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Excellencies, Sr Joan Burke Chair NGO Committee on Social Development, distinguished colleagues, Madam Chair 

In this presentation I will first concentrate on reclaiming the aspirations of the Copenhagen Declaration arising from the World Summit for Social Development (WSSD). Then I will refer to some points in the ICSW statement submitted to the Commission on the subject of full employment and decent work. 
Why talk of reclaiming Copenhagen or as in the title of this session “making Copenhagen work”? An increasing number of key thinkers and institutions are seeking to present an alternative to the neo liberal thinking that has dominated development for the last decades. The neo liberal approach to social development has been that economic growth comes first and the benefits trickle down and thus relieve poverty. Isabel Ortiz of the UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs challenges this in her paper Social Policy: National Development Strategies
. Ortiz says “poverty and inequality inhibit growth, depress domestic demand and hinder national economic development…developing countries with high inequality tend to grow slower” (p.7). Ortiz describes labour liberalization with resultant cheap labour as leading to a ‘race to the bottom’ (p.7).

The first commitment of the Copenhagen Declaration adopts what I see as the correct approach to development. It puts social development clearly in the context of multiple influencing environments – “We commit ourselves to creating an economic, political, social, cultural and legal environment that will enable people to achieve social development”
. Throughout the Copenhagen declaration there is a positioning of social development in the context of economic, political, social, cultural and legal environments. This is significant because it does not dismember social from economic. In the first commitment, social development is the result of a coherent approach within a society.
The DESA report “The Social Summit Ten Years Later” made a poignant observation – “The concept of social development forged at Copenhagen was a highly inclusive and far reaching attempt to capture fully the meaning of development”

A meeting of experts in development met in late 2006 at the invitation of the governments of Finland and Sweden. The resulting report describes a new consensus on comprehensive social policies for development
. The participants were clear in their call for social policy to become the foundation of national development strategies. The concluding declaration of the meeting referred to the limited progress in achieving the main goals of the Copenhagen Summit: an enabling environment for social development; poverty eradication, full productive employment; and social integration. The conclusions point to the failure of current polices and fragmented projects that were intended to reduce poverty, global and national inequality, unemployment, informality, social exclusion, vulnerability, social conflict and the feminization of poverty.

This session is headed “Making Copenhagen Work”. Somewhere on the way to 2008 the essential parts of Copenhagen were lost. It is important to review what happened. The United Nations Report on the World Social Situation 2005
 helps us to understand this transition. The report observes that the new international trade regime has had serious implications for the hopes raised at the WSSD. Structural adjustment programmes have done the opposite of the intentions of Copenhagen. They have made economics and market reforms the driving global and national force. This contrasts with the WSSD vision in commitment one of “an economic, political, social, cultural and legal environment that will enable people to achieve social development” (United Nations 1995 page 12). 
One of the specific changes in global thinking in the last decade of the 20th Century was the so-called Washington consensus. To understand influences on social and economic development we need to recognise the content of the Washington Consensus which underlies the policies of the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. The parts of the amended Washington Consensus that are relevant to our thinking are:

· the reduction of public expenditure including targeted social expenditures and infrastructure; and

· the competitive economy: privatisation and deregulation should improve competition between firms and improve conditions for market entry

Various writers have argued that the Washington Consensus is in conflict with the commitments of Copenhagen to universal and equitable access to services.

After the 1995 Copenhagen Summit the emphasis swung from social development to poverty eradication. During the same period economists within the international financial institutions and political leaders embedded the neoliberal approach in the economies of developing countries.

The neoliberal approach advocated minimal state involvement and privatisation of public goods. The emphasis was on economic growth with the stated expectation that poverty would be reduced as a result of growth. The global North followed Thatcher and Reagan in the privatisation of public goods. That was done with little consideration for the social casualties.

Economic institutions both national and international became the arbiters of social policy but within the framework of neoliberalism. At the national level spending ministries such as those with responsibility for social benefits, social welfare, employment and health were seen as out of alignment with neoliberal policies.

Moving on to 2007. The Ministerial declaration after the 2007 high level segment of the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC), attempts to embrace elements of social development. Unfortunately the declaration lacks the elegant coherence of the Copenhagen commitments. The text wanders from MDGs to reaffirming development as a central goal, picks up gender equality, peace, security, human rights, poverty and numerous other issues but fails to place them in framework of social and economic development.

Thus I would argue that making Copenhagen work is fundamental to achieving development. I specifically say “development” as to divorce social and economic development is to make an artificial boundary. What benefit is economic development if it is not integrated with social development? The beauty of the Copenhagen commitments are their clarity as an integrated whole of every type of development. 
In this presentation I have suggested that the outcomes of Copenhagen should be revisited and made the basis for a new commitment to development including social development. I am not suggesting that we move away from the Millennium Development Goals but recognise the MDGs for what they are – a set of minimum and somewhat random collection of minimum targets. The DESA report “The Social Summit Ten Years Later” says very cogently “the goals despite their galvanising effect are not a substitute for the social development agenda which is much broader and goes beyond them”. I am arguing that governments embrace a process of development that engages all sections of society in setting goals. We know in civil society that many governments are not yet ready to work with civil society to establish a programme of development within their countries. We seek change to this and have governments recognise that civil society can and is willing to be a contributor to a development process. 
ICSW endorses the statement in the General Assembly 59th Session 2005 World Summit outcome “We reaffirm that each country must take primary responsibility for its own development”
 In our own work ICSW is seeking to strengthen national councils or national umbrella organisations to become a force within countries. This work is essential if civil society is to influence national development directions. 
Madam Chair

I conclude with some brief comments from the ICSW statement on full employment and decent work. In our conclusion ICSW argues that global commitments already exist in relation to employment for youth, people with disabilities, families and ageing to name just some sectors. What we need now is a re-commitment by member governments to full employment and decent work. 
Full employment and decent work were areas that were largely lost in the MDGs. Full employment was one of the four components of the 1995 Programme of Action. The only remaining elements are targets (not even goals) of implementing strategies for decent and productive work for youth (target 16) and indicator 11 in target four “Share of women in wage employment in the non-agricultural sector”. This omission has been corrected in later meetings of the UN General Assembly. 

In our statement to the forty fifth session of the Commission we placed emphasis on decent work and paid particular attention to the rights of workers. We are concerned that too little attention has been given by member nations to the abuse of workers in the form of child labour and unsafe working conditions.
Madam Chair

The UN has made many commitments to full employment and decent work. In 1995 117 world leaders signed the Copenhagen Declaration. Surely it is time to remind member governments of the UN that we are seeking their adherence to their own commitments. 
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