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Global Social Policies: Redistribution, Regulation and Rights

REDISTRIBUTION

The United Nations (UN) 61st General Assembly (GA) met in autumn 2006. On the agenda was a draft resolution on the ‘New Partnership for Africa’s Development’ (A/61/L.23/Rev.1) (http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs//2006/ga10566.doc.htm), and the Second Committee drafted more than 40 resolutions and decisions on helping to meet the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). Connected to this, the ‘Group of 77’ and China tabled a resolution (http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs//2006/ga10567.doc.htm) emphasising shared responsibility between creditors and debtors for preventing unsustainable debt, that was adopted unanimously.

Countries around the globe are rallying to the idea of taxing air travel to fund the provision of cheaper drugs to poor countries, France's foreign minister said in September when launching UNITAID that will manage the fund, and operate out of the World Health Organisation (WHO) (http://www.globalpolicy.org/socecon/glotax/aviation/2006/1010airlinetax.htm). In November, the UK equivalent to the airline tax, the International Finance Facility for Immunisation (IFFIm) was launched. This represents a landmark in the capital markets playing an active role in accelerating the delivery of aid (http://www.iff-immunisation.org/05_newsroom.html). The airline tax and IFFIm are likely to be among many initiatives to be discussed at the next International Finance for Development Conference in Doha in 2008 (http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/).

Despite some enthusiasm about these new facilities, reviewing the final data on aid flows in 2005, the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) Development Assistance Committee (DAC) Chair Richard Manning called the trend in development assistance essentially flat, and called on donors to deliver on their Gleneagles and Millennium plus 5 summit commitments (http://www.oecd.org/document/54/0,2340,en_2649_201185_37799158_1_1_1_1,00.html). Similarly, the United Nations Education, Scientific and Cultural Organisation’s (UNESCO) Education for All (EFA) Global Monitoring Report 2007 (http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0014/001477/147794E.pdf) argues that the Fast Track Initiative (FTI) “has not yet led to a global compact for achieving universal primary education”, and that there is a significant funding gap. One step to fulfil such promises is the recent advance of the Netherlands, the UK and the World Bank promising additional predictable long-term funding. (http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/NEWS/0,,contentMDK:21056426~pagePK:64257043~piPK:437376~theSitePK:4607,00.html) Such efforts of some countries are also acknowledged in an Oxfam report, entitled ‘Underachievers: A School Report on Rich Countries’ Contribution to Universal Primary Education by 2015’ (http://www.oxfam.org/en/news/pressreleases2006/pr060917_gce_underachievers), while others, including Germany, are said to give just “pocket money”.

If the attempt of the German government to place development assistance high on the next G8 summit agenda (http://www.g-8.de), will make a change is doubtful. While Oxfam welcomed the German cabinet’s announcement to use its G8 presidency in 2007 to continue the fight against poverty in Africa (http://www.oxfam.org/en/news/pressreleases2006/pr061018_german_action), Rainer Falk
 states “there is no intention of reviewing in detail the implementation of the G-8 promises on aid, debt relief and trade” (http://www.weltwirtschaft-und-entwicklung.org/cms_en/wearchiv/02c465987b0aa5c01.php).

REGULATION

The High Level Dialogue on International Migration and Development (14-15 September) took place in New York and generated much consensus about the several dimensions of migration. The plenary statements stressed the following main points: a) the growing recognition of the development potential of migration; b) the need for coherent, evidence-based policies to maximise the positive effects of migration while minimising its negative aspects; c) the need to strengthen international cooperation and policy coordination; and included d) a call for an integration of migration into poverty reduction strategies and national development plans and e) a concern about the wide-spread violation of migrants’ human rights, especially women’s. (http://www.un.org/esa/population/migration/hld/index.html) The International Labour Organisation’s (ILO) contribution can be found at http://www.ilo.org/public/english/protection/migrant/download/perspectives.pdf; the World Bank’s at http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/TOPICS/EXTPOVERTY/EXTMIGDEV/0,,contentMDK:21070359~menuPK:2838383~pagePK:148956~piPK:216618~theSitePK:2838223,00.html.

