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MINISTER
TO CHAIR

CSD-13

NGOs at CSD-12
Challenge Male
Delegates to think

he past 1,5 week we have been

hearing many government
delegations and major groups
underlining the crucial role that women
have in water, sanitation and human
settlements. Similarly women'’s essential
role in sustainable development has been
clearly recognized in Agenda 2l andin
the Johannesburg Plan of
Implementation. Rio Principle 20 reads:
“ The full participation of womenin
essential to achieve sustainable
development.” Unaccountable
commitments have been made to the
need for gender equality and gender
mainstreaming in the implementation of
the JPOI, MDGs and CSD-work.

The question now is. how much of thisis
really meant or isit just lip-service. Let's
look at some figures here at CSD:

e |nitswhole dozen years of existence
no woman minister ever chaired the
Commission of Sustainable
Development (CSD).

e The CSD Bureau has aways been
dominated by amajority of men.

e AtthisCSD only 15% of theinvited

panel experts were women, versus
85% mal e representation.

e Governments reporting about the
implementation of MDG 7 —on
environmental sustainability —have
until now failed to recognize therole
of women and gender aspects of the
implementation.

We do not have to show it over and over
again: there are numerous examples of
successful gender mainstreaming on the
ground. And we know that the costs of
not including women in decision-
making, implementation, monitoring and
evaluation weigh particularly heavy on
the poorest.

CSD13 will be our policy making year.
Policymaking on water, sanitation and
human settlements can make a major
difference for the world' s poor. We need
all the leadership of aminister to lead us
through that process. It would be big
humiliation and afiasco if we do not
succeed in havingaWOMAN
MINISTER chairing CSD13! The choice
is up to you, governments!
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NGO STATEMENT TO HIGH LEVEL
MINISTERIAL SEGMENT OF CSD 12
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GOsarehonored to be given this

opportunity to share our
perspectiveson principlesfor apolicy
framework, the constraintsand
obstaclesaswell asthelessons
learned in thisthematic cluster of
water, sanitation and human
settlements.

A. Principles

(1) Rights-based approach
NGOsfirmly believethat
implementation in the areas of water,
sanitation and human settlements
must be buttressed upon arights-
based approach (ieahumanrights-
based rather than acorporate rights-
based one) in order to ensurejustice
and equity for the poor and
marginalized. If the CSD integrates
thisasan overarching framework for
al activitiesunder its purview, we
would havetaken that giant leap
towardsimplementation.

(2) Obligation of States

States have the primary responsibility
to protect therights of all peoples-the
poor, vulnerable and especially

H‘.ll.lhiEl

indigenous peoples. States must not
abdicate thisresponsibility under any
circumstances. Governments must
establish effective frameworksthat are
binding on al service providers-public
and private.

(3) Broad based participation

NGOs cannot underscore enough the
importance of abroad based participatory
approach involving all stake-holdersthat
ensures good communication and
coordinationamong al actors.

B.Obstacles and Constraints

(1) Finance

NGOsagreewith several delegationsthat
thebiggest constraint to meeting the
goalsand targets has been the fact that
rhetoric has not been reconciled with
action on means of implementation. The
money has not gone where mouthswent
in Johannesburg. Foreign direct
investment isdown and ODA levelshave
only gone up very marginally.

Asfar astheMDGsare concerned,
Goal 8 hasreceived scant attention
and scrutiny at this CSD even though
it holds THE key to unlocking the
promises of thefirst seven MDGs.

And so, thefactorsthat perpetuate a
hostile global economic environment
—trade, aid and debt- continueto
stifle poor countries and hamper their
ability to raise domestic resourcesfor
implementation. The CSD isyet to
cometo gripswithitslinksto the
WTO and BWIsand that coordination
role hasto bein placeif theseissues
areto beaired and resolved.

(2) Crisisin Governance

The privatization debate

The emphasiswe seem to be placing
on approachesto governancein water,
sanitation and human settlementsare
not taking us down the path of
sustainability.
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NGOsremain highly skeptical of the
contribution that the transnational
private sector can maketowards
accelerating implementation. Thisis
because there have been several high
profilefailuresand malpracticesin the
private water industry asevidenced by
the painful experiencesof residentsin
Manila, Cochamba, Soweto and
Atlanta

NGOsal so caution against the push
for privatization through theWTO/
GAT S negotiations because that would
further restrict the policy space of
national governmentsin these areas.

