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Phase	1:	Present	to	the	participants	the	overall	agenda	and	introduce	panelist.	
 
Facilitated by: Yolanda Lopez-Maldonado and Tracie Curry 
 
Background 
 
1. Introduction: 
Countries around the world have committed to achieve 17 SDGs. Increasing inequality has 
become an urgent issue across both developed and developing economies and it has been 
considered one of the defining challenges of our time. A number of the so-called 
‘planetary boundaries’ have been crossed, putting the planet at risk of detrimental 
environmental change. Managing SDGs is complex for policy-makers. The challenge is to 
know how SDGs interact, and which policy tools would be most effective to 
simultaneously meet the SDGs of the Agenda 2030. This session set out to examine 
synergies and tradeoffs among the SDGs, the role of inequalities therein, as well as 
examples of how to replicate, scale-up, and/or scale-down emerging and innovative policy 
solutions to meet SDG challenges. We ask: How does inequality impact the achievement 
of SDGs at different scales? Which countries, if any, are simultaneously “prosperous, 
equal, and green”, and why? Does there exist a ‘trilemma’ inhibiting the simultaneous 
achievement of the three goals (the “triple bottom line”), and therefore sustainable 
development? If so, what are the respective tradeoffs, and how might these evolve over 
time? The concepts of “prosperous, equal, and green” encompass virtually SDGs 10, 2, 13, 
14 and 15 (Reducing Inequality, Climate Action, Life Below Water and Life on Land), 
while considering SDGs 8, 9 (Decent Work and Economic Growth; Industry, Innovation 
and Infrastructure). While inequality is often considered as a statistical pattern in the 
distribution of observables, such as income or wealth at the national scale, perception of 
inequality and fairness tend to act at much lower scales (e.g. community). Yet, it remains 
unclear at which scales tradeoffs between inequality and other SDGs will emerge or need 
to be accounted for when dealing with, for example, problems of common-pool resource 
management. 
 
2: Description 
The Dialogue Workshop “Inequality and the SDGs: synergies and trade-off”, 2th of June 
2019, Lima, Peru, Theme & Track No. 4: Extractive industries and the commons on land 
and sea, at the XVII Biennial IASC-Conference ‘In Defense Of The Commons’; was 
developed with the purpose of gather relevant stakeholders for a dialogue on how does 
inequality impact the achievement of SDGs at different scales?  
The workshop was organized under the auspices of the Beijer Institute of Ecological 
Economics with financial support from the Swedish Research Council for Sustainable 



 
Development (FORMAS Grant 2018-02318). Those who were in charge of the call were 
the Beijer Young Scholars (BYS). 
This workshop was organized with the aim to obtain an overview of which scales tradeoffs 
between inequality and other SDGs will emerge or need to be accounted for when dealing 
with, for example, problems of common-pool resource management. The workshop, 
which included participants from academic and non-academic institutions, as well as 
practitioners, private sector, and other organizations, aimed to address some of these 
issues and to explore different perspectives on the interactions of inequalities with relevant 
SDGs in the context of the global south. 
 
3. Objective:  
To co-create new understandings around how different actors can contribute with the 
comprehension of the interactions, tradeoffs, synergies of inequalities and the SDGs. 
Specific objectives: 

− Discuss perspectives that contribute towards understanding of inequalities and the 
SDGs. 

− Foster knowledge generation through collective dialogue. 
− Collective assessment of how perspectives and knowledge systems, practices, and 

institutions linked to the SDGs contribute towards the understanding of 
inequalities. 

− Formulate recommendations to the relevant actors. 

4. Societal relevance:  
The workshop aim to promote collaborative learning among actors (scientists, indigenous 
communities, policy-makers) around the connections of understanding inequalities and the 
SDGs. The outcomes can support local, national, regional, and global policy process and 
augment the search for future alternatives by relevant actors for the safe navigation of 
inequalities in the biosphere. Activities were designed to allow for diverse ways of 
knowledge co-creation promoted through presentations by the panelists followed by 
questions, discussion and dialogue with participants. 
 
5. Methodology and instructions for the discussion:  
Each panelist presented individual projects. After the panel presentations we broke out 
into smaller groups in which individual facilitators lead discussions. Each group has its 
own focal area based on SDGs related topics. We also provided a short survey that was 
collected at the end of the session. Each group spent time discussing survey questions 
about key research questions, actors, and methods. At the end, the facilitators gave three-
minute recaps of each discussions to the audience.  
 