It was agreed to establish a Global Forum on International Migration and Development with a first meeting in 2007 to be hosted by the government of Belgium (http://www.un.org/esa/population/migration/forum/index.htm). In the meantime (20-21 November), the United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) Population Division held its fifth coordination meeting on international migration (http://www.un.org/esa/population/meetings/fifthcoord2006/fifthcoord2006.htm). Further, the Global Migration Group (GMG) has been set up, a new inter-agency group bringing together heads of agencies which seeks to encourage the adoption of more coherent, comprehensive and better coordinated approaches to the issue of international migration (http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cmw/GMG.htm).
Also of note is the International Labour Reviews special issue on migration
 (http://www.ilo.org/public/english/support/publ/revue/sommaire/145-1-2.htm), and the United Nations University World Institute for Development Economics Research (UNU-WIDER) Seminar ‘International migration and development’ (http://www.wider.unu.edu/welcome.htm). The World Bank published ‘Migration and Portability of Social Security and Best Practice’ (http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/TOPICS/EXTPOVERTY/EXTMIGDEV/0,,menuPK:2838383~pagePK:149018~piPK:149093~theSitePK:2838223,00.html).

RIGHTS

The newly formed Human Rights Council met for its third session (29 November – 8 December) (http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcouncil/3session/index.htm). It postponed consideration of a draft resolution on the rights of indigenous people’s; planned to convene a meeting on a regional approach to promoting and protecting human rights in the Asia and Pacific region; and discussed follow up work to the World Conference on Racism. 

On the occasion of Human Rights Day (10 December), the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) issued a statement (http://www.un.org/events/humanrights/2006/) linking poverty to human rights. This echoed the more substantive report published by the Social Watch team ‘The right not to be poor’ (http://www.socialwatch.org/en/informeImpreso/images/otrasPublicaciones/ZOOM_05_eng.pdf). It also provided the opportunity for the World Bank to assert that it was concerned about human rights and worked with partners who have human rights as their mandate while continuing not to insist on their being met in the context of its lending policy (http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/NEWS/0,,contentMDK:21153872~pagePK:64257043~piPK:437376~theSitePK:4607,00.html). The Bretton Woods Project commented on this World Bank policy (http://www.brettonwoodsproject.org/art.shtml?x=545911), and reported that the Swedish minister of foreign affairs launched a Nordic trust fund for justice and human rights. The fund will finance training for World Bank staff; pilot projects linked to poverty reduction strategy papers; and develop indicators for "efficient" human rights and justice programmes. This is to provide evidence and convince World Bank economists that human rights considerations "constitute an added value to the economic development process".

This new Nordic attempt to shift Bank policy may not have the influence it wishes. It runs counter to the International Finance Corporation (IFC) arm of the World Bank Group which is concerned to encourage private investment in developing countries (www.ifc.org/ifcext/ecomics.nsf/Content?IC-InvestmentClimate). More specifically its ‘Doing Business Report 2007’ (www.doingbusiness.org/EconomyRankings/Default.aspx?directions=asc&sort=1) encourages investment in Saudi Arabia, a country which does not allow freedom of association.

Global Social Governance

The September meetings of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Bank generated controversy concerning the small step taken by the IMF to increase the voting rights of four middle-income countries in its board (http://www.imf.org/external/am/2006/index.htm). African countries objected strongly, and critics of the IMF saw this not as a move to legitimate the IMF by empowering those who borrowed money rather it was a shift in recognition of the new balance of global economic power. (e.g. Bankwatch Network http://www.bankwatch.org/newsroom/release.shtml?x=1922623). In this context it is worth noting the New Rules for Global Finance coalition (www.new-rules.org) of development, human rights, labour, environmental, and religious organisations and scholars dedicated to the reform of the global financial architecture. The OECD’s statement to the Development Committee of the World Bank focussed on combating corruption (http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/21056304/DCS2006-0062-OECD-DAC.pdf); while the Development Committee itself urged countries to meet the 0.7% target for ODA, welcomed progress with the IFFIm, and called upon the bank to clarify its policy with regard to regional and global public goods (http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/NewsAndEvents/21056293/Sept_2006_DC_Communique_E.pdf).

The ‘Report of High Level Panel on System Wide Coherence’ (http://www.un.org/events/panel/resources/pdfs/HLP-SWC-FinalReport.pdf) commissioned
by Kofi Annan reported in November. Among its main points were that the UN should: a) “Deliver as one” at country level; b) establish a UN Sustainable Development Board as an oversight body of core agencies; c) refocus United Nations Development Programme’s (UNDP) operational work on policy coherence of UN country teams; d) appoint the UNDP Administrator as Development Coordinator reporting to the Sustainable Development Board working with UNDESA’s Chief Economist; e) set up a multi-year funding mechanism for “One UN Country Programmes”; and f) establish a Global Leaders Forum (L27) within Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) to upgrade its policy coordination and leadership role on economic, development and global public goods issues. Broadly welcomed by Northern governments and INGOs, it has been criticised by G77 for reducing the UN to a development agency and sidelining its work in trade (United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD)) and global finance (http://www.globalpolicy.org/reform/initiatives/panels/coherence/2006/1119mixedbag.pdf).