Theroleof IFIs

Wealso call upon theinternational
financial institutions not to servethe
interests of thewater companiesalone.
Lending about $20 billion to water
projectsover thelast decade the World
Bank hasbeen the principal financier
of privatizationand IMF
conditionalities similarly constrain
national governments.

C. Lessons learned

(1) Srengthening the public sector
NGOsstrongly support strengthening
therole of the State especially the
hands of local authorities so that they
can effectively manage and deliver
these servicesto the people.

Making adequate funding availableto
thislevel of government that is closest
to the peoplewill havethe added
advantage of helping scale up good
community initiatives. Timeand
again we have shown that what works
best on the ground are projectsby
communitiesfor communities
themselves.

(2) Partnerships

NGOs sharethe concerns expressed
during thisreview session regarding
the need for morein-depth and
systematic assessments of Type 11

Partnerships. The CSD needsto get a
firm handle on these partnerships,
monitor them and demand transparency
and accountability andinform CSD 13 of
theviability or otherwise of some of
them as complementary implementation
mechanismsincluding how they are
funded and resources.

(3) Enhancing M ultilateralism
NGOswish to seeastrengthened
multilateral systemwiththe UN playinga
central rolein global cooperative efforts.
However, we notewith alarm the
disturbing trend towardsfurther
corporatization of the UN asreflectedin
the composition and terms of reference of
the SGsAdvisory Panel on Water and
Sanitation. Placing representatives of
global water corporationsstrategically at
top levelsof UN decision- influencing
structuresisarecipefor disaster and does
not bode well for the UN’sown
credibility.

(4) Gender Mainstreaming

It istime we stopped thelip serviceto
mai nstreaming gender issuesand start to
actually show resultsby reporting with
firm dataand disaggregated statisticson
women’sroleand contributions. Those
most affected by problemsin thesesareas
arewomen whilethosedeciding on
solutionstend to be men. That aspect
must changeif implementationisto be
sustainable.

D. Specific Issues.

* Any discussion about improving access
to freshwater must embrace an eco-
systems based approach and start at the
source: wetlands, river basinsand
groundwater aquifers, al of which
perform ecosystem servicessuch as
gathering, storing and purifying water
for nature and human use.

* Ecosystem conservation must also be
anintegral part of Integrated Water
Resource Management (IWRMs)plans,
PRSPsand other national devel opment
plans.

 Developing countries must be
assured financial, capacity building
and technical assistancein
establishing and enforcing such
strategies.

 Theprioritization of sanitationin
national plansand budgetsisal so of
great significancein addressing
these concernsand securing the
redirection of resourcestowardsthe
provision of sanitation facilities.

* Improving education for sustainable
development andin particular in
hygieneand health issuesalso
deservesall our support.

* The human settlementsissue has
not received the due attention it
deservesinthissessionand
hopefully thiscan berectified
during CSD-13.

» NGOswould support programsthat
ensure security of tenuretoincrease
the‘ bankability’ of the poor and
improvetheir accessto credit.

» Theimportance of conservation
measures, low cost options, waste
water collection, treatment and
reuse, eco-sanitation and other
simple practical measuresarealso
worthy of strong encouragement
fromall sectors.

e Finally what ismost importantisto
view thisthematic clusterina
bal anced way through the lens of
economic, social and environmental
pillars of sustainable devel opment
aswell aslink theseissuesto all
other crosssectorally identified
priorities.

E. Conclusion

We havethe meansand the
technology to addresstheseissues.
Therewardsare hugeif wedeliver on
our commitmentsin the areaof water,
sanitation and human settlements.
Thecosts, if wefail, are unimaginable
for usand for future generations.
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Indigenous Peoples and Issues of

Self-determination, Participation and Privatization

By Tom Goldtooth - Indigenous Environmental Network and Chair, CSD 12 Indigenous Peoples Caucus

It isunfortunate that in some countries, the efforts of I ndigenous peoplesto achieve self-deter mination,
land rightsand the securing of their customary water rights has created serious disputes between States
and Indigenous peoples. Thissituation could be one factor contributing to thelack of some Statesto
prioritize the water, sanitation, and human settlement needsin I ndigenous communities.