 
6. Participants 
The group of participants consisted of diverse actors, including representatives from 
different academic and non-academic organizations, civil society, and practitioners. The 
participants were expected to be familiar with the concept of inequality in a broader sense, 
and well informed on the main SDG’s related to this dialogue. The list of participants is 
included in Annex 1. 
 
7. Overall program 
One of the most important duties of the participants was to discuss different case studies 
and to further understand inequalities in order to integrate those issues in BYS future plans 
and work as appropriate. Following introduction to the topic and presentation of 
practicalities, some participants presented and discussed case studies for initiating a 
process aiming at the integration of their different perspectives of research needs.  
Below we provide a summary of the key issues identified in the session. Research 
questions and priorities, methods, stakeholders we can further engage with to address 
inequalities were identified through a series of break-out groups followed by discussions 
in which participants discussed related topics. This provided novel insights into the 
inclusion of different voices and values in the SDG debate, questions of scale across space 
and time, as well as the importance of governance when considering inequalities and its 
role in trade-offs and synergies between SDGs. The summary report of the notes and a 
general overview of the final program can be found in Annex 2. 



 
Welcome to participants and introduction to session 
 
The expected results of this phase during the session were to present the participants the 
main objectives of the project, to know each other, and to define a comprehensive vision 
of individual and collective perceptions of inequalities considering diverse knowledge 
systems. Tracie Curry and Yolanda Lopez-Maldonado outlined the objectives of the 
session, which formally began with introductory presentations by panel members and a 
short introduction provided by Juan Rocha on the context of inequality as an issue within 
the larger scientific literature and popular consciousness. The expected outcomes where: 

− Respect and include different knowledge systems into the definition and 
understanding of inequalities. 

− Include notions and perspectives from different cases around the world during the 
discussion. 

− Allow for sharing different voices. 
− Recognize the needs for dialogues. 
− Obtain the perspective of inequalities from stakeholders working directly in the 

field. 
− Promote future collaboration. 

 
Panelist 
 
Each panelist gave short presentations (5 min each) on their topics/projects related to 
inequalities and any of the SDGs. This was followed by a round of questions and small 
group discussions. The presentation of the panelist are summarized as follows: 
 

1. Alejandro Argumedo, focus in “all SDGs and its link to biocultural diversity” 
a. Cultural and Biological Diversity 
b. Biocultural Heritage (BCH) 
c. Key components of BCH 
d. BCH and Sustainable Development 
e. Biocultural Rights 

 
2. Frederica Barclay, focus SDG 1 “Poverty”: Who and what are producing poverty 

among Indigenous Peoples? 
 

a. In the frame of the EU funded Indigenous Navigator Initiative and in 
agreement with indigenous organizations we held workshops and applied 
questionnaires to monitor SDGs and collective rights implementation.  



 
b. Where: Quechua People from the Pastaza River organized in FEDIQUEP, 

Loreto region, Peru. Wampis Nation, Kanus and Kankaim basins, 
organized in the Gobierno Territorial Autónomo de la Nación Wampis 
(GTANW), Amazonas and Loreto regions, Peru. 

c. Indigenous territories are under notable stress because of extractive 
projects.  

d. There is no word for poor people/poverty: “Years ago we did not know this 
word, or what it feels to be poor”. 

e. Previously dispossessed people were either orphans, people without 
relatives, rare useless or sluggard persons, without knowledge to fend for 
themselves, or lacking land and forest.  

f. Poverty has made its appearance in indigenous lives with “development”. 
i. Schools: that turn our youngsters into people with not enough 

knowledge as to have a good life 
ii. Governments: that dispossess IP from their territories 

iii. Oil enterprises: that contaminate rivers, lakes, fish and small and 
large game that are significant sources of food nourishment 

 
3. Fikret Berkes, focus on SDG 14 “Life Below Water” – Conserve and sustainably 

use the oceans, seas and marine resources. 
a. Who does the “conserving”?  
b. Who benefits from the “conserving”, and who makes a living from 

“sustainable use” of the oceans?  
c. Do the benefits go to large fishing corporations, or to millions of small-

scale fishers and their communities? 
d. Which countries stand to gain, which to lose? 
e. SDG 14 is not entirely silent on values and equity issues  

