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The Preparatory Committee (PrepCom) for the 24th Special
Session of the General Assembly, “World Summit for Social Develop-
ment and beyond: Achieving social development for all inaglobal-
izingworld,” conducted its second substantive sessionin New York
from 3-14 April 2000. The PrepCom'’s main task wasto negotiate
proposalsfor adraft political declaration and for aset of further actions
and initiativesto implement the commitments made at the 1995 Social
Summit in Copenhagen. Along with an overall review and appraisal
document, agreed by the 38th session of the Commission on Social
Development, the declaration and further actions and initiatives
comprise aproposed outcome document (A/AC.253/L .5/Rev.2) to be
presented for adoption by the Special Sessionin Junein Geneva.

During the two-week PrepCom, three working groups were estab-
lished to negotiate the draft political declaration and the document on
further actionsand initiatives under each of the 10 commitments of the
Copenhagen Declaration. Del egates al so discussed the draft provi-
sional agendaand organizational matters and the list of speakersfor
the Special Session. Working Group | finished an initial reading of the
further actionsand initiativesfor Commitments 1, 7, 8 and 9. Working
Group I completed first and second readings of much of Commit-
ments 2-6 and 10. Working Group |11 nearly succeeded in finishing
negotiations on the draft political declaration, but talks broke down at
the end over paragraphs on poverty, workers' rights, governance, debt
and international cooperation. About half of the text was agreed,
although the most difficult issues, including trade access and moni-
toring theinternational financial system, remain to be dealt with
during intersessional meetings before the Special Session.

A BRIEFHISTORY OF THE WSSD+5 PROCESS

In December 1992, the UN General Assembly (GA) adopted Reso-
lution 47/92, which called for the convening of aworld summit for
social development and set in motion the process of organizing a
meeting of Heads of Stateto tackle the critical problemsof poverty,
unemployment and social integration. A Preparatory Committee
(PrepCom) was established, under the chairmanship of Amb. Juan
Somavia(Chile), to negotiate the Copenhagen Declaration on Social
Development and a Programme of Action (POA). The PrepCom met
threetimesin February and October 1994, and January 1995.

The World Summit for Social Development convened in Copen-
hagen from 6-12 March 1995, bringing together over 118 world
leaders. Despite difficult debates, Summit del egates managed to reach
consensus on the Copenhagen Declaration and POA. The Copenhagen
Declaration assessed the current social situation and reasonsfor
convening the WSSD, listed principles and goal s, and spelled out 10
commitments: to enhance the enabling environment for social devel-
opment and to promote further initiativesfor poverty eradication, full
employment initiatives, social integration, equality and equity
between women and men, universal and equitable accessto quality
education and health services, accelerated development in Africaand
the LDCs, inclusion of social development goalsin structural adjust-
ment programmes (SAPs), increased resourcesfor social devel opment
and international cooperation for social devel opment.

The POA contained five chapters and outlined actionsto be
achieved in each area: an enabling environment for social devel op-
ment; eradication of poverty; the expansion of productive employment
and the reduction of unemployment; social integration; and implemen-
tation and follow-up. It also called on the GA to hold aspecial session
intheyear 2000 for an overall review and appraisal of theimplementa-
tion of the outcome of the WSSD, and to consider further actions.

PREPARATIONS FOR WSSD+5

In 1997, the GA established aPrepComto preparefor thefive-year
review and appraisal of the implementation of the Copenhagen Decla-
ration and POA. The PrepCom, chaired by Christian Maguieira
(Chile), held its organizational sessionin May 1998 and itsfirst
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substantive sessionin May 1999. It initiated discussions on prelimi-
nary assessment of the implementation of the 10 commitmentsand on
further initiatives, and adopted adecision ontherole of the UN system,
inviting all relevant organs and specialized agencies of the UN system
and other concerned organi zations to submit review reportsand
proposalsfor further action and initiatives. The PrepCom &l so decided
on further procedures and preparations for the Special Session,
including the convening of open-ended, intersessional informal
consultationsfrom 30 August - 3 September 1999 and 21-25 February
2000. The PrepCom set modalitiesfor accreditation of NGOs at the
Special Session, and recommended several itemsfor adoption by the
GA at its 55th session, including thetitle of the Special Session,
“World Summit for Social Development (WSSD) and beyond:
Achieving social development for all in aglobalizing world.”

THE 38TH SESSION OF THE CSD

AtitsMay 1998 session, the PrepCom invited the 38th session of
the Commission on Social Development (CSD-38), chaired by Zola
Skweyiya (South Africa), to consider the“ Overall review and
appraisal of theimplementation of the outcome of the World Summit
for Social Development: Draft agreed conclusions’ (E/CN.5/2000/
L.8). Theoverall review of the outcome of the WSSD wasintended to
be the Commission’s contribution to WSSD+5. It contains seven parts:
an introduction on developments, challengesand priorities sincethe
WSSD; poverty eradication; full employment; socia integration;
Africaand the LDCs; mobilization of resourcesfor social develop-
ment; and capacity building to implement socia policiesand
programmes. The document states that the goals of development areto
improve living conditions and empower peopleto participate fully in
economic, palitical and social arenas. It concludesthat while efforts
have been made, progress has been uneven and further attentionis
required.