The recognition of self-
determination and the collective
rights of Indigenous communities
has been a struggle within national
States and within the UN system.
Governmental delegates within the
CSD 12 High-Level Segment must
take into consideration the
following points in recognition of
Indigenous peoples:

1. Chapter 26 of Agenda 21
addresses Indigenous peoples and
defines objectives, activities and
means of implementation for
“Recognizing and strengthening
therole of indigenous peoples and
their communities’. The
objectives and measures outlined in
Chapter 26, to be fulfilled by
governments and intergovernmental
organizationsin full partnership
with indigenous peoplesinclude,
inter alia:

e Recognition of the rights and self-
determination of indigenous
peoples, values, traditional
knowledge and resource
management practices;

o Adoption of appropriate policies at
national level;

o Arrangement for capacity-building
and strengthening of active
indigenous participation in policies
and strategies for conservation and
sustainable devel opment.

2. Within the Johannesburg Political
Declaration, the governments of the
world further acknowledged the
collective rights of Indigenous
peoples, with the “s’ on people
through the adoption of Paragraph 25
that reads, “ We reaffirm the vital
role of the indigenous peoples in
sustainable development.” From
Agenda 21 to the Johannesburg World
Summit on Sustainable Development,

the use of the “s” on people has
been avictory in the States
recognizing the collective rights of
Indigenous peoples.

The Indigenous Peoples Caucus at
the CSD 12 call upon consistency
within al CSD documents and
reports to use the term
“Indigenous peoples’ as opposed
to indigenous communities or
indigenous popul ations.

The Indigenous Peoples’ Caucus of
CSD 12 has offered three
recommendations to the State
delegates within the interactive
dialogues. These are:

1. Local, national, regiona and
international goals must be
developed for realistic targets for
improved sanitation and hygiene
services, adopting community-
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based, low-cost and intermediate
technol ogical approaches, bearing
in mind the human right to clean,
safe water and sanitation services.

2. Developing and devel oped
countries must develop and
strengthen clear policies, targets
and institutional frameworksto
improve sanitation, assure safe and
adequate water supply, as well as
access to hygiene services for the
Indigenous peoples who live within
their boundaries.

3. Water and sanitation services
must remain in the public sector.
All governments must commit to
public sector delivery of water and
sanitation services. |ndigenous
peoples have serious concerns with
a market-based approach to water,
sanitation services and
management. There must be
assurance that adequate financial
resources are made available and
that thereisthe provision for local
capacity-building. In areas with
Indigenous communities,
mechanisms for the option for
Indigenous peoples to control and
manage their own water and
sanitation systems must be
provided.

Economic globalization constitutes
one of the main obstacles for both the
recognition of the rights of Indigenous
Peoples and the protection of water
resources. Transnational corporations
and industrialized countries are
imposing their global agenda on the
negotiations and agreements of the
United Nation system; the World
Bank and other financia institutions;
and the World Trade Organization and
other free trade bodies; which reduce
the rights enshrined in national
constitutions, international
conventions and agreements. Water is
now being viewed as an economic
commodity, and no longer a basic
human right. This viewpoint iswhat
underpins programs on water
privatization and full-cost recovery,
which isincreasing mass poverty
instead of reducing it. This makes the
achievement of the Millennium
Development Goals more elusive
each day.

Review of models of privatization of
water and sanitation systems
demonstrates that transnational
corporations, regardless of how
responsibility they try to carry out
their business, are simply not designed
to provide public servicesto all people
on an equitable basis.

Indigenous peoples feel that water
and sanitation services must be
provided by the public, with full and
effective participation of our
Indigenous peoples and local
communities. An increase of
innovative public financing
mechanisms are needed.
Experience demonstrates that water
services provided by the private
sector is not working.

