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Strengthening Economy-Ecology Alignment and 

Incorporating Social Aspect for APEC Green Growth 

Wayne Chen 

The Asia-Pacific region which accounts for more than 50% of global GDP becomes 

significant engine in the world economy, particularly in the post-crisis era. However, 

as argued by APEC Leaders’ declarations in Sydney and Yokohama, securing robust 

economic growth of the Asia-Pacific region is facing severe challenges of 

environmental degradation, climate change and energy security. How to achieve 

economic, social, and environmental development goals, while reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions is already an urgent task for economies in the APEC region. Moreover, 

actions in greening the established economic order should not be limited to enhancing 

energy efficiency and security but to be aligned with current development of the 

global climate regime. 

This essay assesses how Green Growth actions of APEC are contributing to 

sustainable development of the region and the role of APEC should play in 

transforming regional green economy. In addition, this essay looks at Green Growth 

strategies of Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and Organisation for 

Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), and by comparing with Green 
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Growth Strategies of ASEAN and OECD, recommendations and future prospects of 

APEC Green Growth strategy are illustrated.  

The essay argues that constructing a regional low carbon development pathway, and 

ensuring long-term, robust, economic development need to incorporate the society 

front into consideration. In addition, APEC needs to ensure inclusiveness and 

flexibility of associate actions by extending coverage of Green Growth from current 

technology and trade oriented agenda to, at least, promoting natural resource 

management and social equality and living quality. 

Triple Bottom Line Theory 

The Triple Bottom Line (TBL) theory is employed in this essay as the framework for 

reporting and assessing APEC Green Growth policy. TBL theory indicates that 

Economy, Society and Ecology are three bottom lines which are interdependent and 

should be developed inclusively to nurture sustainability. Originally, the TBL emerged 

from accounting and corporate management, but was quickly used in sustainable 

development studies in the late 1990s (see more in Henriques and Richardson, 2004), 

particularly in assessing governance and policymaking in relations to promoting 

sustainability. In this essay, the TBL theory performs as an analytical tool assessing 

the effectiveness of current APEC Green Growth strategy in related to ideal 

sustainable development governance. 
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In accordance to the TBL theory, development of contemporary environmental agenda 

can be divided into 3 waves in accordance with the changing roles and responsibilities 

of governments (see Elkington, 2004, 7-9). After decades of progressing in technology, 

research and governance, sustainable development has obtained wide recognition and 

at present market creation is considered compatible with environmental protection and 

should be focused on in policy making. This view of evolution of sustainable 

development is correspondent to Martinez-Alier’s (2003, ch1) observation of 

progression of environmentalism, although the latter has longer time frame and was 

constructed from a sociologist perspective. Martinez-Alier argues that 

environmentalism was initiated from ‘Cult of Wilderness’ before incorporating 

economic development at core in the phase of ‘Gospel of Eco-Efficiency’, and 

eventually ‘Environmental Justice and the Environmentalism of the Poor’ would 

advances sustainable development by adding the social dimension to the established 

policy framework. 

Similarly, TBL theory argues that in policymaking the three dimensions- economy, 

ecology and society, need to be incorporated and coordinated in a holistic manner, 

otherwise sustainable development can hardly be achieved by conventional 

development paradigm. In other words, sustainable development is not merely 

appealing policymakers to taking environment into consideration, but urging for 
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transforming for comprehensive policy consideration and governance to foster 

homeostasis between the economy, ecology and society fronts. As Porritt (2004, 68) 

argues, the problem of sustainable development is not that the government does not 

take key social issues and the ecosystems seriously, but that they are not driven as 

dynamically as the pursuit of robust economic growth. How to promote development 

of the region in a balanced fashion between the three bottom lines is a significant and 

critical challenge for governments. In pursuing a sustainable Asia-Pacific region, 

APEC has to depict a feasible pathway through which reciprocal relationship would 

be built between economy, ecology and society to coordinate efforts towards regional 

sustainable future.  

In this essay the TBL is also used in reporting on the government’s performance. 

However, considering that the TBL theory is not sufficient to answer in the extent to 

which one organization is contributing to sustainability (Gray and Milne, 2004, 76) 

APEC Green Growth Strategy would be also compared with economic-environmental 

actions of OECD and ASEAN to open up a number of foci for future development of 

APEC Green agenda. 