 
4. Vanesa Ramos-Abensur, focus on SDG 2: “Biodiversity and conservation” 

a. Zero hunger to ensure access to food to vulnerable population and to end 
malnutrition (2.1, 2.2). 

i. Paradox: areas of high biodiversity with high levels of poverty and 
malnutrition. 

b. Increase agricultural productivity and income of small producers. Emphasis 
on women, indigenous communitites and small producers (2.3). 

i. Market insertion, value chains.  
ii. Youth migration (labor force). 

c. Sustainable production and resilient agricultural practices that increase 
adaptation to climate change (2.4). 



 
i. Decolonization – Biocultural innovation. 

ii. Traditional knowlege. 
d. Preserva genétic diversity of seeds, plants, wild relatives. Seed banks (2.5). 

i. Policies and laws.  
ii. Community participation and farmers. 

 
5. Juan Rocha, focus on SDG 10: “Inequalities and leave no one behind” 

a. Inequality is the description of the variance on the distribution of a 
resource. It is on elf the pressing challenges of XXI century, but typically 
study through one way interactions. 

b. Changes in the biosphere can reinforce existing inequalities through:  

 i. Environmental shocks 
 ii. Gradual environmental change 

c. c. Changes in inequality can affect the biosphere through: 

 i. Perceptions and sense of fairness 
 ii. Aspirations 
 iii. Cooperation and sustaining local commons 

 iv. Market concentrations 

	

Step	2:	Promote	stakeholder	dialogue;	participation,	inclusion	and	collaboration,	recognizing	
different	knowledge	systems	
 
Facilitated by: Tomas Chaigneau 
 
Small groups discussions 
 
After the introduction and presentation of the overall session, participants presented their 
projects and then broke into small groups in order to start dialogue centered on the 
inclusion of different voices and values in the Agenda 2030 debate. Questions of scale 
across space and time, as well as the importance of governance when considering 
inequality and its role in trade-offs and synergies between SDGs arose. The notes of each 
group, and a general overview of ideas obtained are summarized below: 
 
Group 1: Reported by Tracie Curry and Vanesa Ramos-Abensur 

a) The fact that inequality exists as an SDG means that member states have 
not been able to tackle it. What do policy makers need to achieve their 
goals related to inequality?  



 
b) Well-being was a major topic of discussion. What is well-being and how 

does it change in relation to the perception of inequality, which itself 
changes as a result of economic development or other influences? Well-
being should be conceptualized as dynamic rather than static. It changes as 
people’s living conditions change.  

c) For example, in many undeveloped communities, land ownership and 
strong family connections are determinants of well-being. But when those 
communities become developed, the definition changes to include wealth.   

d) One participant observed increasing rates of depression and anxiety with 
increasing levels of poverty in his own research area. Depression and 
mental health in relation to inequality is an interesting research question.  

e) One participant shared a case study in a community where despite 
persistent levels of extreme inequality (including slavery), sustained 
economic development was achieved. What does it mean that the economic 
situation of the community could improve while inequality persisted? 
When people accept inequalities in historical systems supported by culture 
are these inequitable?  

f) Inequality within rural communities is another major issue. The example 
was brought up of inequality between youth and elders. In many villages, 
older people (in their 70s) control access and decision-making. The young 
people have no agency, which is part of the reason many move to the cities 
despite the fact that they may not be better off there.   

g) Much of the discussion about reducing inequality focuses on adjustments 
made at the lower end in underprivileged communities. We should also be 
talking about how to address inequality from the top down in relation to 
redistribution of wealth, etc. What can richer countries do to help those that 
are worse off?  

Other potential research questions: 
h) If we assume inequalities exist because of power imbalances, then the way 

to develop research questions is through participatory research. The role of 
the outside academic becomes facilitating discussion, listening, and asking, 
“How can I help? What do you need to know more about?”  

i) International comparative analysis of culture, values, and perceptions in 
understanding actual inequality in relation to the perceived inequities. 

j) What inequalities need to be highlighted in order to change state of affairs 
1) between government and communities and 2) in reference to inequalities 
within the community?  



 
k) How have the SDGs affected government policy? Take a few case studies 

and compare. Has this had any effect on global inequalities for SDG 
priorities at the global level?  

l) Research on methodologies and models for participatory research on the 
components of well-being. 

m) What are the main constrains on the provision of green, renewable energy 
in low-income communities? (Case studies, comparison of policies that 
enable low-tech green energy development controlled by communities 
collectively). This is relevant because energy access reduces drudgery, 
emissions, etc. and is key to development.  

n) What prevents national governments from increasing taxes on the rich/ 
implementing more progressive tax regimes and from taxing international 
financial transactions? How can research help illuminate this process and 
get info. Into the hands of social movements? 

o) What kind of inequalities influences resource management and 
conservation outcomes? 

p) How to reduce inequality in conservation priority setting? Who decides 
what conservation objectives are relevant?  