Indigenous peoples are concerned
that once water and sanitation
services are privatized, the essence
of lifeitself, which is the sacredness
of water, would be determined and
defined by the market system.
Under the mechanism of
privatization, the delivery of water
services is then based on the ‘ability
to pay’, which means that poor
communities frequently end up
without adequate services.
Indigenous Peoples are concerned
with this, since globally we are the
poorest of the poor. An economic
market-based system is not
designed to conserve natural
resources such as water.
Maximizing profits means
encouraging increased
consumption. Water must be
maintained as a public trust.
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FINAL STATEMENT OF

THE WFFP TO THE CSD

It isthe bountain duty of every International Community. And thisisthe Harekrishna Debnath-India,
government in the world to see that fundamental right of every citizen, Herman Kumara - Sri Lanka
every citizen get drinking water, . “ Jacqueline Sunde - South Africa
sanitary needs, shelter, education, whether oneis URBAN OR RURAL. "We Marie Ademar - Martinique
health, and food, and they should be ~ Naveenoughresourcesfor theneedof dl, g0 Garland - USA

bound by the Constitution of the but we do not have enough resourcesfor  Manu Vimalasserry - USA
respective country. Itisthe the greed of all”. Mahatma

fundamental right of every citizento Gandhi. “Thelife of the Planet

;we|??? b;S_i Cef;bedeTn;]et- Tg:ﬁel ipe o thedependent hedth and
ould be justiceable. These should be .
achieved in collaboration with the welfare of the hL_Jmanlty
national governments, provincial, state cannot be sacrificed to the
and Municipal governments, NGOs, Greed of afew inthe World”
Trade Unions, Aboriginal Community,  Joseph Garland.

Fishing Communities,

Farmers Communities, Women, Youth,  Prepared by

and all the major groups, and the ThomasKocherry-India

YOUTH ASKS FOR EDUCATION

L etter from the Youth Caucus Regarding Education for Sustainable
Development 12th Session of the Commission on Sustainable Development

We appreciate that so many of you have ~ We call upon nations represented here to begun to partner on education for

highlighted education as an essential further formulate concrete plans for sustainable development. Thereare
component of sustainable development. integrating the goal s of sustainable approximately 10,000 Eco-Schoolsin 27
Asyou have pointed out thesepast two  development into their national education  countriesin Europe, Africaand South
weeks, and in past international programs. To make education for America. These and numerous other
agreements, education isan essential tool  sustainable development areality, we need  initiativesgive ushopethat education

for shaping our futureinto asustainable  tg scale up plans with specific deadlines,  efforts can be successful. However, these
one. The Decade for Education for measurable indicators, accountable actors,  are not enough. We ask governments to
Sustainable Development isan especialy  ang adequate funding. take the lead to incorporate sustainable

important establishment in thisregard.

development into their own educational
We urge government del egatesto take

Many commendableinitiativeshave already programs.

this message home with them. been undertaken. For example, The United
Nations Economic Commission We also encourage nations to support
for Europe has designed a youth peer to peer education programs
strategy for education for wherever appropriate. As youth, we are

sustainable development. Rescue ~ 9enuinely investedinthe goals of
Mission Planet Earth Mexico. in sustai nabl e devel opment. We want to

established a sustainable ’ b

. peersto learn the same. Please help usto
devel opment education program

makethispossible.
for school children in Mexico
City. TheBrazilianministriesof  Sincerely,
environment and education have  Youth Caucus
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HISTORIC RECORDING
OR USEFUL REPORT?

As was expected, reactions to the Chairs report from the New CSD were many and

varied. Somewhat exhausted after marathon reading, several of the major groups

expressed disappointment. What follows are some reflections from the NGOs and
their reactions and responses to the Chair’s Summary.

199 paragraphs embedded in 37
pages, this was the Chairs report
having tried to record 7 days of
discussion at the new CSD.
Reading it was in many ways
nothing but an arduous task. Quite
ironically the biggest problem with
the summary was that it wasjust a
rendering of the discussion.
Delegates and major groups
remained divided over the Chair’s
summary. Some said the content is
actually what we gave him through
our discussions. Others maintained
that in the eagerness to capture
nearly every intervention the Chair
sacrificed a valuable opportunity to
prioritise key issues in the thematic
cluster. That was one of the CSD
11 assigned tasks to CSD 12.
NGOs also pointed to the long-
winded report and said here was a
woeful absence of any assessment
or analysis of the content of
deliberations.

