
 

 

Introduction 

Infrastructure is critical to achieving the 17 Sustainable Development Goals. It underpins economic and 

human development, but can also have major impacts on the climate and biodiversity. Global 

infrastructure investment is currently falling short of the estimated amount that will be required in 

order to achieve the SDGs by 2030. Investments will need to increase over the coming years, which will 

present both opportunities and challenges for sustainable development. How infrastructure projects are 

designed will have important impacts for society and the environment.   

This forum brought together infrastructure investors, national stakeholders, and institutions interested 

in the delivery of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) to share experiences, tools, and 

approaches to making infrastructure projects contribute to the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 

Development.  The focus of the forum was on case studies and how various scientific and policy tools, 

guidelines, principles, and approaches have been applied to infrastructure planning and development. 

The aim of the forum was to create a community of interested partners around the sharing of best 

practices and lessons learned. 

The forum featured 8 sessions held over 2 days and was attended by representatives of 48 different 

organizations and institutions. Each session is summarized below.   



 
Session 1: Infrastructure and SDGs 

 
Moderator:  Mr. Fulai SHENG, UN Environment  
Presenters:  
- Mr. Vito INTINI, UN-DESA  

Infrastructure and SDGs  
- Mr. Guoyong LIANG, UNCTAD  

Global infrastructure investment: facts & trends   
- Ms. Han MENG, UNEP-WCMC  

Mapping the environmental impacts of large-scale infrastructure  
 

- Mr. Jun ZHOU, China-ASEAN Environmental Cooperation Center  
Infrastructure under the Belt and Road Initiative   

   

 

 

 

 



 

Session 1 Summary 

This session assessed the current state and needs of global infrastructure investment and the 

implementation gaps for increasing access to affordable infrastructure services, a key vehicle for 
achieving the 2030 Sustainable Development Goals.  

 

• Sustainable infrastructure should be seen as a driver of development, not a hindrance. However, the 
sustainability elements cannot be an afterthought to the investment – they must be planned in from 

the beginning. Infrastructure can have serious negative impacts for biodiversity if not planned 
properly.  

• Nature based solutions should be part of the green infra toolbox – investments in nature have huge 
climate benefits and disaster risk reduction. 

• Our infrastructure systems are key determinants of the sustainability of our consumption and 
production – a circular economy needs to be supported by the right kind of infrastructure.  

• Infrastructure brings many social and economic benefits, but it also influences the spatial 
distribution of those benefits. In order to truly serve as SDG enablers, infrastructure assets need to 

be affordable and accessible to most people.  

• There is a huge gap between infrastructure needs and the current level of investment. Countries 
need to seek international investment in order to help close this gap.   China can be a potentially 
huge source of such investment – China invests more in economic infrastructure than North America 

and Western Europe combined, both in absolute and relative terms.  

 

 

 



 
Session 2: Understanding the Environmental and Social Impacts  

of Large Infrastructure Projects 
 
Moderator: Ms. Oshani PERERA, International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISD) 
 
Panelists:  
- Ms. Giulia CARBONE, IUCN 

- Dr. Delfin GANAPIN Jr., WWF International 

- Dr. Simon BUCKLE, OECD 

- Dr. Matthew WEBB, E3G 

- Dr. Pascal PEDUZZI, UNEP/GRID-Geneva 

- Ms. Luisa BERNAL, UNDP 

- Mr. Maikel R. LIEUW-KIE-SONG, ILO 
 

 

Session 2 Summary 

This panel looked at the multifaceted environmental and social impacts of infrastructure projects and 

discussed the need for a holistic approach in addressing challenges and opportunities associated with 

large scale infrastructure development. 

• Flexible, forward-looking and iterative approaches to decision making on infrastructure are needed 
to cope with climate and other uncertainties as well as to build resilience. Progress has been made 

on investment in low carbon infrastructure, but it needs to be accelerated. This will require the 

combination of policies, prices and pathways (or “PPP” approach) to align countries’ long-term 

development pathways with national strategy in an enabling investment environment, along with 

targeted policies to reflect the environmental externality, e.g. carbon pricing.   