 
Group 2: Reported by Yolanda Lopez-Maldonado and Fikret Berkes 

q) SDG’s looks at global level but we need to start to look from local level 
r) Representatives of stakeholder groups state goals/values/experiences with 

their knowledge and understanding of differences on inequalities. 
s) It is important to document different cases in order to understand 

inequalities (fisheries in Peru, Vicuña in Argentina, etc.). 
t) Colonialism played a crucial role to increase inequalities and affected all 

Latin-American contexts. But we can learn from the past and avoid future 
problems 

u) Recognize differences and power imbalances. 
v) How governance is it managed? How are we going to agree? What are our 

working agreements for ground rules? 
w) Ensuring well-being of current and future generations will require the 

consideration of issues of social and environmental justice in the process of 
shifting to a more sustainable process.  

x) Aspects of social justice have remained restricted to further areas of study 
and are not considered in complex socio-ecological systems and inequality 
problems. 
 

Group 3: Reported by Juan Rocha, Frederica Barclay, and Alejandro Argumedo 



 
a) SDGs were set and agreed by Western societies and do not suits well the 

needs of indigenous or other local communities. They are too broad and its 
difficult to incorporate local needs or traditional ecological knowledge into 
SDG framework. 

b) Food is a good research topic that is transversal to many SDGs but also 
local needs. It is related to health, climate, nutrition and basic needs of 
human beings. 

c) How do we incorporate local realities in this global SDG agenda? How do 
we integrate issues of fairness, ethics, or different cosmologies? 

 
 
 
 
 



 
Wrap up and key messages 
 
In the wrap up session, those in charge of co-chairing the dialogue, panelist and 
participants shared some reflections on the topics discussed. Key messages from panelist 
are summarized below: 
 
Key messages from panelist 
 

1. Alejandro Argumedo, All SDGs and biocultural diversity 
a. The post-2015 agenda neglects fundamental qualities of biocultural 

diversity that are key to maintaining sustainable practices, indigenous 
values and traditional lifestyles.  

b. No single goal emphasises the need to protect indigenous/traditional 
knowledge, cultural heritage and alternative economic practices – nor their 
interrelation with biodiversity – as a pathway to sustainability.  

c. The factors that threaten sustainable lifestyles remain a conspicuous 
absence in the goals.  

d. The recognition and affirmation of biocultural heritage must be central to 
the local implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals. 

e. SC: Alternative development paradigm that represent values including 
justice, pluralism, democracy, and a sustainable relationship to nature 

f. Biocultural Rights: a tool to carve Indigenous Peoples’ SDGs 
g. Focus should be the implementation of the UNDRIP 

 
2. Frederica Barclay, SDG No. 1 “No Poverty” 

a. Associated Targets that endanger SDG 1: 1.3: “Implement nationally 
appropriate social protection systems and measures for all, including floors, 
and by 2030 achieve substantial coverage of the poor and the vulnerable” 

i. In Peru, it translates into a decree that categorizes all Amazonian 
Indigenous 

ii. Peoples in the ranks of “Extreme Poor” 
iii. It makes “indigenous” to mean poor 
iv. It makes their way of life, values and culture to mean condemned to 

poverty 
v. It allures youngsters to urban areas, leaving back their territories 

with no need to learn local knowledge 
vi. It allows the State to transform autonomous persons into poor 

people, subject to interventions to address their condition of 
poverty.  



 
b. Associated Goals that endanger SDG 1: In developing countries the No 

poverty SDG Goal is endangered by the more attractive Goal 10. 
Reduce inequality within and among countries 

i. It justifies national policies that encroach indigenous territories 
ii. It serves as a pretext to attract extractive industries to their lands 

