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The International Council on Social Welfare (ICSW) represents, through its members in over seventy countries, tens of thousands of civil society organisations. ICSW’s members are involved in service provision of and advocacy for social development, social welfare and social justice. 

ICSW analyses the issues raised throughout its membership network in order to develop representative policies. ICSW through its global and regional structures advocates to governments at the national, regional and global level. 

As an organisation with UN consultative status, ICSW is involved in global discussions concerning issues of social development, social welfare and social justice. This involvement is especially within WHO, ECOSOC and the Commission for Social Development. 

This statement concerns the priority theme of the 43rd Session of the Commission for Social Development. The statement is brief and therefore very selective in the issues it addresses. 
ICSW is grateful to the Finnish Ministry of Foreign Affairs for their financial support of this publication.

Introduction 

The World Summit for Social Development (WWSD) concentrated on four core issues – poverty alleviation, unemployment, social exclusion and an enabling environment for social development. A major achievement of the WSSD was the commitment to a very encompassing vision for social development. It included an economic, ethical and spiritual vision. There was recognition by the governments that the process of social development involved governments, international and regional organisations and civil society including the private sector. 
The progress of the implementation of the Summit’s goals was reviewed by the Special Session of the General Assembly held in Geneva in 2000.

Prior to the 2000 Special Session of the General Assembly, ICSW proposed eight priority issues for consideration. These were 1. Strengthening the structures and processes of the ECOSOC system. 2. Reducing the excessive volume and volatility of speculative activity in international financial markets. 3. All governments setting specific targets and adopting strategies for eradicating absolute poverty and reducing relative poverty. 4. Setting specific commitments to Overseas Development Assistance (ODA) and improving the effectiveness of aid programmes. 5. Reaching agreement on initiatives for developing international standards for basic income support systems. 6. Developing a code for the design and administration of taxation systems that are progressive, fair and economically efficient and raise sufficient revenue for national and international purposes.  7. Developing a binding code of rights and responsibilities in the conduct of international trade and investment. 8. Securing the ratification and observance of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. 
Strengthening ECOSOC and the Commission for Social Development

The Commission for Social Development (The Commission) was entrusted with the follow up to the Summit and with the follow-up and review of the implementation of the Declaration and Programme of Action. As part of the strengthening of the Commission, its membership was increased from 32 to 46 and it began to meet annually rather than each two years. 
Despite the emergence in the last decades of various groupings of governments, the UN is the only global organisation with the breadth of responsibilities and membership to provide a balanced framework to meet the challenges of economic and social development. ICSW remains committed to the strengthening of ECOSOC and the Commission. It is too easy to dismiss an existing structure and then create a new grouping of governments with the intention of solving a problem that was not solved by the UN structures. Within the UN framework developed countries have not supported the involvement of ECOSOC and the Commission in high level policy coordination on social and economic matters. Developing countries have not utilised the potential of either ECOSOC or the Commission and wealthy countries have ignored them because they lack the control that their positions on the World Bank and the IMF afford them. 
The World Commission on the Social Dimension of Globalization
 supports the call for the strengthening of ECOSOC and improving policy coherence. The World Commission suggests that the “High Level Segment of its annual session could promote interaction on specific aspects of global macro economic, social and environmental management” (para 534). 

ICSW applauds and supports the Secretary General’s comments to strengthen ECOSOC. This could include as the Secretary General suggests, ECOSOC being “an ideal forum for regular meetings of finance and trade ministers responsible for labour and social policies in order to review policy coherence among them”
 (para 58) ICSW would add that ECOSOC is also the ideal forum for ministers for income security and health with the same aim of reviewing policy coherence. 
Democracy, social development and civil society
The first commitment in Copenhagen included “creating an economic, political, social, cultural and legal environment that will enable people to achieve social development” ICSW seeks the cooperation of governments at national, regional and international level in furthering the democratic participation of civil society in the path to social development. There is a very uneven evolution of civil society inclusion and involvement in democratic forms of government. Some regional groupings of governments have made provision for civil society involvement in their work but there is an undercurrent of confusion or exclusion in governments. The proliferation of civil society organisations has not made it easy for governments to know who to work with. Civil society has not shown any ability to clarify this confusion of voices. Without coherence by civil society, governments will take the easy alternative of involving academics and individuals from civil society rather than representatives of organisations that have taken great pain to be democratic and transparent. 
From a broad vision to a narrow perspective