• Multilateral Development Banks (MDBs) have shown an increasing leadership in the financing of 

sustainable infrastructure and moving away from fossil-related infrastructure investment. Important 

gaps still remain when it comes to in-country capacities to formulate strategy and policy responses 

needed to drive transformational changes. Peer to peer learning among investors can help to build 

capacity. 



• Infrastructure can have complex impacts to biodiversity and communities, both direct and indirect. 

At the same time, how infrastructure is built can have direct, indirect and induced benefits through 

the employment opportunities that are created. And if designed well, they can also contribute to 

protecting and rehabilitating the environment. Environmental impacts need to be considered 

together with socio-economic impacts when assessing infrastructure projects. Often infrastructure 

and productive assets are the first things that are requested when it comes to improving the 

livelihood and welfare of remote communities, which can in return motivate the conservation 

efforts by these communities. Green Works, referring to infrastructure and related work that have 

direct environmental benefits, is in response to a specific environmental context including changes 

in climate and extreme weather events (e.g water and soil conservation, flood protection, 

reforestation) and offers a great potential of engaging local people and using indigenous 

technologies, thus offering inclusive employment opportunities. 

• In the context of BRI, initial assessment by WWF shows that BRI could potentially put 265 species 

under threat and impact as many as 1739 key biodiversity areas in the planned corridors. In the 

energy aspect, China has the manufacturing capability to invest in all types of green, grey and brown 

(coal) infrastructure. It is imperative to engage BRI policymakers and responsible stakeholders to 

drive investment decisions towards creating positive impacts on biodiversity, protected areas and 

accelerating the energy transition in BRI countries.   

• In doing so, we need to develop holistic approaches that involve strategic and upstream 
engagement and work with regulators, developers, construction companies, and financiers to 

promote and implement safeguards that are specific and verifiable.  

 

  

  



 
Session 3: Evaluating Infrastructure Projects– Transport sector 

 
Moderator:  Ms. Weikang WANG, Global Green Growth Institute (GGGI)  
Presenters:  
- Mr. Konstantinos ALEXOPOULOS, UN ECE  

The Euro-Asian Transport Links (EATL) project: making 9 international road and 9 rail 
corridors along Europe and Asia operational 
 

- Ms. Oshani PERERA, IISD  
Sustainable Asset Valuation (SAVi) tool for valuing sustainable Infrastructure and the case 
of a Morocco road project   

- Mr. Olaf MERK, OECD 
Cruise shipping and urban development: the port of Piraeus  
 

- Mr. Sze Ping LO, WWF China 
Greening Economic Corridors under the Belt and Road: experience from China and beyond   

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Session 3 Summary 

This session discussed analytical tools and approaches of evaluating transport infrastructure projects, 

highlighting some good practices and challenges faced. 

• The project Euro-Asian Transport Links analyzed major inland transport infrastructures 

connecting Europe and Asia (rail, road and inland water routes), with a focus on identifying the 
non-physical barriers (namely policy, financing and capacity bottlenecks) that affect the smooth 

movement of goods between Europe and Asia. The case highlighted the importance of the soft 

(enabling) component of infrastructure in making the corridors operational, in particular the 
need for an integrated and coordinated legal instrument and capacity building.  

• The Sustainable Asset Valuation (SAVi) tool offers an integrated assessment of ESG risks 
associated with infrastructure assets. The application of SAVi in a Morocco road project has 

informed policymakers and investors to make decisions towards a more sustainable, durable 
and safer road option. Data availability and quality of data (in particular environmental and 

social data) remain a key challenge during the analysis process.  