The Task Force established by France and Sweden on Global Public Goods published ‘Meeting Global Challenges: International Cooperation in the National Interest’ (http://www.cic.nyu.edu/global/docs/Global%20Challenges%20OCT%2010%2006%5B1%5D.pdf). Among its institutional reforms was a call for a G25 forum of heads of states of developed and developing countries (http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/g20/g20-061119australia.pdf). Inge Kaul who is responsible for the UNDP work on Global Public Goods did not feel able to sign the report although she was a member of the task force.

Meanwhile the latest Report of the ILO’s Working Party on the Social Dimension of Globalisation welcomes the High Level Panel report but will discuss it in March and noted the increased mainstreaming of the ILO’s Decent Work Agenda within ECOSOC (http://www.ilo.org/public/english/standards/relm/gb/docs/gb297/pdf/gb-17.pdf). In this context it should be noted that the cold war divisions in the international trade union movement were overcome with the establishment of the new International Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) (http://www.ituc-csi.org/), now recognised by the ILO (http://www.ilo.org/public/english/bureau/inf/pr/2006/51.htm).

Major discussions took place around the election of the new Director-General for the WHO (see Digest 6.3). In an open letter to the Executive Board the People’s Health Movement (http://www.phmovement.org/) asked the WHO to decide for “the best person to help secure the health of people around the world, especially those who are poor and disempowered”, and proposed a list of selection criteria (http://www.phmovement.org/en/node/282). The Lancet (http://www.thelancet.com/) provided the platform for candidates to describe their visions for the post, and discussed their suitability for the job. Julio Frenk of Mexico was considered the “objective front-runner”. This view was opposed by Vicente Navarro (People’s Health Movement) disqualifying Frenk describing him “a well-known neoliberal” and friend to the Bush administration. (http://www.phmovement.org/en/node/279) The Executive Board (http://www.who.int/gb/e/e_eb119.html), finally, chose Margaret Chan (China) as the new Secretary-General. She had argued for primary health care (Lancet) but also for a rather selective approach for the WHO: “By being selective we can be more effective” (http://www.who.int/gb/ebwha/pdf_files/MTSP-PPB/en_mtsp_p1.pdf).

The Global Fund to fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria (GFATM) is also about to appoint a new director (http://www.theglobalfund.org/en/media_center/press/pr_061102.asp). The tasks for this person were published by the Centre for Global Development in a report entitled ‘Challenges and Opportunities for the New Executive Director of the Global Fund: Seven Essential Tasks’. (http://www.cgdev.org/doc/HIVAIDSMonitor/GlobalFund_sevenTasks.pdf)

The Center for Global Development (http://blogs.cgdev.org/globalhealth/2006/11/developing_a_ne.php) reminds us of another important health post to be filled: the new Senior Vice President for Human Development at the World Bank will be Joy Phumaphi (formerly WHO).

International Actors and Social Policy
HEALTH

Introduced by new Director-General Chan, the WHO presented a Draft Medium term strategic plan for 2008-2013 (http://www.who.int/gb/e/e_mtsp.html) based on the global health agenda in the Eleventh General Programme of Work (see Digest 6.3).

The WHO Intergovernmental Working Group on Public Health, Innovation and Intellectual Property held its first meeting 4-8 December. The Working Group's mandate is to prepare a global strategy and plan of action on essential health research to address conditions affecting developing countries disproportionately. The resulting global plan of action will be presented to the World Health Assembly (WHA) in mid-2008. The next meeting of the working group to be held in October 2007 is expected to be particularly challenging as the new issues put on the agenda deal with intellectual property, technology transfer and issues related to bilateral agreements (http://www.who.int/public_health_innovation/en/). NGOs were able to follow the meeting as observers with commentaries of the meeting and developments (http://www.cptech.org/blogs/ipdisputesinmedicine/2006/12/first-igwg-meeting-ends-new-expert.html; http://www.ictsd.org/weekly/06-12-13/story5.htm; http://www.ip-watch.org/weblog/index.php?p=484&res=1280_ff&print=0).