A Chair’s report with
shortcomings

Interestingly many delegations
were also aware of serious
shortcomings. As pointed out by
one delegation, the wide
divergences on certain issues that
were expressed on the floor seem to
have dissipated in the rambling
record of statements. For example,
the summary did not capture the
differences in approach that

characterized references to
commercialisation and privatisation
of resources. Many claimed that it
was vital that such opposing
viewpoints were duly reflected. To
regard water as a commodity open to
market values was but one
perspective. From a rights-based
perspective water in its essential
modes of functioning is more than a

Water is
fundamental
to life.

“Indigenous
peoples” is
agreed language

commodity. Water is fundamental to
life itself. Despite the fact that many
interventions carried this message,
this vital message had not found its
way to the chairs report — despite 199

paragraphs.

A political blunder of major
proportions.

The biggest surprise came from
reading the references to the
Indigenous Peoples. The reference
was either as indigenous people or as
indigenous communities. “ Indigenous
Peoples’ written in this way, is the
only correct and proper reference to
this major group.

The discussion on this wording had
taken place both at Rio plus5in
1997 and at Bali in 2002.
“Indigenous Peoples’ was finally
the agreed language and is found in
the JPOI. Few understood why
Norway which took the lead on this
issue in 1997 at the Plus 5 allowed
this to happen. Thisis a deplorable
mistake with grave political
consequences. It has to be rectified
before the final report is adopted,
even though the Chair claimed this
was his report and not subject to
negotiation.

Interactions to be
replicated

On the question whether the
Summary reflects the changed
dynamics within the CSD work
program, NGOs are of two minds.
The elaborate attempt to record al
statements reflects in no way the
robust exchanges on the floor.
While NGOs favour this
experimentation with “interaction”
NGOs would rather withhold
judgement on whether it should be
replicated to all other
Commissions.

The final grouse from the NGO
community is that it did not take on
board some of the important
comments made at the interactive
session with particular regard to
gender issues.
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Water, Peace, and Sustainable Development
Implementing Johannesburg to Prevent and Resolve Conflicts

Date: Thursday, April 29, 2004 Time: 6.15pm - 7.45pm
Location: UN Headquarters Conference Room 6

OPENING REMARKS Central America Water Cooperation:
Adnan Amin, UNEP New Yorkl Office Alexander Lépez, National University of
Sascha Muller-Kraenner, Heinrich Boll Foundation  Costa Rica and Mesoamerican Center for
Geoff Dabelko, Woodrow Wilson Center Sustainable Development of Drylands
KEYNOTE SPEECH Water and Human Security: Adil Najam,
KLAUS TOPFER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy

UNEP (invited)
Moderator: Geoff Dabelko,
Linkages and Mutual Reinforcement of Woodrow Wilson International Center for
Sustainable Development and Security in Water: Scholars
Aaron Wolf, Oregon State University

Cases and the Role of the CSD, The Johannesburg  Organized by:
Plan of Implementation and Partnerships:

UNEP
Stakeholder Participation and Transboundary Heinrich Boll Foundation
Waters: Patricia Kameri-Mbote, International Woodrow Wilson International Center for
Environmental Law Research Centre Scholars

SERIOUSLY

Contribute to

Taking Issue

To publish articles in this
newsletter, please submit your
COME ON! text before 5.00 p.m. to one of

ARE YOU GONNA the SDIN facilitating
STRIKE IT OR WHAT! organisations’ staff.

SDIN Facilitating
Organisations:

ANPED, The Northern Alliance
for Sustainability

TWN, Third World Nertwork

ELCI, Environment Liaison
Centre International

Or send an e-mail to:
kir stenkossen@yahoo.com

The editors reserve theright to

THEY WILL BEAT THEIR SWORDS INTO (Frnd refusearticles or eit for length
PLOWSHARES AND THEIR SPEARS INTO | addarty
PRUNING SHEARS. NATION WILL NOT LIFT N f
UP SWORD AGAINST NATION, NEITHER WILL | Y 4
THEY LEARN WAR ANYMORE."—ISAIAH 2:4. T—
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