• The case of Piraeus Port illustrates the multiple linkages of infrastructure and sustainable 
development goals. In addition to generating economic and trade prospects, the development 

of Piraeus port also leads to some negative social and environmental impacts to the local 
residents, such as urban congestion and increased level of air pollution. This case also finds that 

the port authority of Piraeus, as compared to other Mediterranean peer ports, is less active in 

policy to monitor and regulate the local air emission at the port.  

• WWF’s efforts in preserving the “Panda Corridors” in China was introduced. To minimize the 

environmental impacts of a major road construction project in the fragmented panda habitats in 
China, WWF worked with the authority, project planner and the local communities in collecting 

wildlife monitoring data, suggesting lower-impact routes and options during the EIA 
consultation, as well as improving the livelihood and raising awareness of local residents 

through bamboo plantation and habitat restoration.  It is essential to replicate the good 

practices in other BRI regions (i.e major road and port corridors in Myanmar) to ensure better 
planning and design, and the environmental and social risks are properly mitigated.  

 

 

 

 

  



 
Session 4: Evaluating Infrastructure Projects–Integrated Systems and Solutions 

 
Moderator:  Dr. Alexandre HEDJAZI, University of Geneva  
Presenters:  
- Dr. Xin WANG, UNEP-Tongji Institute of Environment for Sustainable Development 

Green Airport Assessment Framework: a case study of Beijing Capital Airport   
- Dr. Matteo TARANTINO, University of Geneva  

Infrastructure system integration: case of Geneva  
- Ms. Saltanat ZHAKENOVA, Regional Environmental Centre of Central Asia (CAREC)  

Water-Energy-Food nexus: Aral Sea basin case  
 

- Mr. Zheng WU, Broad Group 
District Energy system for combined cooling, heating and power: the case of Nanjing Hexi 
New City   

 

 

 

  



Session 4 Summary 

This session looked at different practical solutions of integrated large-scale infrastructure projects, 

touching upon multi-stakeholder involvement and cross-border cooperation. 

• The case study of Beijing Capital Airport analyzed the different areas that can be tackled to make 

airports more resource-efficient and sustainable, such as noise management, waste water 
treatment and use of grey water for landscape irrigation, recycling and waste management, energy 

savings and carbon emission reductions with the help of PV panels, as well as the use of electric 

buses and inside LED lighting. While the Chinese government has issued green airport guidelines in 
February this year, there is no international standard for “green airports”, which would be a useful 

tool for investments in airport infrastructure under the Belt and Road Initiative.  

• The case of Geneva Airport demonstrated how large-scale infrastructure projects can be 

accelerators of sustainability. The newly constructed East wing of the airport will be connected to 
GENILAC, a system that uses the constant water temperature of the lake at 7C (in deep layers of -

45m) to heat and cool buildings, saving 80% of electricity for cooling systems, and 80% of CO2 

emissions for heating systems. By connecting Geneva airport to GENILAC, neighborhoods in the 
vicinity of the airport can benefit from this system as well. That way, the infrastructure investment  

in the airport will generate positive externalities, which helped convince relevant stakeholder 

groups that were consulted in a complex consultation process, due to the cross-border location of 
the airport and the decentralized decision-making in the Canton of Geneva. 

• The Case of the Aral Sea Basin also showed how important multi-stakeholder engagement is for 
decision-making on infrastructure development, such as dam construction, that affects neighboring 

states. The Water-Energy-Food (WEF) security Nexus approach ensure the integrated approach for 
investments planning. A regional and national dialogue platforms on WEF Nexus will be used for 

enhancing dialogue and cooperation and for integrating different levels of governance.  

• The case of Nanjing Hexi New City showcased the role urban planning can play in increasing 
sustainability.  Nanjing Hexi New City uses a system for combined cooling, heating and power, 

which increases energy efficiency, leads to energy savings and reduces CO2 by creating synergies 
among different sources of energy and optimizing the city’s energy structure. In addition, side 

benefits are improvements in urban landscape and city planning. 