Development of APEC Green Agenda 

The recent history of involving environmental consideration into APEC economic 

agenda can be divided into three phases. The Leaders’ Declaration in Sydney in 2007 
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is one milestone of APEC environmental efforts. It recognised climate change as one 

severe challenge facing the Asia-Pacific region and reflected Leaders’ commitment to 

taking environment into policy consideration in the ongoing pursuit of regional 

economic integration.  

As argued by the Sydney Declaration, enhancing energy security and transforming for 

a clean development and a resilient APEC region to natural disasters were two main 

objectives at this stage. In achieving the objectives, APEC should persist with the 

existing Trade and Investment Liberalization and Facilitation (TILF) agenda as the 

Sydney Declaration argued that “promoting open, efficient, transparent and flexible 

economies… provides the best protection against economic volatility and disruption 

cause by natural disasters and other threats (APEC, 2007). ” Two qualitative 

objectives were provided in the Sydney Declaration, they were reduction in energy 

intensity of at least 25 per cent
1
 by 2030 (with 2005 as the base year) and increasing 

forest cover in the region by at least 20 million hectares of all types of forests by 

2020. 

The second phase of APEC environmental agenda was emerged from the Growth 

Strategy initiative proposed by Japan in 2010. In the Growth Strategy, Sustainable 

Growth was prioritised as one of five attributes
2
, and was deliberated intensively 

                                                      
1
 This target was raised to 50% in 41

st
 Energy Working Group meeting. 

2
 The other four attributes are: balance growth, innovative growth, inclusive growth and secure growth. 
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among APEC member economies regarding its content and implications. Sustainable 

Growth, as defined in the APEC Growth Strategy (APEC, 2010a), refers to “growth 

compatible with global efforts for protection of the environment and transition to 

green economies”, and similar to the previous phase, energy security still rested at the 

core of Sustainable Growth. 

Promoting energy security was the key driver of Green Growth, and the Fukui 

Declaration (APEC, 2010b) published at the 9
th

 meeting of APEC Energy Ministers is 

a significant guideline providing concrete actions for enhancing energy security, 

efficiency and clean energy supply in detail. The Fukui Declaration also urges APEC 

to outreach and collaborate proactively with other international organisation, i.e. 

International Energy Agency, Major Economies Forum, International Atomic Energy 

Agency and Asian Nuclear Safety Network. Wu et al. (2009) argue that APEC’s 

energy security strategic framework consists of four themes, they are: Expand and 

Diversity Supply of Energy Resources, Manage Energy Demand by Promoting 

Conservation and Improving Efficiency, Promote Efficient Energy Market, and Clean 

Energy Use and Technology Innovation. These are areas where efforts by APEC 

would contribute to advancing policy development and implementation, align Leaders’ 

multiple goals for energy, and develop integrated strategy to improve energy security 

of the region. 
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Apart from energy security actions, 4 works can be concluded in developing the 

sustainable growth, they are (APEC, 2010a): 

1. Improve access for environmental goods and services (EGS) and develop EGS 

sectors;  

2. Promote green jobs education and training;  

3. Promote private investment in green industries and production processes;  

4. Promote conservation and more sustainable management of natural resources.  

Compared with the first wave, APEC’s environmental agenda was extended to and 

merged more with established economic works including promoting market access 

and job creation. In addition, natural resources management and ecotourism were 

involved in the sustainable growth attribute. 

Promoting Green Growth in APEC 2011 

In the conclude Senior Officials Meeting 2010, USA, the host of APEC 2011, 

announced that ‘promoting Green Growth’ to be one of three priority areas (APEC, 

2010c). This APEC 2011 Green Growth agenda continued a strong belief that the 

APEC’s TILF pillar is beneficial to, and should be promoted continually for, climate 

mitigation and adaptation. Following the same rationale, market creation and access 

ought to be shaped and advanced for pursuing of our sustainable future and 

meanwhile advancing the APEC region for a seamless regional economy. There were 
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5 works prioritised for ‘promoting Green Growth’ at the first Senior Officials Meeting 

(SOM1).  

The ‘Facilitating Trade and Investment in EGS’ initiative was focused on reducing 

associated non-tariff barriers (NTB) and measures (NTM). This agenda was extended 

from continuing discussions on EGS in the World Trade Organization, and is one 

mainstream market-oriented approach for climate change mitigation and adaptation. 