World AIDS Day 2006 (1 December) themed ‘Keep the promise’ prompted a number of activities and publications. The ‘2006 AIDS Epidemic Update’ (http://www.who.int/hiv/mediacentre/2006_EpiUpdate_en.pdf) by UNAIDS and WHO reports on the latest developments in AIDS, and shows that the global AIDS epidemic continues to grow. The World Bank, co-sponsored by WHO and UNAIDS, organised a conference called ‘Sustaining Treatment Costs – Who will pay?’ (http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/NEWS/0,,contentMDK:21137252~pagePK:64257043~piPK:437376~theSitePK:4607,00.html), marking the “continuing urgency in bringing effective HIV prevention and treatment strategies to communities the world over”. The ILO launched a report entitled ‘HIV/ AIDS and work: global estimates, impact on children and youth, and response 2006’ (http://www.ilo.org/public/english/protection/trav/aids/publ/global_est/global_estimates_report.pdf), arguing for the workplace to become the major entry point for prevention and access to treatment. And Jeremy Shiffman, in the editorial to the latest WHO Bulletin (http://www.who.int/bulletin/volumes/84/12/en/index.html) calls for special attention to the issue of AIDS while not at the expense of other health initiatives. In a statement (http://hrw.org/english/docs/2006/12/01/global14688.htm), the Human Rights Watch points to the fact that AIDS policies continue to be “undermined by conservative ideologies and moralistic approaches”, and call for governments to respect the rights to advance AIDS fight – referring to this year’s World AIDS Day theme ‘Keep the Promise’. Also, OXFAM (http://www.oxfam.org/en/news/pressreleases2006/pr061201_aids) calls for immediate action to prevent worsening the global AIDS crisis by calling to pay more for extra health workers and ensure the affordability of lifesaving medicines to all in need. Education International (EI) points to the role of teachers to prevent new cases of HIV and AIDS, and calls on the G8 leaders to live up to their promises of achieving universal access to anti-retroviral drugs by 2010 (http://www.ei-ie.org/en/news/show.php?id=317&theme=hivaids&country=global).

Another report published by OXFAM entitled ‘Patents vs. Patients: Five years after the Doha Declaration’ (http://www.oxfam.org/en/files/bp95_patentsvspatients_061114/download), complains that despite the ministerial agreement signed by World Trade Organisation (WTO) members to ensure that intellectual property rules would not longer obstruct developing countries’ efforts to protect public health, patented medicines continue to be priced too high for the world’s poorest people, and trade rules remain a major barrier to accessing affordable versions of patented medicines. (http://www.oxfam.org/en/policy/briefingpapers/bp95_patentsvspatients_061114)

SOCIAL PROTECTION

Under the Direction of Cichon the ILO Social Protection Section issued a Consultation Working Paper on Social Protection Policy. (http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=933612). It concludes that first and foremost the ILO seeks a comprehensive vision of a national and global social security: a system that is flexible to adapt to the state of economic development and yet pursues the key objectives of universality, poverty alleviation, the containment of social insecurity through social rights, the promotion of long-term growth and national and international security and a fair distribution of income and non-discrimination. Central to the argument of the paper is the case for cash transfers to categories of citizens such as the elderly and children. This increased attention to cash transfers even in the context of poor countries has been taken up and argued for by HelpAge International in their publications on ‘Why Social Pensions are needed now’ (www.helpage.org/resources/policyreports).

Further evidence of the renewed role and influence of the ILO in the global discourse on social protection came in the form of the ‘World Conference on Social Protection and Inclusion: Converging Efforts from a Global Perspective’ convened by the ILO, the European Commission and the Government of Portugal in Lisbon on 2-3 October. 45 countries participated and focussed attention on the ILO’s new social protection policy and the decent work agenda. (http://www.psi-conflisboa.com/portal/index.php?option=com_frontpage&lang=EN)

The opportunity for a stock taking of these developments was taken at two linked workshops convened by the Swedish and Finnish Government (30 October – 2 November). The first was based on a review of the United Nations Research Institute for Social Development (UNRISD) research programme on Social Policy in a Development Context. Its policy brief ‘Transformative Social Policy: Lessons from UNRISD’ (http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BCCF9/(LookupAllDocumentsByUNID)/C77A2891BC2FD07FC12572130020B2AC?OpenDocument) provided the starting point. It included a presentation of the new UNDESA Social Policy Guidance Notes (see digest 6.3). The event generated a remarkable consensus on the following issues: a) the ideal role and function of social policy; b) the centrality of public spending to secure equity; c) the need for social pensions; d) the use of the law to advance social rights; e) the importance of both sound fiscal polices and long term ODA; and f) the need to revise the architecture of aid. (http://www.sida.se/sida/jsp/sida.jsp?d=251&a=25717&language=en_US&searchWords=social%20policy%20in%20a%20development%20context)

The second was held under the title ‘Appropriate Comprehensive Social Policies in a Globalizing World’. UNDP, UNDESA, ILO, UNICEF, UNRISD, ICSW, GASPP, the World Bank, some donors (Germany, Sweden, Norway, UK, Canada) and several Southern countries (South Africa, Tanzania and UNRISD partners in Africa and Asia) attended. This provided an opportunity for a political stock take among like-minded global actors. It fashioned a ‘New Consensus on Comprehensive Social Policies For Development’. The report www.stakes.fi/social-policies-for-development; http://formin.finland.fi/public/) and new consensus will be presented at the upcoming Commission for Social Development in February 2007 in New York.