  



 

 
Session 5: Evaluating Infrastructure Projects – Energy & Water 

 
Moderator:  Mr. Ben SIMMONS, Green Growth Knowledge Platform (GGKP)  
Presenters:  
- Ms. Qingchan YU, Global Environmental Institute (GEI)  

Renewable Energy Assessment and Implementation: demonstrating the 1st low carbon 
town in Sri Lanka 
 

- Mr. Matthew GRIFFITHS, OECD  
Investment in multi-purpose water infrastructure (MPWI): the case of Shardara Dam in 
Kazakhstan   

- Ms. Linda KRUEGER, The Nature Conservancy (TNC)  
Energy infrastructure siting: case studies from US  
 

- Mr. Jun GUO, Zonergy Co Ltd.  
Solar PV for Poverty Alleviation in China and Pakistan  

- Dr. Han SHI, City University of Hong Kong 
Green industrial park: China experiences   

 

Session 5 Summary 

This session gathered a diverse range of perspectives from environmental practitioners, NGOs, business 

and academia and shared experiences of implementing energy and water infrastructure projects. 

 



 

• The case of Sri Lanka introduced a renewable energy 
assessment and implementation toolkit to help the 

local township in meeting its energy needs through 
renewables and the deployment of green investment. 

One key success factor for this project is the 
consultation and collaboration with local partners to 

fully understand local demand and identify the viable 

business models. The case also points to the data 
availability issues and the need for local capacity 

building as key challenges.  

• Multi-purpose water infrastructure (MPWI) is infrastructure that is used for more than one 
purpose. These purposes can be varied and often require different operational and 

management philosophies. This type of water infrastructure requires high capital investment 
and has a long asset life. It is often designed with one single purpose in mind and inevitably 

evolves into multi-purpose use over its long life. This evolution, if unmanaged, leads to 
inefficient and unsustainable practices.  Shardara dam is an MPWI in Kazakstan and a 

modelling  tool was used to analyze options around building or optimizing existing 

infrastructure, with the objective of improving water-food-energy security while maximizing the 
economic returns in agricultural productivity and water drainage efficiency. The presentation 

summarised a recent OECD publication which presents various policy tools aimed to build 

confidence in the planning and financing of MPWI projects. The key message was to plan for all 
potential uses of MPWI to ensure delivery of sustainable infrastructure.    

• Two cases of US renewable energy (Great Plains wind and the Western Solar Plan) siting and 
deployment were discussed to illustrate the importance of early, landscape-scale planning for 
achieving sustainability goals. Upstream planning can optimize infrastructure siting and 
minimize impacts on biodiversity and natural ecosystems. Early planning also allows for analyses 
across sectors, assessment of cumulative impacts, and a more thorough integration of natural 
infrastructure. These case studies demonstrate the business case for upstream planning as well: 
by reducing environmental and social risks, project permitting times have been significantly 
reduced, saving developers time and money. 

• The Zonergy Solar PV Poverty Alleviation project showcased its PV infrastructure installment 
efforts that brought electricity and development to remote areas in China. The project 

implementation team had to overcome challenges such as extreme weather conditions 
(landslide, mud avalanches), language barriers with ethnic minorities, and the lack of 

road/transportation infrastructure where livestocks were used for carrying the PV equipment.  

Electricity brings hope to the community of farmers and herders through better connectivity, 
more medical and educational facilities. The financing model for this particular project, due to 

its poverty alleviation focus, is largely depending on subsidies from the government. In this case, 

due to poor (or no) access to basic road infrastructure, the construction cost takes up more than 
50% of the total project cost.  



• Since 2001, China initiated the efforts in transitioning its industrial parks towards green and low 
carbon ones. Eight pilot Eco-parks were created between China and European countries 

(Germany, Austria, Finland, Switzerland, France and Italy). In 2013, the Sino-German Eco-park 

was established as an integrated developer and testbed of green infrastructure, new sustainable 
policies, technologies and business models. In the annual report, the Sino-German EcoPark 

made a direct linkage to SDG goals. A living lab for transition towards sustainable city in which 
smart and green manufacturing, grid and energy, transportation, renewable energies, and 

buildings were all incorporated and tested. Collaborative learning among key actors is crucial to 

successful adoption of innovative green infrastructure. 