The EGS work was also widely conceived as a sensible solution beneficial to both 

trade and investment facilitation and environmental protection. 

The ‘Combating Trade in Illegal Logging’ initiative proposed by Indonesia and USA 

urges APEC member economies to share information, improving market transparency 

and develop enforcement mechanism to combat illegal logging and its associated 

trade (APEC, 2011a). This initiative is significant for its objective and is greatly 

related to utilization of natural resources which is greatly related to economic interests 

of developing economies. As a result, at SOM1, the initiative was welcomed 

particularly by developing economies, including China, Indonesia, Malaysia, Mexico, 

Peru, and Papua New Guinea. Furthermore, the initiative was suggested to extend its 

scope from combating illegal logging to promoting sustainable forest management, 

and put associated issues to be discussed in the forthcoming Forestry Ministerial 

Meeting. Furthermore, Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest 
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Degradation plus (REDD plus) which is one mechanism discussed intensively in the 

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) was 

suggested by Papua New Guinea to be considered in APEC. In this light, for building 

up member economies’ capacity effectively in managing natural resources, e.g. 

forestry resource management and rehabilitation, APEC could be a hub to facilitate 

intergovernmental cooperation and knowledge exchange within the region as well as 

with international organisations outside APEC. 

The ‘Streamlining Import Procedures for Advanced, Low-Carbon Demonstration 

Vehicles’ initiative was not much discussed at the Senior Officials Meeting, but in the 

14th Automotive Dialogue Meeting, and yet listed as one essential work of Green 

Growth in the Post-Som1 Letter from the Chair. Although how the import procedures 

can be streamlined was briefed in the Automotive Dialogue, further elaboration and 

deliberation are needed to articulate approaches for promoting the low-carbon 

demonstration vehicles, and the expected contribution of this proposal to the overall 

objectives of Green Growth.  

In promoting low-carbon demonstration vehicles, USA considers innovation and 

reducing NTB and NTM should be primary works. Comparatively, EWG, from an 

improving energy security and advancing land use policy perspective, suggested that 

promoting use of biofuel is a more crucial direction considering that use of biofuel 
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would not only reduce carbon emission, but at the same time conserve biodiversity, 

improve rural development, create employment opportunities, and in the social aspect, 

enhance energy security and food security. 

The ‘Phasing Out Inefficient Fossil Fuel Subsidies’ and ‘Remanufactured Goods’ 

were also two initiatives deliberated at SOM1, but different from other initiatives, the 

two proposals received more criticism from mostly developing economies. The 

subsidy reform was widely recognised as one important policy to strengthen energy 

security and was involved in environmental deliberation in many international 

organisations, e.g. G-20 and OECD. However, the social impacts of the subsidy 

reform were inadequately attended in the APEC discourse, and criticism was drawn 

accordingly. China, for instance, argued that the subsidy reform should be focused not 

only on reducing subsidies but taking social impacts and welfare of vulnerable groups 

into account. Otherwise the subsidy reform may undermine overall quality of living 

by neglecting its negative effects on the society sphere. 

In discussing remanufactured goods, USA (APEC, 2011b) argues that 

remanufacturing contribute greatly to environmental protection, job creation and 

industrial development. However, developing economies were sceptical about the 

quality of remanufactured goods. Many argued given that remanufactured goods are 

made largely by end-of-life components, how their quality can be conceived same or 
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even better than new products? Remanufactured goods need to be differentiated from 

new products rather than being treated same as new goods in practices. Lin (2011, 6) 

argues criticism of developing economies was resulted from worries that 

remanufactured goods would intensify competition in the international trade arena and 

impose stress on domestic industrial development. In addition, developing economies 

are cautious that used parts/recycled parts of secondary quality could be imported 

rapidly and massive into boarder under the coat of remanufactured goods before 

regulations to be set up completely and concerns of quality to be clarified. At present 

focus of discussion are concentrated on regulations to warrant quality of 

remanufactured goods, ensure information transparency, and the rationale upon which 

remanufactured goods should be conceived as new goods in theory as well as in 

practices. 