However other actors such as the OECD’s Directorate of Financial and Enterprise Affairs (as distinct from its Directorate of Employment, Labour and Social affairs) in conjunction with the International Organisation of Pension Supervisors (IOPS) (as distinct from the ILO linked ISSA) convened a Global Forum on Private Pensions in Istanbul (7-8 November) (http://www.oecd.org/document/35/0,2340,en_2649_37411_37490659_1_1_1_37411,00.html). More of the work of this private sector oriented section of the OECD can be found in its OECD Pension Markets in Focus newsletter (http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/21/28/37528620.pdf).

Recent World Bank publications on pensions include ‘Pension panorama. Retirement-Income Systems in 53 Countries’ (http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPENSIONS/Resources/PensionsPanorama.pdf) and a Social Protection Discussion paper ‘Pension Systems in Latin America’ (http://siteresources.worldbank.org/SOCIALPROTECTION/Resources/SP-Discussion-papers/Pensions-DP/0616.pdf). At the same time the World Bank continues its work on Safety Nets. It held a seminar on ‘Graduation and Emancipation Policies in Social Protection’ (7 November) addressing the question: How can safety nets help households to become or remain independent? After presenting a possible menu of design and implementation features and programme links, the ideas behind and the experience with linking safety nets with active labour market policies or with microcredit programs were presented. (www.worldbank.org/safetynets)
However on a more positive note from the standpoint of the ILO case for universal, tax based, cash transfers, a Bank seminar (www.worldbank.org/safetynets) drawing lessons from the third international conference on Conditional Cash Transfers (CCTs) (see GSP Digest 6.3) concluded that 

CCTs are well targeted to poor households and have helped provide a consumption floor. […] CCTs substantially increase the utilization of education services with positive program effects on some outcomes such as years of schooling attained […]. CCTs substantially increase the utilization of health services with positive program effects on some outcomes such as child morbidity and mortality.
EDUCATION

Global activities have taken place on all levels of education in the time under review. On early childhood care and education is the EFA Global Monitoring Report 2007 ‘Strong Foundations’ (http://portal.unesco.org/education/en/ev.php-URL_ID=49591&URL_DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201.html). Education International (EI) welcomed the report and agreed with its overall message. Concerns, however, were raised about the “intense focus on educational outcomes, without sufficient consideration of economic and social barriers”, and the acceptance of increased privatisation of the education services. (http://www.ei-ie.org/en/news/show.php?id=290&theme=educationforall&country=global)

Also the sixth meeting of the EFA High-Level Group, meeting in Cairo (14-16 November) referred to this report. (http://portal.unesco.org/en/ev.php-URL_ID=35648&URL_DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201.html) Related events took place in form of the United Nations Girls’ Education Initiative (UNGEI) (12-13 November) (http://ungei.org/cairo/) and the EFA-FTI Annual Partnership meeting (13-14 November) (http://www.fasttrackinitiative.org/education/efafti/ftimeetings.asp).

Young people between the ages of 12 and 24 is the focus of the World Bank’s World Development Report 2007 (http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/NEWS/0,,contentMDK:21049364~pagePK:64257043~piPK:437376~theSitePK:4607,00.html), launched at the Annual Meetings in Singapore and entitled ‘Development and the Next Generation’. Based on the problem of illiteracy and the importance of good primary education for successful secondary education, three strategic policies are proposed: a) expanding opportunities; b) improving capabilities; and c) offering second chances for young people who have fallen behind due to difficult circumstances or poor choices. The Bretton Woods Project (http://www.brettonwoodsproject.org/art.shtml?x=545907) acknowledges the importance of the issue of youth and development, but also summarises some criticism on the report like insufficient attention to structural factors that generate inequality of opportunity in the first place; missing awareness of the Bank’s own standard policies and conditionalities that have created many of the problems, the report tries to address; and “ideological attachments” to education (e.g. support for school vouchers).
Further up to upper secondary and tertiary education, the OECD published its 2006 edition of ‘Education at a Glance’ (http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/44/35/37376068.pdf) providing indicators and data on national education systems. Also, the OECD Directorate for Education released the 2005-2006 edition of ‘Education Policy Analysis: Focus on Higher Education’ (http://www.oecd.org/document/25/0,2340,en_2649_33723_37693017_1_1_1_1,00.html), focusing, amongst other things, on quality, equity and efficiency in higher education, and gender differences.