 

   

  



  
Session 6: Towards Sustainable Infrastructure - relevant tools 

 
Moderator:  Ms. Han MENG, UNEP-WCMC  
Presenters:  
- Ms. Nilguen TAS, UNIDO  

An international framework on “Eco-industrial Parks”   
- Ms. Jiong YONG, GIB-Foundation  

Create Sustainable Future with SuRe Today  
- Ms Sarangoo RADNAARAGCHAA, UN ECE 

UN ECE Multilateral Environmental Agreements: Opportunities and Benefits 
 

- Ms. Tihana BULE, OECD  
Promoting and Enabling Responsible Business Conduct  

- Ms. Annegret BRAUSS, International Trade Center 
Sustainability Map  

 

   

Session 6 Summary 

This session introduced a broader range of policy and technical tools that can be applied for enhancing 
the sustainability performance of infrastructure projects.  

• The International Framework for Eco-Industrial Park is a joint work by UNIDO, World Bank and 
GIZ launched in 2017, in an effort to assist public and private sector decision-making as well as 

performance improvement.  The EIP assessment framework outlines requirements covering 
environment, social, economic and park management. Pilot testing of EIP framework underway 

in 35 industrial parks around the world.  

• SuRe - the Standard for Sustainable and Resilient Infrastructure, is a global voluntary standard 
which integrates key criteria of sustainability and resilience into infrastructure development and 

upgrade, through 14 themes covering 61 criteria across governance, social and environmental 
factors. Since 2012, SuRE has been in use as a self-assessment tool for over 200 infrastructure 

projects around the world. In collaboration with the China International Contractors Association 

https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/29110
http://www.gib-foundation.org/sure-standard/


(CHINCA), the SuRE team has supported the development of Guidelines for Chinese Enterprises’ 

Overseas Sustainable Infrastructure(2017), the first industry guideline of its kind in China.  

• UN ECE currently hosts five environmental conventions or Multilateral Environmental 

Agreements (MEAs). Among which, the Espoo convention (Environmental Impact Assessment in 
a transboundary context) and the Aarhus Convention (Access to Information, Public 

participation and access to justice in environmental matters) are the two legal instruments 
highly relevant to the implementation of most infrastructure projects, linking environmental 

rights to human rights and promoting transparent and participatory decision-making process. In 

2011 a new Protocol on Strategic Environmental Assessment came into force, further strengthen 
the requirement on conducting EIA with an emphasis on health and public participation.  

• The OECD Guidelines that deal with issues related to responsible business conduct are principles 
and standards which companies can implement to ensure they do not cause or contribute to 

negative environmental and social impacts in infrastructure project, as well as throughout their 

supply chains, and that they positively contribute to sustainable development of the countries in 
which they operate. The OECD guidelines align with the UN Guiding Principles on Business and 

Human Rights. Each adhering country sets up a National Contact Point (NCP) to handles inquiries 
and resolve issues in case the Guidelines are not observed. It is a built-in grievance mechanism. 

Over 400 specific instances were considered through this mechanism in over 100 countries and 

territories.  

• The ITC Sustainability Map is a platform providing free online access to a wide-range of 

information related to sustainability standards, initiatives and trends, allowing businesses to 
deploy better sustainability practices in international trade and investment. Businesses, the 

public sector, consumers and standards setting organizations can better understand the 

sustainability standards landscape and trends, benchmark themselves and connect with 
business partners through the platform. 