Green Growth at the Second Senior Officials Meeting 

4 major works were attended at the second Senior Official Meeting. EGS remained as 

one priority in the Green Growth agenda but its focus of trade was gradually extended 

to including technology dissemination. China, by proposing the APEC EGS 

Technology Dissemination Action Plan (2011c), argues that technology dissemination 

is crucial to foster APEC economies’ ability in achieving the Green Growth goal as 

well as encourage innovation and promote trade and investment. In addition, China 
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argues that in accordance with the principle of “common and differentiate 

responsibilities”, deliberation and implementation of EGS should recognise and 

consider different needs and capability of developing economies at this stage. 

Regarding the combating illegal logging initiative, focus of discussion was extended 

from establishing an APEC mechanism of combating illegal logging to a broader 

scope of sustainable forest management, but not all economies were pleased by this 

development. The Information Paper on Combating Illegal Logging and Associated 

Trade (APEC, 2011d) submitted to the Committee on Trade and Investment at SOM2 

argues that APEC should be focused on trade and promoting intergovernmental 

economic cooperation within the region. In order to underpin this assertion, the 

information paper provides rationale upon which APEC should institutionalise 

regional forest cooperation were provided in detail, including how the APEC network 

and mechanism would complement existing forestry organisations, and how APEC 

could play an active role in cooperation with other regional institutions, e.g. the 

Asia-Pacific Network for Sustainable Forest Management and Rehabilitation 

(APFNet), and the International Tropical Timber Organization (ITTO), which mostly 

address broader forest management and governance issues. Compared with other 

forestry networks, APEC is unique and capable of fostering intergovernmental 

cooperation. However, APEC should not be limited to establishing dialogues between 
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governments or trade facilitation. APEC is also capable of stopping illegal logging 

activities through multiple gateways, including increasing market transparency, 

improving local land use policy, and surely all the works are complementary with 

rather than exclusive to enhancing cooperation between governments. 

The subsidy reform, after intensive debates at SOM1, was revised and proposed again 

by New Zealand and USA (APEC, 2011e, 2011f) at SOM2. Different from the 

previous version, the revised proposal was rationalised more upon G-20’s progress 

rather than the OECD, the Global Subsidies Initiative and so on. In addition, USA was 

joined as the cosponsor. 4 themes were proposed to be further discussed for the 

establishment of the voluntary reporting mechanism. They are (APEC 2011f):  

1. Impact of the subsidy reform on energy diversification and security and the 

environment. 

2. Economic benefits of the subsidy reform. 

3. Implementing the reform while protecting vulnerable populations 

4. Establishing a voluntary reporting mechanism on fossil fuel subsidy reduction in 

APEC.  

The new subsidy reform, by changing its objective to establishing voluntary reporting 

mechanism, involved vulnerable populations into consideration and meanwhile left 

debates on definition of subsidies (in)efficiency behind. In so doing, deliverables of 
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the subsidy reform was clearly articulated to be discussed in SOM3 and conclude 

SOM. 

The ‘Low Emission Development Strategy (LEDS)’ (APEC, 2011g) initiative was 

newly added by USA emphasizing on building economies’ capacity in developing 

their own strategic economic, social, and environmental development goals, while 

reducing greenhouse gas emissions over the long term. Compared to other initiatives 

under the Green Growth umbrella, this proposal is conceptual and its objective is 

greater associated with capacity building for member economies through ECOTECH.  

LEDS, very much similar to the Nationally Appropriate Mitigation Action (NAMA) 

indicated in the Bali Road Map (UNFCCC, 2007a), the Bali Action Plan (UNFCCC, 

2007b) and the Copenhagen Accord (UNFCCC, 2009), can be seen as the APEC 

version of NAMA which provides economies substantial flexibility in strategy making 

as well as in implementation. NAMA proposed in the Bali Action Plan was, “in 

accordance with the provisions and principles of the [United Nation Framework] 

Convention [of Climate Change], in particular the principle of common but 

differentiated responsibilities”, to be carried out by developing countries “in the 

context of sustainable development, supported and enabled by technology, finance 

and capacity-building.” In this light, LEDS proposed by USA revealed that climate 

change was recognised widely including developed economies as an inevitable 
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challenge to economic development, and therefore merging economic growth strategy 

in accordance with current climate governance should be seen as one opportunity as 

well as limitation in shaping future regional economy. 