A disappointing aspect and one that ICSW urges that governments reverse, is the focus on an economic perspective of development. Governments and the private sector perceive social development arising from economic progress. ICSW argues that governments first need to have a vision for social development and that the economic dimensions be part of this. ICSW is particularly conscious of the dominance of the economic perspective in the global financial institutions and in the regional groupings of government. Economics is a natural comfort zone for economic and financial ministers and the private sector. They have little comfort or understanding of the social dimensions of development except as a large expenditure item within government budgets. 
Poverty

Poverty has become a major international agenda item but the response has been very unequal. In Asia there have been some remarkable strides in responding to poverty but in Sub Saharan Africa, the progress has been more negative than positive. The World Commission on the Social Dimension of Globalization describes an uneven decline in absolute poverty. The regions that show a rise in poverty are Sub Saharan Africa, Eastern Europe and Central Asia, Latin America and the Caribbean. (Para 201)
The fixation on the dollar-a-day mantra of the Millennium Development Goals while being a worthwhile publicity hook for the discussion of poverty is a very limited and constricting concept of poverty. It reflects an economic bias and ignores the broader definition of poverty. In contrast the Report of the WSSD
 described poverty as “including lack of income and productive resources sufficient to ensure sustainable livelihoods; hunger and malnutrition; ill health; limited or lack of access to education and other basic services; increased morbidity and mortality from illness; homelessness and inadequate housing; unsafe environments; and social discrimination and exclusion” (Para 19).

There are insidious factors that work against reducing poverty. The first is the attention and resources that are given to specific campaigns and in particular the “war on terror”. Resources are diverted to specific countries. Another factor is the lack of attention to the loss of resources to corrupt regimes and third, donor countries and agencies are constantly diverted to crises away from long term programmes. Long term programmes to remove the causes of poverty suffer every time there is a crisis and resources are diverted. 
Employment, training and retraining
The commitment in Copenhagen was to place the creation of employment at the centre of government policies with a special emphasis on combating long term unemployment and underemployment amongst young people, women, people with disabilities and other disadvantaged groups. 

The World Commission on the Social Dimension of Globalization in its 2004 report recorded the ILO estimate of 188 million open unemployed in 2003. The World Commission noted that the employment performance was uneven with the unemployment rates rising over a decade in Latin America, the Caribbean, South East Asia and East Asia. (Para 195). The Millennium Development Goals give little attention to employment with reference only to youth between the ages of 15-24. The Goals do not refer to unemployment or employment creation for women, people over the age of 24 and people with disabilities. It is imperative that the Commission for Social Development keep the goal of “expanding productive employment for all sectors of society” (E/CN.5.2005/6 1 December 2004 Para 31). Expansion of employment requires attention to issues of training and retraining because of rapidly changing needs of employers. 
Social Integration

Social Integration formed the 4th commitment in Copenhagen. The commitment was to “promote social integration by fostering societies that are stable, safe and just and that are based on the promotion and protection of all human rights as well as on non- discrimination, tolerance, respect for diversity, equality of opportunity, solidarity, security and participation of all people, including  disadvantaged and vulnerable groups and persons”. The detail of this commitment is vast. The implementation could occur at many levels. For example, trafficking in women and children is a national issue, a regional issue and a global issue. Within each of these geographic boundaries, all parts of society have a role to play.  
Despite social integration being a prominent component of the Copenhagen Declaration it has been omitted in later commitments at the UN. The MDG’s are characterised by perfunctory or mechanistic commitments with the major exception of the commitment to gender equality, empowerment of women and the elimination of gender disparity in primary and secondary education.
ICSW believes that the UN must maintain its commitment to social integration and social development. 

Taxation

Despite a commitment in the Summit Declaration to “taxation systems that are fair, progressive and economically efficient”, there has been little progress. ICSW said in its statement on the 2004 priority theme of Improving Public Sector Effectiveness, “ECOSOC should request existing bodies or Independent Expert Advisory Panels to develop draft standards in the area of national taxation administration best practice and to investigate ways of harmonising domestic tax systems, which while being respectful of national sovereignty, address economic resource problems exacerbated by devices of tax avoidance and evasion (e.g. secret bank accounts, uncoordinated taxation of transnational enterprises and no internationally agreed minimum tax rates).”
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