In turn: 
iii. It risks healthy lives and well-being for all at all ages in Indigenous 

lands - Goal 3 
iv. It risks food security and improved nutrition and sustainable 

agriculture in Indigenous lands - Goal 2 
v. It risks sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems, sustainably manage 

forests in Indigenous lands - Goal 15 
vi. It promotes land degradation and biodiversity loss in Indigenous 

lands – Goal 15 
 

3. Fikret Berkes. SDG No. 14 “Life Below Water” 
a. The SDGs signify a reverse process of international policy responses to 

help deal with the negative impacts of global/national/regional drivers on 
fisheries and inequality 

b. Unlike these other drivers that have created adverse impacts on small-scale 
fisheries, the SDGs (and the SSF Guidelines) are enabling and inclusive, 
designed to help with equality/equity issues. 

c. However, the SDGs (as well as the SSF Guidelines) have an inherent 
limitation: they are only prescriptive. Much depends on the policy 
responses of nation states and other critical actors 

 
4. Vanessa Ramos. SDG No.  

a. Preservatión and dissemination of agricultural practices based on ancestral 
knowlege are crucial for the conservation of agrobiodiveristy and 
compliance with SDG2. 

b. Agricultural policies that promote in situ conservation and participatory 
improvement are necessary. 

c. Measures to achieve the SDGs and lawas must include the main actors: the 
communitites. 

 
5. Juan Rocha 

a. Changes in the biosphere can reinforce existing inequalities through:  
 i. Environmental shocks 
 ii. Gradual environmental change 



 
b. Changes in inequality can affect the biosphere through: 

 i. Perceptions and sense of fairness 
 ii. Aspirations 
 iii. Cooperation and sustaining local commons 
 iv. Market concentrations 

 
 

  



 
Step	3:	Closing	session	
 
Facilitator: Tracie Curry 
 
Final reflections from BYS and proposed steps to strengthen the network 
 
1. Tomas Chaigneau: Inequality was a topic that intrigued everybody and that everyone 
could relate to. There was an appreciation that this seemed under-researched and that 
people had a lot of thoughts on the matter. In particular notions of justice came through 
and the inequality vs. inequity debate was hinted at frequently. Interesting to note that 
some of the groups were generally less “pragmatic” and discussed not only distributive 
equality but also notions of recognition and procedure inequality, which is often missed. 
 
2. Tracie Curry: A central topic of discussion during the workshop was how 
development activities can result in changing perceptions of wellbeing, which in turn 
impact the way people perceive inequality in their local environment. Participant 
comments related to this topic reinforced the salience of research that investigates 
tradeoffs and synergies between inequality and the SDGs at different scales. That said, 
when it comes to strengthening communities of practice focused on this issue of 
inequality, we might begin with the issue of power imbalances within research. For local 
scale research we should strive to incorporate participatory methods that involve local 
partners in the framing and investigation of research questions.  
 
3. Juan Rocha: 
 
4. Yolanda Lopez-Maldonado: Overall the discussion centered in advancing more just, 
inclusive, and sustainable outcomes in the implementation of the SDGs. Interesting to note 
and go through the implications of the focus on sustainability as key element of the global 
development agenda, going beyond a narrow understanding on inequalities in access to, 
and use of, the global environment and resources, as well as unequal access to decision-
making institutions. The relationships between sustainable development and notions of 
environmental justice in different local, national and transnational policy arenas were also 
discussed. 
 
Proposed potential future activities? 
 
What kind of activities, ideas, thoughts, and projects can be created on the ground level in 
order to build relationships, to continue and expand the network and to decrease 
inequalities in the context of the SDGs?? 

− Listening workshop, making local community voices heard by government  



 
− Develop training for different stakeholders? 
− Work towards opportunities for reconciliation and recognition of different 

knowledge systems, including different cultures, worldviews, etc. 
− Develop	joint	strategies	for	involving	stakeholders	in	future	projects.	
− Design and facilitate workshops and session to bring different knowledge systems. 
− Grant proposal considering feedback from previous workshops (Stockholm and 

Lima, 2019). 
− Continue dialogue and promote conversations on issues around inequalities. 
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Annex	1:	Short	bio	of	panelist		
 