Noticeably, compared with SOM1 in which discussion were more on enhancing 

market access, trade and investment liberalization and facilitation, deliberation and 

proposals at SOM2 was concentrated more on capacity building and related to 

economic and technical cooperation (ECOTECH). Developing economies, in 

particular, suggested APEC to consider more on improving resources management, 

technology dissemination and information exchange. Current major actions of Green 

Growth are summarised in Table 1. 
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Table 1 Taskings for APEC Green Growth  

Initiatives Key Actions/ Focus of Discussion 

Energy Security 
 Expand and diversity supply of energy resources 

 Manage energy demand by promoting conservation and 

improving efficiency 

 Promote efficient energy market 

 Utilise clean energy and technology innovation 

Phasing Out 

Inefficient Subsidies 

on Fossil Fuel 

 Rationalise and phase out fossil fuel subsidies in APEC 

 Removing inefficient fossil fuel subsidies while protecting 

vulnerable populations 

 Discuss a voluntary reporting mechanism on fossil fuel 

subsidy reduction 

Low-Carbon 

Demonstration 

Vehicles 

 Streamline the import procedures 

 Develop and exchange technology 

 Utilise biofuel 

Facilitating Trade and 

Investment in EGS 

 Reduce NTB and NTM 

 Support progress on the EGS negotiations in the WTO 

DDA 
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Remanufactured 

Goods 

 Promote remanufacturing 

 Facilitate freer trade in remanufactured goods by 

addressing barriers to trade 

 Define and differentiate remanufactured goods from new 

products 

Combating Trade in 

Illegal Logging 

 Discuss and share information; 

 Develop market transparency mechanisms; 

 Develop capacity needed to combating illegal logging and 

its associated trade  

 Develop enforcement cooperation mechanisms 

 Promote private sector engagement on these issues. 

 Promote sustainable forest management and habitation 

Low Emission 

Development Strategy 

Developing low-carbon strategies for economic growth. 
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Green Growth in OECD 

OECD considers market-based instruments are crucial to tackle environmental 

degradation and climate change and governments play an irreplaceable role in helping 

governments transforming current economic activities for low-carbon economy. 

Countries should be aware that reforming costly and environmentally damaging 

policies requesting urgent actions and also that inaction can be no differently pricey 

(OECD, 2009a). Furthermore, OECD argued that “economic crisis is no excuse to 

post pone environmental action” (2009a), instead “’green’ and ‘growth’ can go 

hand-in-hand” to assist countries to recover from the economic crisis and move 

beyond (OECD, 2009b). 

Upon the basis of the Declaration on Green Growth (OECD, 2009b), the Interim 

Report of the Green Growth Strategy (OECD, 2010) and the Towards Green Growth 

(OECD, 2011) an comprehensive OECD Green Growth Strategy (Figure 1) was 

drafted composed of a strategic vision, policy framework, rationale for promoting 

green transition for economic recovery, measurement framework, and future prospects. 

Green Growth within this structure was conceived as “a way to pursue economic 

growth and development, while preventing environmental degradation, biodiversity 

loss and unsustainable natural resource use (OECD, 2010, 9),” and means to 

“fostering economic growth and development while ensuring that natural assets 



19 
  

continue to provide the resources and environmental services on which our well-being 

relies (OECD, 2011, 9).”  

The OECD Green Growth Strategy challenges the established economic paradigm as 

well as the traditionally environmental policies (or the ‘Cult of Wilderness’ in 

Martinez-Alier’s chronology of environmentalism, see above) in a more radical sense. 

A return to business as usual (BAU), for example, is considered as unwise and 

ultimately unsustainable due to more negative impact on environment and human 

health would be produced (OECD, 2011, 9, 24). Innovation in this context is essential 

to form future environmental economy and playing an important role in formulating 

the green growth strategies. Furthermore, GDP is not discarded but recognised as an 

effective measure of economic progress as well as an indicator overlooking the 

contribution of natural assets to wealth, health and well-being. Another example 

presenting the OECD Green Growth Strategy a forward looking governance model is 

biodiversity which is incorporated intensively in the Strategy in efforts to secure 

common goods and biodiversity loss is recognised as serious environmental 

degradation which would lead to economically costly outcomes.   