HABITAT, LAND, HOUSING
World Habitat Day (2 October) was themed ‘Cities, magnets of hope’. Organised under the auspices of the United Nations Human Settlement Programme (UN-HABITAT) (www.unhabitat.org) it focused on sustainable development of human settlements, and was a reminder of the great extent of migration of peoples into towns and cities. On cities in the context of high-income countries focuses a new OECD report entitled ‘Competitive Cities in the Global Economy’ (www.oecd.org/gov/competitivecities/), pointing out that “cities are not always synonymous with success”, and providing some recommendations for improvement. On ‘Urban Water Conflicts’ is a recent report by the UNESCO (http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0014/001490/149032E.pdf).

The latest UNDP Human Development Report (HDR) is on water and entitled ‘Beyond Scarcity: Power, Poverty and the Global Water Crisis’ (http://hdr.undp.org/hdr2006/report.cfm). At its launch (http://content.undp.org/go/newsroom/november-2006/kemal-speech--hdr-20061109.en;jsessionid=aaCJoIpquKz-?g11n.enc=ISO-8859-1), Kemal Dervis pointed out that:

Water is a basic human need and a fundamental human right. Access to water […] has implications for improving life chances, expanding choice, and the exercise of basic human freedoms.

Amongst the measures proposed are the use of cross-subsidies together with funds from municipal bonds to finance the upfront costs of connecting households to water mains; and a minimum entitlement of water for all citizens, provided free to those who cannot afford to pay. Further, a ‘Global Action Plan’ is supported to raise the profile of water and sanitation, collect additional resources, and monitor the performance of both donor and recipient countries. This Plan should function under G8 leadership, similar to the GFATM (small secretariat with minimal bureaucracy). The World Development Movement (http://www.wdm.org.uk/news/UNreport09112006.htm) welcomes the HDR’s recommendations, particularly that the “recognition of the critical role of public finance and the public sector in delivering water to the world’s poorest communities has further undermined the case for water privatisation in the developing world”.

Also on water is a World Bank publication ‘Water, Wealth and Poverty’ (http://publications.worldbank.org/ecommerce/catalog/product?item_id=5979361) meant to “assist decision makers in finding the most acceptable balance among human aspirations for growth and poverty alleviation, social and cultural integrity, and environmental sustainability”. 

Contrasting to this, the OECD, the World Bank and Agence Française de Développement organised a ‘Global Forum on Sustainable Development’ (http://www.oecd.org/document/22/0,2340,en_2649_37425_37456726_1_1_1_37425,00.html) discussing “how governments in developing countries can work with local private water companies to provide affordable safe water and basic sanitation, and the role of donors, the financial sector and international water companies should play”.

Trade and Social Policy

The WTO negotiations have not officially proceeded, but there are expectations in various areas, including services. The domestic regulation issues have been proceeding during 2006 within the WTO with broader debate and discussion especially with respect to the so-called ‘necessity clause’ and the ways in which this might limit how Member States can regulate. The ‘necessity clause’ is opposed not only by developing countries, but also by the United States (US). A leaked document presenting the US position states that the US does not support any type of operational necessity test or standard in any new disciplines for domestic regulation (http://www.citizen.org/documents/US%20position_July06.pdf).

The European Union (EU) decision not to appeal the WTO dispute panel decision on regulating genetically engineered crops, brought by the US, Canada and Argentina, has been seen as problematic and setting a bad precedent in terms of conflicts between multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs) and trade agreements. The EU had claimed that its  measures were based on the Cartagena biosafety protocol of which other countries are not members, but the dispute settlement body decided it could not use that as defence as other parties had not ratified the protocol. Another related issue with respect to labelling of GM products might also be raised in the context of the WTO (see e.g. http://www.wto.org; http://www.iatp.org).

The EU has launched a new global strategy with a more aggressive tone towards promoting global competitiveness, liberalisation of trade, and protection of intellectual property rights (IPRs). As part of this broader strategy emphasis is put on areas with relevance to social policies, such as IPRs, liberalisation of services trade, public procurement, and competition.  Multilateral negotiations will be complemented by other Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) going further and faster in promoting openness and integration, by tackling issues which are not ready for multilateral discussion and by preparing ground for the next level of multilateral liberalisation. It also contains an internal dimension ensuring that internal policy proposals, while furthering European standards, will fit with global competitiveness challenges. (http://ec.europa.eu/trade/issues/sectoral/competitiveness/global_europe_en.htm)

