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Civil society meets on Development Effectiveness Prague, June 2009.
In the Paris Declaration (2005) governments and donors made commitments to increasing aid effectiveness. The Paris Declaration became an important document which frames some critical challenges to existing models of development cooperation and sets out principles to address them. For the past few years, civil society organisations (CSOs), donors, governments and other development actors have been discussing and monitoring progress in implementing the Paris Declaration. Donors and governments have raised the question of whether the principles of the Paris Declaration can also be applied to civil society organisations. 
In the period preceding the Third High Level Forum in Accra (September 2008), CSOs agreed that the Paris Declaration is relevant, but not applicable to CSOs for three main reasons: 
· It does not reflect CSO priorities and the many diverse roles of CSOs in development.
· CSOs were not involved in negotiations and thus ownership was not ensured.
· CSOs want to measure themselves against “development effectiveness” and not “aid effectiveness”.
The Czech NGDO Platform FoRS, Czech Forum for Development Cooperation chose the topic CSO Development Effectiveness for their programme during the Czech Presidency of the EU. (First half of 2009). 170 CSO representatives from Europe, Africa and other continents met to discuss effectiveness principles.
Mr. Charles Abbey, Executive Director of African Development Programme (ADP) and ICSW Vice President participated in the conference. 
In the conference proclamation the conference participants concurred that the added value of the CSOs in development cooperation is, among others, based on four particular aspects:
1. Access and commitment to use grassroots knowledge of local conditions, contexts and motivations

2. Sensibility to human rights, understanding and empathy

3. Genuine partnership based on common vision and interests

4. Diversity of actors in terms of legal status, size, experiences or roles.
The conference statement is at http://www.trialog.or.at/images/doku/statement.pdf. 
Presentations are at  http://www.fors.cz/en/eu_presidency/seminars_conferences. 
During the conference the Swedish International Development Agency representative Ms. Camilla Lindstrom presented SIDA’s New Policy for Civil Society which included:

· Capacity development is an important aspect of all support (guided by the organisation’s own priorities).
· Support development of a favourable environment for civil society in terms of institutional, legal, political and administrative work.

· Support to CSOs should follow established principles on aid effectiveness such as local ownership, core support and increased harmonisation with other donors. 
http://www.dev-practitioners.eu/thematic-groups/civil-society-development.html
UN Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis

There has been limited or critical reporting of the UN Conference. The President of the UN Assembly said that the summit was a success as it agreed on a G-192 document. Finding a consensus agreeable to all countries inevitably involves compromise. The outcomes which you can access (see below) are much more comprehensive than the limited statements that came out of the G8 and G20 meetings.  
UN Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis 
http://www.un.org/ga/econcrisissummit/
Outcome document in all UN languages 
http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/CONF.214/3&Lang=E
Draft of the Stiglitz Commission Report 
http://www.un.org/ga/president/63/interactive/financialcrisis/PreliminaryReport210509.pdf
DfID White Paper

The UK Government on 6th July 2009 launched its latest White Paper on International Development. Alison Evans Director, Overseas Development Institute (ODI) commented that three critical themes were apparent (Extracts follow. The full text can be read at  http://blogs.odi.org.uk/blogs/main/archive/2009/07/06/dfid_white_paper_poverty_reduction.aspx) 
The first is interdependence; the acknowledgement that the success and security of those in developing countries has a profound effect on success and security elsewhere. The global financial crisis has proved this interdependence, with financial turmoil in one part of the world proving a strong catalyst for economic turmoil almost everywhere else. The White Paper points to the need for a new approach that puts more emphasis on tackling development in the difficult places, such as conflict affected and fragile states; on better international working, including with the emerging powers; on broader and deeper partnerships with civil society and the private sector; and on more joined up working across the UK government.  
A second key theme relates to working in fragile states. This is the first White Paper since 1997 to prioritise the challenge of development in conflict-affected and fragile contexts, and that is most welcome. 

The third critical theme is climate change. The long march of climate change will be a game changer for development everywhere. The White Paper points clearly to the importance of leadership from rich countries to stop this becoming a development disaster for poor countries. The challenge here is to ensure that climate commitments made at the UN climate change meeting in Copenhagen in December will be far reaching and binding. 
Alison Evans expressed some concerns about the White Paper. While the White Paper presents a fairly robust vision of UK involvement in development, it gives a more limited sense of what DFID and the UK will be doing less of in future years.   

There is relatively little on how aid will be delivered differently or the difficult choices that DFID needs to make to deliver the transparency, scrutiny and accountability promised in the White Paper. Budget support is mentioned infrequently. Does this mark the beginning of the end for DfID’s enthusiasm for such support?  

Alison Evans said that in general, the White Paper confirms that the UK Government does see international development as the right thing to do. It pinpoints the crucial link between international development and national self-interest, particularly with its new and welcome emphasis on fragile states. In short, it is a valiant attempt to walk that difficult – and often blurred – line between morality and pragmatism.     

The white paper (4.6MB or 1.5MB low resolution can be downloaded from http://www.dfid.gov.uk/About-DFID/Quick-guide-to-DFID/How-we-do-it/Building-our-common-future/
News from West Africa 

The 36th Summit of Economic Commission of West African States (ECOWAS) Heads of State and Government at its Meeting in Nigeria in June 2009 approved the ECOWAS Labour Policy for the region.