Compared to current APEC Green Growth actions, the OECD Green Growth Strategy 

was structured in a more systematic and comprehensive manner. OECD Strategy 

integrates economy, ecology and society in a relatively well-balanced sense according 
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to which policy recommendations were conducted. Green growth, interpreted as a 

subset of, rather than a replacement for, sustainable development, carves out an 

operational policy agenda “at the interface between the economy and the environment 

(OECD, 2011, 11)”. Meanwhile, the society dimension was involved substantially in 

the strategic consideration, particularly in the policy framework proposal which takes 

divergent social contexts of individuals or counties into account. For example, in 

regard of subsidies issues, it is argued that “the distributional effects of subsidy 

reform… need to be examined carefully, [considering that] low income households 

can be vulnerable to these reforms… a targeted monthly payment [could be] 

distributed to poor households to avoid unsustainable impact on livelihoods (OECD, 

2011, 45)”. Similarly, for a smooth labour market transition, the Strategy urges 

policies to ensure workers and firms adjusting quickly and to assure “a just sharing of 

adjustment costs occasioned by the transition (OECD, 2011, 13)”. 

In this light, implementing and designing strategies for green growth is very much 

subject to local ecological and anthropogenic environments both which shape 

sustainability of a country. In order to provide adequate flexibility for individual 

countries to tailor their own green growth strategies in accordance with local milieu, 

OECD Green Growth strategy performs as a framework on promoting 

inter-governmental cooperation and diffusion of knowledge. Furthermore, the OECD 
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green growth framework is representing a holistic governance model arguing that 

sustainable development can only be achieve by incorporating economy, environment 

and society in policy making and implementation simultaneously.  

At present, Green Growth can be regarded as an interim process towards sustainable 

development governance in which environmental activism is to be incorporated into 

economic policy making. Objectives of Green Growth therefore should not be limited 

to dematerialising present economy but also take the social dimension into account. In 

so doing, quality of living could be enhanced effectively and societies would be 

advanced towards a broader vision of future low-carbon economy. 

 



22 
  

Figure 1. OECD Green Growth Strategy Framework (OECD, 2010, 24) 

 

• Reform environmental harmful subsidies 

• Remove barriers to trade in environmental goods and services 

• Strengthen policy coherence 
Remove barriers to green growth 

• Adopt an integrated policy mix: market and non-market based instruments 

• Accelerate the innovation and diffusion of green technologies 

• Encourage measures for greener consumption and develop innovative 
financial mechanisms 

Promote trajectory shift 

• Smooth reallocation of labor through key  labor market and training policies 

• Upgrade workers’ skills and competencies 

• Address distributional effects of the associated structural change 
Support the transition 

• Improve financing mechanisms for global public goods 

• Enable pro-poor green growth 

• Address potential competitiveness issues 

• Promote technology transfer and R&D co-operation 

Strengthen international co-operation 

• Develop a new accounting framework and a set of green growth indicators 

• Measure impact of specific policies Measure progress 

Greener 

 

 

Growth 
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Sustainable Development of ASEAN 

Recently, the development of green growth in ASEAN is under two themes, 

Sustainable Development and Green ASEAN Community, representing as two sides 

of the same coin. As indicated in the Yangon Resolution on Sustainable Development 

(ASEAN, 2003) and the Vientiane Action Programme (ASEAN, 2004), sustainable 

development of ASEAN not only refers to addressing environmental protection and 

economic growth in an integrated and coordinated manner, but more importantly it 

emphasises on socio-cultural development of the ASEAN region, including deepening 

regional integration, building trust, and narrowing the development gap among 

member countries.  

3 objectives in consolidating a Green ASEAN were revealed by Surin Pitsuwan in his 

opening address (ASEAN, 2009a) on the ASEAN Day, and again in Bagas Hapsoro’s 

address (ASEAN, 2010) in the 31
st
 ASEAN Inter-Parliamentary Assembly, namely:  

1. Building an environmentally sustainable clean and green ASEAN Community; 

2. Transforming the ‘green shoots’ of growth in the fact of the 2008 global financial 

crisis into an economically resilient ASEAN anchored upon green growth; and 

3. Nurturing the new ASEAN to be a people-oriented organisation respecting and 

living in harmony with nature. 