The role of bilateral agreements and the use of these for furthering policies that go beyond the Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) and go further in liberalising services and government procurement is problematic. A new aspect of trade policies is also the increasing introduction of foreign stakeholders to national policy-making and regulatory actors as has been seen in the context of European policies and REACH (see Digest 6.2.), but has also been reported in the context of US-Korea FTA. (www.bilaterals.org) The US has been the traditional culprit for TRIPS+ and other pressure issues in bilateral FTAs, but there is now increasing focus also on European policies. (see e.g. http://www.accessmed-msf.org/documents/ftabriefingenglish.pdf; http://www.bilaterals.org/IMG/pdf/Overview.pdf) In the light of the new EU trade strategy it is likely that these concerns will remain on the agenda. A specific concern has been taken with respect to the European Commission negotiation of Economic Partnership Agreements (EPAs) with the ACP (African, Caribbean and Pacific) countries and the EU pushing of investments, government procurement and services liberalisation to this agenda (see e.g. http://www.southcentre.org/Events/2006Oct_EPA_conference_Report.pdf; hyyp://www.bilaterals.org).

UNCTAD has compiled the 2006 ‘World Investment Report’ focusing on the rise in foreign direct investments (FDI) by transnational corporations (TNCs) from developing and transition economies. According to the report, among developing regions, Asia remained the main magnet for FDI flows, followed by Latin America, where re-invested earnings have played a major role. Africa’s share in world FDI inflows was still small, but its FDI growth rate has nonetheless surpassed those of other developing regions. (http://www.unctad.org/Templates/webflyer.asp?docid=7431&intItemID=2068&lang=1&mode=highlights)

An UNCTAD expert meeting on universal access to services was held (14-16 of November), focussing on three limked levels of policy-making: universal access, governmental policy and regulation, and international regulatory framework such as the General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS). In terms of binding commitments in GATS, the meeting was cautious of commitments made in basic services, which would need to be carefully considered. (http://www.unctad.org/Templates/meeting.asp?intItemID=1942&lang=1&m=11902&info=outcome )

The Third World Network has published an analysis on WTO’s negotiations and impasse from a development perspective (www.twnside.org.sg). The Queen Mary Intellectual Property Research Institute has published a study on NGOs, IPRs and multilateral institutions (http://www.ipngos.org/). The Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy (IATP) has produced an assessment of the WTO aid for trade agenda (http://www.tradeobservatory.org/library.cfm?refid=89070 ).

Southern Voices

A series of Asian-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) meetings were held in the months leading to the 2006 APEC CEO Summit in Viet Nam (17-19 November). The meetings were represented by several of APEC’s 21 member governments, academia, the business sector, civil society organisations (CSOs) and multilateral organisations. Highlights included the APEC Health Task Force ‘Symposium on Functioning Economies in Times of Pandemic’ (10-11 September), which saw APEC member governments discussing ways to deal with the social and economic consequences of a potential influenza pandemic (http://www.apecsec.org.sg/apec/news___media/media_releases/080906_vn_influenzasymposium.html). Further, the 11th APEC Women Leader's Network (WLN) was convened to discuss ways to improve the environment for women to contribute to economic growth in the Asia-Pacific (19-20 September). Delegates discussed issues such as education, accessing new technologies and increasing access to trade opportunities for women operated enterprises. Members agreed that the WLN provided a unique opportunity for women to influence future policy direction in the region

(http://www.apecsec.org.sg/apec/news___media/media_releases/041006_ina_interculturalsymposium.html).
Meanwhile, the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) Summit in the Philippines was postponed to January 2007, due to Typhoon Utor, but this did not deter CSOs from going ahead with the 2nd ASEAN Civil Society Conference (ACSC2) (10-12 December). One of the key issues discussed at ACSC2 was the ASEAN Charter and the lack of public consultation in its preparation. The Charter is seen as giving a legal personality to ASEAN, paving the way for a regional economic framework that, the CSOs contend, would facilitate investment and trade in the region while neglecting the interests of ordinary people. CSOs urged ASEAN to learn from the Bolivarian Alternative for the Americas (ALBA) pact among Venezuela, Bolivia and Cuba; a progressive alternative to the US-promoted Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA). Importantly, ALBA principles oppose the corporate privatisation of basic services such as health care, education and water. (http://cosmicfantasia.com/alternative-news/world-perspective/charter-for-asean-bloc-bypasses-civil-society.php)

The 6th Asia Europe Meeting (ASEM 6) in Helsinki (10-11 September) brought together ASEAN leaders, including China, Japan, Korea, 25 EU Member States, and the President of the European Commission to reflect on the ten years since the inaugural Summit, and set the direction for the second decade and beyond. Cooperation between ASEM governments and civil society in the two regions has expanded beyond the initial emphasis on the economy to include new fields such as health, and employment and labour.