The Executive Director of African Development Programme (ADP) and ICSW Vice President Charles Abbey was a member of the Experts Group that considered and reviewed the Draft Labour Policy in 2008. 
The Labour Policy has seven key pillars including the labour and employment vision for the region, the scope of its application, objectives, guiding principles, framework for its making it operational, areas of interaction and process of implementation.

The Labour Policy’s Plan of Action seeks to pursue five priority programmes over four years including the pursuit of international labour and employment norms, promotion of decent work, social security for all, promotion of social dialogue as well as regional integration. http://news.ecowas.int/presseshow.php?nb=038&lang=en&annee=2009
Response to article in June Global Cooperation 

David Culverhouse, Executive Director, Council for International Development, New Zealand responded to the article on Sri Lanka - Controversial Criticism of International NGOs. Mr. Culverhouse says the article “completely confuses a number of issues – all unrelated”. His full comments follow.
“Firstly the issue of the Sri Lankan government trying to prevent international reporting of atrocities and war crimes by denying access to the area by international NGOs.  (This is not to suggest that all atrocities are committed by one side.  Both sides in this conflict – as in most conflicts – have questions to answer.)  The suggestion by the Sri Lankan President that international NGOs should be building community centres while heavy artillery shells are falling and people are dying from lack of access to medical care and the simple necessities of life is bizarre, and has no relevance to any discussion on lifting effectiveness of humanitarian relief.”  
“You correctly report that “There is wariness against NGOs who are involved in social reforms, peace building and calling for an end to the war," Perera said.”The government is cautious of international NGOs involved in humanitarian work as they are believed to be conduits of information [from conflict zones] to the international community".
“Secondly the muddying of the issue by bringing in discussion of ways that “the institutional framework - whether the U.N., banks [World Bank/IMF], or international corporations” work.  These (World Bank, IMF etc) are not NGOs - and they have long been criticized by NGOs for imposing conditions on developing countries that appear to be more focused on the interests of western counties than developing ones, mainly because developing countries are excluded from influencing decision making.” 

“You correctly report that “British Prime Minister Gordon Brown echoed this sentiment in his call for a paradigm shift in the leadership structure at the World Bank and IMF - traditionally controlled by the U.S. and Europe”. 

“Thirdly there is a real issue on whether or not local staffing can reduce costs, but during a major war local staff are usually unable to operate freely in a climate of intense suspicion.  All international NGOs are committed to as much local staffing as conditions allow.”  

“Your report misses the main point of the original article: Development: Asian NGOs Must Lead in Asia by Feizal Samath http://ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=46577
To simply throw together unrelated comments is hardly informative reporting on a real issue.  However the quality of your reports are usually much better than this, and I do find the rest of the newsletter useful and informative”.
UNRISD Research and Publications 

The Welfare State in Microstates and Small States 
The welfare state emerged historically as a top-down solution to the problem of how to secure social protection and security in the context of an urbanised self-contained capitalist economy with a commodified labour market. 
http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BF3C2/setLanguageCookie?OpenAgent&langcode=en&url=/80256B3C005BCCF9/search/3BD6AEF49C6944BFC12575E40054D508?OpenDocument

The Power of Jurisdiction in Promoting Social Policies in Smaller States 
This paper is a thematic paper for the joint UNRISD and Commonwealth Secretariat project on Social Policies in Small States. It aims to present a more positively critical assessment of the predicament of smaller states, and how their jurisdictional status and powers can be conceived and converted into economic resources.
http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BF3C2/setLanguageCookie?OpenAgent&langcode=en&url=/80256B3C005BCCF9/search/4B98B7CE58337C02C12575E400557235?OpenDocument
Religion, Politics and Gender Equality: Public Religions Revisited 
The aim of this paper is to revisit the argument first presented in “Public Religions in the Modern World” (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1994) in order to ascertain the extent to which the theoretical-analytical framework developed there needs to be critically revised and expanded in response to two main challenges. The first arises from the global imperative to develop comparative analytical frameworks which are applicable beyond Western Christian contexts. The second challenge derives from the equally urgent need to place the politics of gender equality and the related religious-secular debates into the centre of any discussion of "public religion" anywhere in the world today.
http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BF3C2/setLanguageCookie?OpenAgent&langcode=en&url=/80256B3C005BCCF9/search/010F9FB4F1E75408C12575D70031F321?OpenDocument

Religion: Ally, Threat, or just Religion? 
This paper is a feminist response to José Casanova’s thematic paper on “Public Religions Revisited”. It diagnoses that, given the fact that religions can threaten gender equality, it is not surprising that campaigners for gender equality have found themselves at odds with religious authorities, or that feminists have looked to the spread of secular principles and attitudes as a welcome engine of change. In the course of the twentieth century the earlier association between feminism and religion largely dropped away. While individual women continued to locate their commitment to gender equality in their religious faith and beliefs, the public discourse regarding the rights of women and equality of the sexes became almost entirely secular, and was more often linked to socialist or communist ideals. http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BF3C2/setLanguageCookie?OpenAgent&langcode=en&url=/80256B3C005BCCF9/search/B585808EFB5EF3D2C12575D70032A30F?OpenDocument
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