 

  

http://www.chinca.org/cms/html/files/2016-11/11/20161111164504598769496.pdf
http://www.chinca.org/cms/html/files/2016-11/11/20161111164504598769496.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KTHKqx-C_C8
http://mneguidelines.oecd.org/MNEguidelines_RBCmatters.pdf
https://sustainabilitymap.org/


 
Session 7: Towards Sustainable Infrastructure – Greening the Investment   

 
Moderator:  Ms. Yuki YASUI, UNEP Finance Initiative  
Presenters:  
- Ms. Weikang WANG, GGGI China 

Greening the BRI Investment: GGGI’s in-country approach  
A Panel discussion on the Green Financce  

- Ms. Adina RELICOVSCHI, European Investment Bank (EIB) 

- Ms. Katharine LU, Friends of the Earth - US  

- Dr. Peiyuan GUO, China Sustainable Investment Forum 

- Dr. Peter WOLFF, German Development Institute (DIE) 

 

 

Session 7 Summary 

This session discussed the roles of financial institutions, progress made in Green Finance policies as well 

as challenges faced by international and domestic institutions in closing the financing gap and greening 
the infrastructure investment.  

• The MDBs are key players in infrastructure financing and are committed to ESG safeguards and 

the harmonization of standards. The newly established MDBs (e.g AIIB and NDB) are in the 

process of developing its own ESG policy framework. While EIB is the only MDB that applies 

“hard” standards (e.g shadow pricing on carbon), other banks are not quite there yet. The World 

Bank sustainability standards are rather “soft” in terms of enforcement. Pressure by civil society 

and advocacy groups can always help in raising the bar.   

• On the other hand, the market is demanding sustainability and will likely bring a breakthrough. 

Sovereign wealth fund, equity funds and private investors put an demand of green products and 

assets to their portfolio ad this is driving the growth of green products ( e.g green bonds) 

globally. The Japanese national pension fund, for example, has recently set a 3% target for 

investing and financing sustainable infrastructure. Norwegian soverign bank did something 

similar.  



• When it comes to BRI investment, six major MDBs (EBRD, ADB, AIIB, EIB, WB and NDB) signed an 

MOU with the Chinese government last year to strengthen cooperation on BRI and to ensure 

projects fully in line with international standards on transparency and open competition 

process. A world-class solar installation project in Morocco, a cornerstone project financed by 

EIB, offers a good example of Chinese contractors applying the EU standard to support the low-

carbon pathway in the recipient country. A win-win-win solution.  

• Given that major financing under the BRI comes from Chinese policy banks and the private 

sector, much needs to be done towards building common standards. Banks in China start to be 

aware of environmental risks, but they are yet to be convinced the environmental risks are 

systematic and requires an institutionalized response to address these risks. More efforts 

needed to research, collect and share case studies to mainstream the environmental risks in the 

finance sector.  Another major barrier is that Chinese bank tends to be self-isolated, despite of 

all the green credit standards and guidelines issued over the years, they lack the capacity to 

implement these guidelines and engage with stakeholders in effective dialogues.  

 

 

 

 

http://www.eib.org/infocentre/press/releases/all/2017/2017-119-eib-confirms-support-for-belt-and-road-initiative.htm
http://www.eib.org/infocentre/press/releases/all/2017/2017-119-eib-confirms-support-for-belt-and-road-initiative.htm


 
Session 8: Future Engagement  - breakout session 

 
Moderator:  Mr. Rowan PALMER, UN Environment  

 
 

Breakout group rapporteurs:   

- Ms. Amrei HORSTBRINK, UNITAR 

- Mr. Vito INTINI, UN-DESA 

- Ms. Linda KRUEGER, TNC 

- Dr. Alexander HEDJAZI, UNIGE 

 

 

Session 8 Summary 

The purpose of this session was to explore the idea of setting a mandate for the future work of the 

sustainable infrastructure community, as represented in part by those present at the forum. At the end 

of the first day a draft “call for action” was circulated for review and discussion. During Session 8, 

participants split into four groups to discuss the draft and potential future activities of the forum, and 

then reported back to the larger group.  

