (c) ... Powered by Esri 9 08. Ibaraki
i i o
Selected 92% 53% 79% 79% 44% 84% 78% 89% 77%
Prefecture
Nafion| 77% 48% 77% 80% 46% 73% 68% 84% 96%
Average
b
*
Selected 56% 79% 39% 50% 88% 77% 75% 82% é"&‘
Prefecture = =
o>
] 67% 77% 57% 53% 72% 81% 72% 73%

Average



4 SDG Achievement Visualization Dashboard: Shiga Prefecture

<+ Achievement Level by Goal (Prefectural Version)

Prefecture Year = Goal Prefecture  Achievement Level by Year
2015 1 00. Whol... I 95% or more
23. Aichi “ /
2016 /. 2 | 01.Hokk... 80%
24. Mie oo o o o o oo
Shenyang E
2017 2 of 3 | 02. Aomori 60%
25. Shiga g
2018 T 4| 03 wate
26. Kyoto 4 Seoul 20% |
2019 4 Pkyo 5 ' 04 Miyagi
27. Osaka AT 7 20%
2020 L 6 05. Akita
28. Hyogo 4
Shanghai ) 0% i =
2021 g ] 7 06.Yama...
29. Nara bs 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 2025 2027 2029
2022 5 8  07.Fukus...
30. Wakayama N @ 00. Whole country 25. Shiga
Esri, USGS | Esri, TomTom, Garmin, FegNOAA, USGS | () ... wered by Esri 9  08. Ibaraki

Selected ‘ 92% . 53%
Prefecture

National s
77%
Average

64% ‘ 84% 78% ‘ 89% ‘ 77%

46% 73% 68% 84% 96%

Selected 56% 79% (39% ‘ 50% ‘ 88% \ 77% 75% ‘ 82% : g‘",

Prefecture = =
™

Ufertel 67% 77% 57% 53% 72% 81% 72% 73%

Average

Achievement level for each indicator

- Sewage treatment coverage 99.1%
- River BOD (Biochemical Oxygen Demand) 89.1%



SDG Monitoring Handbooks

Seveiormen GLIALS

Stuciorment GLALS

Handbook for SDG Handbook for SDG
Monitoring by Local Monitoring by Local

Governments Governments

Part B: Building Institutional
Mechanisms and Managing Progress
toward SDGs by Local Government
(Governance Evaluation)

Part A: Evaluating the Achievement
of SDG Local Actions

Second Edition

February 2022
February 2022
UNCRD Research Group on
UNCRD Research Group on SDG Monitoring for Local Governments

SDG Monitoring for Local Governments

HALFWAY TO 2030:
Japan SDG LOCAL and REGIONAL REPORT 2023

@ Achievement Level by Goal (Prefectural Version) H A L F WAY
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https://www.uncrd.or.jp/index.php?page=view&type=13&nr=1212&menu=327
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