These three objectives are also challenges facing ASEAN in moving towards the 
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realisation of the envisioned ASEAN Community by 2015 and the ASEAN Vision 

2020. The ASEAN Vision 2020 depicts the direction to build “an ASEAN Community 

comprising three pillars, namely political-security community, economic community 

and socio-cultural community… [to ensure] durable peace, stability and shared 

prosperity in the region (ASEAN, 2009b)”. In order to achieve the ASEAN Vision 

2020, Heads of State/Government of the ASEAN are committed to accelerating the 

establishment of the Vision’s three pillars: political-security community, economic 

community, and socio-cultural community by 2015. The ASEAN Community, as 

Bagas Hapsoro argues, should be united as a region of lasting peace, security and 

stability, sustained economic growth, shared prosperity and social progress in few 

years. 

Compared with APEC and OECD, the development of the ASEAN sustainable 

development strategy does not have an obvious “green growth” stage merging 

environment consideration into economic planning, instead social issues were 

incorporated before environmental consideration. In the Roadmap for an ASEAN 

Community (ASEAN, 2009c), environment-related issues are of relatively minor 

significance than the economy and society fronts by being involved separately in the 

ASEAN Economic Community Blueprint (ibid, 21-66) and the ASEAN 

Socio-Cultural Blueprint (ibid, 67-94). Environmental sustainability joined as one 
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element of the ASEAN Socio-Cultural Community Blueprint addressing on global 

environmental issues, preventing pollution, environmental education and public 

participation, environmentally sound technology, climate change, and sustainable use 

and management of biological environment and natural resources, including 

freshwater and forestry resources. On the other hand, climate change abatement, 

energy security and utilisation of renewable energy are issues touched upon in the 

ASEAN Economic Community Blueprint (ibid, 34-35). Obviously, the society bottom 

line was a significant prong in ASEAN sustainable development strategy, and a 

profound interest of common in ASEAN. 
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Figure 2. Three Pillars of the ASEAN Vision 2020 (ASEAN, 2009c)
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Prospects of APEC Green Growth: for an Sustainable 

Region 

Compared with the OECD Green Growth Strategy and the ASEAN Vision 2020, at 

present, the APEC Green Growth is formulated in a disorganised manner and does not 

perform as a framework or strategy within which issues and policies can be concerted 

for the materialisation of a sustainable APEC. A comprehensive report comprising at 

least a vision of APEC common future, sustainable development objectives, strategic 

approaches/alternatives, and multi-year working plans, is needed to coordinate and 

ensure collective efforts contributing to regional sustainable development and 

economic integration simultaneously and effectively. An integral green growth 

framework would also be able to point out actions needed but missing in realising 

APEC sustainable development. 

An improved Green Growth framework, in the economic front should aim to 

decoupling economic growth from its material base. This objective would be achieved 

by promoting efficiency of resource use, utilisation of clean energy and also better 

management of natural resources. The latter is no less significant than the formers, but 

is relatively inadequately attended in current discussion. APEC, in promoting 

international economic cooperation, should mitigate ecological degradation by 

stopping trade of illegal land use, e.g. illegal logging; illegal, unregulated and 



28 
  

unreported fishing (IUU), and so on. APEC therefore should facilitate 

capacity-building and best practice sharing among member economies regarding 

sustainable management of land use and environmental preservation. Only by doing 

so, environmental prosperity would be fuelled by the growing economy and vice 

versa.  

Given that APEC is composed of economies differ in terms of economic development, 

biological environment and social development, which lead to diverse perspectives 

and interests in deliberation, Green Growth should be able to foster policy making and 

economic planning for both member economies and the region. In order to benefit 

individual economies as well as the region as a whole, not only TILF, but ECOTECH 

should be emphasised to enhance capacity building of economies, information and 

best practices exchange and technology dissemination. 

In pursuing an economic sustainable region and assisting member economies to 

transform for low-carbon societies, the APEC Green Growth agenda should be 

inclusive, which means to incorporate economies’ interests and concerns, and flexible, 

that is to provide rooms to governments to take local economic, ecological and social 

contexts into account in making and implementing policies. 

Apart from strengthening the economy-ecology alignment, APEC also needs to 

expand its social aspect, even though the green agenda was drafted in the attempt only 
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to transform economic growth to be compatible with global efforts for protection of 

the environment and transition to green economies. As reflected by the arguments of 

the remanufactured goods and the subsidy reform, involving social impacts into 

consideration is necessary rather than distractive for international cooperation on 

Green Growth. Implementation The ASEAN Vision 2020 which pays great attention 

on socio-cultural development, in this light, could be one valuable reference for 

APEC. 
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