Alejandro Argumedo (Peru) 
Co-founder and Director of the Association ANDES, a Cusco-based indigenous peoples’ 
non-governmental organization working to protect and develop Andean biological and 
cultural diversity and the rights of indigenous peoples of Peru. He is also Senior Research 
Officer for Peru of the “Sustaining Local Food Systems, Agricultural Biodiversity and 
Livelihoods” Programme of the International Institute for Environment and Development 
of England and the Sowing Diversity = Harvesting Security Program of Oxfam Novib of 
the Netherlands. He was formerly Executive Director of Cultural Survival Canada and the 
Indigenous Knowledge Programme. He has been a consultant for the UNDP, IDRC, GEF, 
IUCN and other international institutions. He graduated from McGill University, 
Montreal, Canada in Agriculture, and has written extensively on diverse themes such as 
intellectual property, access to genetic resources, community based conservation, 
indigenous agriculture, tourism, and has served on expert panels of the UN and other 
relevant bodies such as the World Business Council for Sustainable Development. 
Contact: alejandro@andes.org.pe 
 
Frederica Barclay 
She holds a Doctorate (Ph.D.) in History, from the University of Barcelona, Spain and a 
Master's degree from the London School of Economics and Political Science, and she is an 
Anthropologist at the Pontificia Universidad Católica del Perú (PUCP, by its Spanish 
acronym). She is has plenty of experience working on issues related indigenous peoples of 
the Amazon, and has conducted anthropological research in the Awajún-Wampis peoples. 
Among other subjects, she is a specialist in intercultural health, regional history of the 
Amazon and has written extensively in topics related her anthropological areas of 
expertise. 
Contact: barclayfster@gmail.com 
 
Fikret Berkes 
He is Distinguished Professor Emeritus at the University of Manitoba, Canada. He studied 
for his B.Sc. and Ph.D. at the McGill University, Montreal, Canada. His research is in the 
area of interconnected human-environment systems, community-based management, 
resilience, and indigenous/traditional ecological knowledge. He has authored some 250 
peer-reviewed journal papers and chapters, including eleven books. He has participated in 
the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment; the UNDP Equator Initiative in conservation-
development; and the Indigenous and Local Knowledge Task Force of IPBES. His honors 
include the IUCN International Union for Conservation of Nature CEESP; Inaugural 
Award for Meritorious Research (2016); IASC Elinor Ostrom Award for Senior Scholar 
(2015); and the ESA Ecological Society of America Sustainability Science Award (2014) 
for the book Sacred Ecology. He is a founding member and past President of IASC.  
Contact: Fikret.Berkes@umanitoba.ca 
 
 



 
Juan Rocha (Colombia) 
He is a postdoctoral researcher at the Stockholm Resilience Centre and the Beijer Institute. 
His research questions are oriented to understanding critical transitions: from regime shifts 
in ecological systems, to collective action in society. Currently he is focusing on the idea 
of cascading effects, this is how a critical transition in an ecosystem in the world can 
increase or decrease the likelihood of another ecosystem tipping over. He develops 
mathematical models to explore the parameter space at which these interconnections are 
plausible. He is also looking for empirical signatures of cascading effects on trade 
networks and rainfall transport dynamics. Juan is interested in methods for identifying 
resilience surrogates -good observables that can tell you how resilient a system is- as well 
as misperception of feedbacks and their consequences. He finds inspiration in complex 
systems science, and the use of mathematical models, networks and other computational 
methods to understand social and ecological complexity. 
Contact: juan.rocha@su.se 
 
Vanesa Ramos Abensur (Peru) 
She holds a Bachelor´s Degree in Biology with specialization in Ecology from the 
National Agrarian University (Peru), and a Master Degree in Environment and 
Development from the State University of Santa Cruz (Brazil). She has worked in climate 
change adaptation, environmental governance, traditional knowledge and sustainable 
development projects for the past 9 years in the Andes region, Peru. Her work projects 
have involved a wide range of contexts and stakeholders at different levels (local and 
indigenous communities, local and national authorities, NGOs, research centers, 
international cooperation and regional networks). She led a project with Asociación 
ANDES, working very close with the Quechua communities of the Potato Park. The 
project revitalized traditional practices to cope climate change in a participatory approach. 
She had developed and implemented inter and transdisciplinary research projects with the 
objective of recovery ancient practices and medicinal plants used by midwifes and healers 
toward the inclusion of traditional medicine in the national medical system for the women 
in Peru. She has worked on environmental baseline studies and biological monitoring in 
the Andean region for the private sector. 
Contact: vanesa.ramos.abensur@gmail.com 

	
 



 