(http://www.asem6.fi/news_and_documents/en_GB/1157986250949/)
Ministers from eight Central Asian and neighbouring countries as well as senior representatives of six multilateral institutions, bilateral and other regional organisations met in Urumqi (China) and adopted a ‘Comprehensive Action Plan’ to strengthen the momentum and increase the benefits of regional cooperation. This event was part of the Central Asia Regional Economic Cooperation (CAREC) Programme towards the long-term vision of ‘Good Neighbours, Good Partners, and Good Prospects’. Ministers agreed to broaden and deepen the CAREC Program by adding special initiatives in regional public goods covered by such transboundary issues, for example to control the spread of communicable diseases. (http://www.harolddoan.com/index.php?name=News&file=article&sid=2486)
 

The African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights convened the ‘Regional Sensitization Seminar’ on the Rights of Indigenous Populations/Communities in Central Africa in Yaounde (13-16 September). Issues discussed included land rights, poverty, and access to health and education. A set of recommendations was adopted calling for enhancing the promotion and protection of the rights of indigenous populations. (http://www.iwgia.org/sw8127.asp)

On the fourth anniversary of the opening of negotiations between the EU and the African, Caribbean and Pacific (ACP) countries, European countries were called to urgently change their negotiating position on free trade deals with some of the world's poorest countries. In its report entitled ‘Unequal Partners’, Oxfam reports that the proposed Economic Partnership Agreements (EPA) will hurt rather than help ACP countries. (www.oxfam.org.nz)

In November 2006, the Organization of American States (OAS) provided grants totalling $100,000 to nine NGOs in the region to implement projects mandated by the Summit of the Americas and the OAS General Assembly. The grants are part of the 2006-2007 Inter-American Civil Society Partnership Initiative, which seeks to advance the implementation of the Inter-American Convention Against Corruption, facilitate civil society networks and monitor compliance with Summit mandates related to women’s participation in democratic governance. (http://www.oas.org/main/main.asp?sLang=E&sLink=http://www.oas.org/OASpage/press_releases/home_eng/press.asp) 

The OAS also affirmed its support for the regional initiative spearheaded by Costa Rican President and Nobel laureate Oscar Arias to create a hemispheric mechanism to provide debt forgiveness and international funding for developing countries that invest more in education, health and housing, and devote less to military spending. (http://www.oas.org/main/main.asp?sLang=E&sLink=http://www.oas.org/OASpage/press_releases/home_eng/press.asp)

From 30 October to 1 November, more than 200 representatives of communities hit by natural disasters from across Asia and from New Orleans met in Phuket (Thailand) to discuss ways to better protect their interests and work with governments and aid agencies, to take better charge of recovery efforts. The meeting - “People’s Leadership in Disaster Recovery: Rights, Resilience and Empowerment” – focused on issues such as conflicts over land, inequitable access to relief and rehabilitation support, insufficient community consultation, heavy-handed recovery programmes, violations of human rights, and disregard for the special needs of marginalized groups and cultural minorities. (http://www.undp.or.th/news/news-061102.html)

More than 100 delegates from eight different South Asian countries met in Kathmandu (11-12 October) to develop a ‘road map’ to eradicate extreme poverty in South Asia by 2015. High-ranking government Ministers, policy makers, CSO representatives, business leaders, academics and the media gathered to discuss how South Asia can put an end to development problems and work towards meeting the MDGs. According to the UN, none of the countries in South Asia is on track to meet all the goals by 2015. (http://www.adb.org/media/Articles/2006/10725-South-Asia-poverty/)

The 37th Pacific Islands Forum (PIF) was held in Fiji, from 24 to 25 October, attended by several leaders of member countries. They called for efforts to intensify regional cooperation in areas of energy, transport and ICT. Other issues discussed were labour mobility in the context of member countries’ immigration policies. They agreed to continue exploring opportunities for developing labour mobility schemes that would benefit PIF countries. (http://www.ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=35344)

With limited resources for social spending available to most African States and new, cross-border challenges generated by globalization, there is a compelling need for an African coordinated response. That was the shared view of the thirteen member states of the Southern African Development Community that adopted, on 24 November, the Johannesburg draft document Towards an African Regional Policy, and through it, the decision to join forces to tackle social challenges in the SADC region. http://www.un.org/esa/desa/desaNews/v11n01/techcoop.html  For more information: http://www.socdev.gov.za/media/2006/nov/comm.htm.  

Calendar of Upcoming Events 2007

	May
	

	14-15 
	OECD Forum 2007: Innovation for Growth and Equity, Paris, France

	29- June 14
	ILO – International Labour Conference

	June
	

	18-29
	Human Rights Council

	25-27
	OECD meeting: Higher Education in the 21st Century – Diversity of Missions; Dublin, Ireland

	July
	

	22-26
	Education International 5th triennial World Congress: Educators – Joining Together for Quality Education and Social Justice, Berlin, Germany
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