Following the forum, the draft call for action was revised based on the group discussions and circulated 

to participants for another round of feedback. It was then finalized based on that feedback, and is 

appended to this report as Annex 1: Geneva Call for Sustainable Infrastructure. The “call” reflects the 

desire of participants – expressed during the forum – to continue engaging to increase the sustainability 

of global infrastructure development. It also reflects several priority areas for such engagement that 

were identified by forum participants.  



(All photos courtesy of Julian Caletti 2018) 



Annex I: Geneva Call for Sustainable Infrastructure 

Infrastructure is critical to the achievement of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, including 

the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Simply put, infrastructure underpins global economic and 

human development (SDGs 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12), and many countries will not be able to meet 

their SDG targets without significant additional investments in infrastructure, both new and existing . 

However, investment in infrastructure is currently falling short of what is required – both in terms of 

quantity and sustainability - and needs to be scaled up, taking advantages of nature-based solutions and 

new appropriate technologies to reduce the investment costs.  

While this presents a significant opportunity for sustainable development, it also represents a significant 

challenge. The types of infrastructure we put in place can have major quantitative and qualitative 

impacts on the climate (SDG 13), terrestrial (SDG 15) and marine biodiversity (SDG 14), and the 

ecosystem services on which human well-beings ultimately depend. How infrastructure projects are 

designed will also have different social impacts, especially on employment and the reduction of poverty 

and inequalities. If the 2030 Agenda is to be achieved, it will be essential that infrastructure investments 

take these challenges and opportunities into account in holistic and systematic way.  

Potential social and environmental impacts from infrastructure development are well documented, and 

there are many existing guidelines, frameworks, principles, and other types of tools and approaches for 

greening infrastructure investments and ensuring that infrastructure development contributes to 

inclusive growth, resilience and security. However, despite this, there remains a need for their 

consistent, effective, and systematic implementation on a wide scale.  

Recognizing these challenges and opportunities, and acknowledging the existence of an informal 

“sustainable infrastructure community” of knowledge providers, standard setters, training institutions, 

financial institutions, direct (equity) investors, contractors, and other stakeholders and beneficiaries that 

have an interest in the development of sustainable infrastructure, we call for the ongoing engagement 

of this community, including through the Geneva Forum for Sustainable Infrastructure, and identify 

the following priorities: 

• Addressing the need for proactive, trans-disciplinary, systems-level strategic approaches to 

infrastructure planning and development that incorporate inclusiveness, resilience, security and 

environmental sustainability across different sectors, in close connection to the 2030 Agenda. 

This should include the application of existing tools – and updating of existing and creation of 

new tools where necessary -  to support these processes; 

• Promoting nature-based solutions, including green infrastructure and natural infrastructure, as 

key components of systems-level strategic approaches to infrastructure planning and 

development; 

• Supporting sustainable infrastructure development by sharing data, knowledge, tools, 

approaches, and other mechanisms for increasing the resilience, security and social and 

environmental sustainability of infrastructure development. This should include the stocktaking 

of existing tools and approaches, synthesization, and the development of new tools and 

approaches, as necessary; 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/?menu=1300


• Building the capacity of government policymakers, financial institutions, international and local 

contractors, and other project proponents, beneficiaries and stakeholders in the public and 

private sectors to use available data, knowledge, tools, approaches, and other mechanisms to 

incorporate sustainable infrastructure into development and business strategies; 

• Creating and supporting multi-stakeholder dialogue platforms that contribute to transparent 

deliberative processes around infrastructure development, such that accurate and relevant 

information is openly available to the public and reaches key stakeholders at all levels; 

• Continued regular exchanges amongst the sustainable infrastructure community and the 

identification and execution by its members of concrete activities and outputs that support the 

creation of successful projects on the ground and demonstrate compelling results to drive the 

mainstreaming of sustainable infrastructure ools and approaches by project proponents and 

stakeholders. 
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