Annex	2:	Summary	of	session	
 
Description: Countries around the world have committed to achieve 17 SDGs. Increasing 
inequality has become an urgent issue across both developed and developing economies 
and it has been considered one of the defining challenges of our time. A number of the so-
called ‘planetary boundaries’ has been crossed, putting the planet at risk of detrimental 
environmental change. Managing SDGs is complex for policy-makers. The challenge is to 
know how SDGs interact, and which policy tools would be most effective to 
simultaneously meet the SDGs of the Agenda 2030. This session will examine SDGs 
synergies and tradeoffs, the role of inequalities therein, as well as examples of how to 
replicate and scale up or scale down emerging and innovative policy solutions to meet 
SDG challenges. We ask: How does inequality impact the achievement of SDGs at 
different scales? Which countries, if any, are simultaneously “prosperous, equal, and 
green”, and why? Does there exist a ‘trilemma’ inhibiting the simultaneous achievement 
of the three goals (the “triple bottom line”), and therefore sustainable development? If so, 
what are the respective tradeoffs, and how might these evolve over time? The concepts of 
“prosperous, equal, and green” encompass virtually SDGs 10, 2, 13, 14 and 15 (Reducing 
Inequality, Climate Action, Life Below Water and Life on Land), while considering SDGs 
8, 9 (Decent Work and Economic Growth; Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure). While 
inequality is often considered as a statistical pattern in the distribution of observables, such 
as income or wealth at the national scale, perception of inequality and fairness tend to act 
at much lower scales (e.g. community). Yet, it remains unclear at which scales tradeoffs 
between inequality and other SDGs will emerge or need to be accounted for when dealing 
with, for example, problems of common-pool resource management. 
Objective: to co-create new understandings around how different actors can contribute 
with the comprehension of the interactions, tradeoffs, synergies of inequalities and the 
SDGs. Specific objectives: 
• Discuss perspectives and knowledge systems that contribute towards the understanding 
of inequalities and the SDGs. 
• Foster knowledge generation through dialogue among different knowledge. 
• Collective assessment of how perspectives and knowledge systems, practices, and 
institutions linked to the SDGs contribute towards the understanding of inequalities. 
• Formulate recommendations to the relevant actors. 
Societal relevance: We aim to promote collaborative learning among actors (scientists, 
indigenous communities, policy-makers) around the connections of understanding 
inequalities and the SDGs. The outcomes can support local, national, regional and global 
policy process and augment the search for future alternatives by relevant actors for the 
safe navigation of inequalities in the biosphere. Activities are designed to allow for diverse 
ways of knowledge co- creation promoted through activities including presentations by the 
panelists followed by questions and dialogue with participants. Panelist will present 
examples from a project or initiative they've been involved in where inequality had an 
impact on environmental management. 
Keywords: Inequalities, SDGs, synergies, trade-offs, knowledge co-production 



 
Annex	3.	Survey	for	reporting	
 

“Inequality and the SDGs: synergies and trade-offs” 
July 2, 2019 – Slot 3, (10:30 to 12:00 hrs.) 

 
In order to co-create new understandings around how different actors can contribute with the 
comprehension of the interactions, trade-offs, synergies of inequalities and the SDGs and to 
capture the different perspectives in this session, we would like you to respond the following 
questions: 
 

1. In	 your	 work,	 what	 are	 the	 environmental	 challenges	 that	 are	 most	 in	 need	 of	
research	and	action?	
	
	
	

2. Reduction	of	inequality	is	one	of	the	Sustainable	Development	Goals	proposed	by	the	
United	Nations	and	endorsed	by	many	countries:	
a. How	 do	 you	 think	 this	 goal	 needs	 to	 be	 addressed	 in	 the	 context	 of	 the	

challenges	you	mentioned?	
 
 
 

b. Which	types	of	inequalities	need	to	be	targeted?	
 
 
 

3. What	types	of	solutions	do	you	think	are	necessary	to	address	the	inequalities	in	the	
context	of	the	Agenda	2030	and	relevant	SDGs?	

 
 
 

4. Who	 (individuals	 and	 organizations)	 need	 to	 be	 involved	 in	 designing	 these	
solutions?	
	
	
	

5. In	the	next	5	years,	what	research	questions	do	you	think	should	be	tackled	to	make	
sure	we	are	on	the	right	pass?		

 
 

	
6. What	research	approaches	would	be	useful	to	better	understand	these	questions?	

 
 
 
Thank you very much for your time! 
 
 

The session coordination BYS group 
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