CSD-38 was unableto concludeits negotiations during its 8-17
February 2000 session, and extra sessionswere held during 21-25
February and on 6, 9 and 17 March 2000. A primary sticking point was
areference to economic sanctions and unilateral measuresnot in
accordance with international law and the United Nations Charter. The
final text sets a precedent by concluding that sanctions and unilateral
measures can impede social development. There was al so disagree-
ment over three paragraphsrelated to resource mobilization, with final
text acknowledging that official devel opment assistance (ODA) has
continued to decline and only four countries now meet the WSSD’s
agreed target of 0.7% of GNP for ODA. Thereview also notesthat
ODA has been found more effective when countries are committed to
growth-oriented strategi es combined with poverty eradication goals
and strategies.

PREPCOM INTERSESSIONAL MEETING

Much of the extrawork of CSD-38 took place during aweek origi-
nally scheduled for the PrepCom to meet intersessionally and to
consider an integrated Chair’sworking draft text of the further actions
and initiatives document. During 21-25 February 2000, the PrepCom
only met for oneand ahalf days. It spent much of thistimedebating the
length and style of the negotiation document. Structured around the 10
commitments contained within the Copenhagen Declaration, itis
based in part on aset of 26 reports submitted to the Secretariat by
organs and specialized agencies of the UN system and other concerned
organizationsand integrated inthe“ Compilation of the summariesand
proposalsfor further action provided by the United Nations System”
(A/AC.253/CRP2).

REPORT OF THE WSSD+5 PREPCOM

PrepCom Chair Chrisian Maguieiraopened the meeting on 3 April
2000 by introducing the provisional agenda (A/AC.253/12), which
was then adopted. He outlined the PrepCom'’ sdivision of work on
Parts| and I of the outcome document (A/AC.253/L.5/Rev.2), and
noted: Working Group | would be chaired by himself and would
discuss Commitments 1, 7-9in Part I11; Working Group |1 would be
chaired by Amb. Koos Richelle (Netherlands) and discuss Commit-
ments 2-6 and 10 in Part I11; and Working Group |11 would be chaired
by Amb. Bagher Asadi (Iran) and would discuss the draft political
declaration. Chair Maguieiranoted that three facilitators would assist
the meeting: lon Gorita(Romania), Aurelio Fernandez (Spain) and
SoniaFelicity Elliott (Guyana).

ZolaSkweyiya, Chair of CSD-38, presented the overall review and
appraisal of theimplementation of the outcome of the WSSD, Part | of
the outcome document. In reviewing critical concerns and challenges
to social development, he stated that negotiations should beinformed
by the need to build a people-centered, sustainabl e devel opment
processthat would, inter alia, prevent fragmentation and address
discrimination. He underscored the importance of gender main-
streaming and the plight of the LDCs, and called for concrete action
from theworld community.

John Langmore, Director for Social Policy and Development,
Department of Economic and Socia Affairs, briefed delegates
regarding activitiesleading up to the Special Session. Heintroduced
the draft political declaration and acompilation of reports prepared by
agencies of the UN system upon the PrepCom’s request. He noted that
the critical, authoritative and comprehensive thinking about socio-
economic subjectsinthereportsare abasisfor awell-informed debate,
and added his hope that the June session could be remembered asa
“specia session on social justice.”

Chair Maguieiraurged delegatesto remember that the UN isthe
voice of everybody, not just the powerful. He called on them to uphold
aspirit of consensus-building, to act not only as country representa-
tives but as peoplewho in the future will be proud of their contribu-
tionstowards ending poverty, unemployment and social inequities.

PLENARY

On Tuesday, 4 April 2000, del egates adopted two documents:
Participation of non-governmental organizations (A/AC.253/26),
which addresses accreditation of NGOsto the PrepCom, and Organi-
zational arrangementsfor the 24th Special Session of the GA (A/
AC.253/L.15). Inreferenceto preparation of documentsfor the
Specia Session, Syriastressed having rel evant documentstranslated
into the six UN languages. Chair M aquieiranoted that on Wednesday,
17 May, at 3:00 pm there would adrawing of lotsfor thelist of
speakers at the Special Session.

On Friday, 7 April 2000, the Plenary met to review the status of the
negotiations and to hear statementsfrom NGOs. On Wednesday, 12
April 2000, the Plenary heard areport from Switzerland on the prepa-
rationsfor WSSD +5 and for aparallel forum for civil society, parlia-
ments and the private sector. Then the Plenary heard additional
statements from NGOs.

SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED OUTCOME DOCUMENT

PART |: DRAFT POLITICAL DECLARATION

Thedraft political declaration was negotiated by Working Group
[11, which met only during the first week of the PrepCom under the
chairmanship of Amb. Asadi. On Friday afternoon, 7 April 2000, dele-
gates attempted to remove all brackets from the draft political declara-
tion by reconciling their key concerns. Theseincluded: workers' rights
in paragraph 5 bis; areference to the debt problems of middle-income
countriesin paragraph 6 bis; and areferenceto reform of international
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financial institutionsin paragraph 9. Severa attemptsat formulating a
package deal on these paragraphsfailed, and the text remains brack-
eted. Thefollowing isasummary of the declaration asit stands at the
end of the PrepCom.

Par agraph 1, which was agreed, notesfive years have passed
sincethe Social Summit marked thefirst intergovernmental gathering
to recognize the significance of social devel opment and human well-
being and to give these goal sthe highest priority. It further notesthe
Copenhagen Declaration and POA established a new consensusto
place peopleat the center of social development and pledged to eradi-
cate poverty, promote full and productive employment, and foster
social integration to achieve stable, safe and just societies.

Delegates agreed on par agraph 2, which reaffirmsthe will and
commitment of government representatives meeting at the Special
Session to implement the Copenhagen Declaration and POA,
including the strategies and agreed targets contained within them. It
also notesthat the Declaration and POA will remain the basic frame-
work for social development.

Par agr aph 3, which was agreed, notesincreased recognition since
the Social Summit of the need for an enabling environment and
growing awareness of the positiveimpact of effective social policeson
economic and social development. Noting broad and continued efforts
toimprove human well-being and eradicate poverty, it addsthat further
actions are needed and observesthereisno single universal path to
social development and that all have experiences, knowledge and
information worth sharing.

Par agr aph 4 notes globalization and technol ogy offer unprece-
dented economic and socia devel opment opportunities, but present
serious challenges within and among societies. It recognizesthat for
developing and some economiesin transition (EIT) countries, consid-
erable obstacles remain to further integration and full participationin
the global economy, that marginalization will continue unless develop-
ment benefits are distributed and that immediate action is necessary to
overcome obstacles and realize opportunities. The text was agreed.

G-77/Chinaand EU alternativesfor paragraph 5remainin
brackets. The G-77/Chinaproposal reiterates adetermination and duty
to eradicate poverty by: mobilizing new and additional resourcesat the
international level; promoting full and productive employment with
full respect for the basic rights of workers, including migrant workers;
and fostering social integration, with full respect for non-discrimina-
tion, tolerance and diversity. The EU variation reiterates adetermina-
tion and duty to eradicate poverty, promote full and productive
employment, foster social integration, and create an enabling environ-
ment for social development. On elements essential for social and
peopl e-centered sustainabl e devel opment, the G-77/China proposal
identifies mai ntenance of peace and security, democracy, transparent
and accountable governance, promotion and protection of all human
rights and fundamental freedoms, and gender equality. The EU
proposal identifies peace and security, the rule of law, effective state
institutions, transparency and accountability in the management of
public affairs, participation of all citizensin decisionsthat affect their
lives, promotion and protection of all human rights and fundamental
freedoms, and gender equality. It reaffirmsattachment to the principles
of good governance and rule of law. Both proposals emphasi zed more
equitable distribution of wealth.

The EU added aparagraph 5 bis, whichisalso in brackets. It reaf-
firmsthewill to ratify and implement the major international conven-
tions mentioned in the Copenhagen Declaration, including the
Covenant on Economic, Socia and Cultural Rights, the fundamental
conventions specified in the ILO Declaration on Fundamental Princi-
plesand Rights at Work and its Follow-up, and the ILO Convention on
the Elimination of the Worst Forms of Child Labor. It also notesthat

participatory mechanisms, including tripartite forms of social dialogue
among governments, workers and employers organi zations, can
contributeto social development.

Par agr aph 6, which was agreed, callsfor full and effectiveimple-
mentation of the Declaration and POA at all levelsand reaffirmsthat,
though national responsibility, social development requires collective
international commitment and effort. It invites governments, the UN
and relevant international organizationsto strengthen and coordinate
their support for sustainable development, particularly in Africaand
the LDCs, andin some EIT countries. Recognizing integrated,
coherent, and gender-sensitive social, economic and environmental
policiesare required to bridge goals and achievements, it callsfor
renewed political will and additional resources, and stresses striving to
reach the agreed overall ODA target of 0.7% of GNP of developed
countries.

A reformulated G-77/China-proposed par agr aph 6 bis, on debt-
servicing and relief, is bracketed. Del egates agreed to recogni ze that:
excessive debt-servicing has severely constrained the capacity of
many developing countriesand EIT countriesto promote social devel-
opment; and efforts have been made by indebted devel oping countries
tofulfill their debt-servicing commitment despite high social costs.
Delegates could not agree whether concerted “ national and interna-
tional actions” or “ actions by theinternational community” are needed
for an effective solution to debt burdens. The EU, with the US, brack-
eted reformul ated text on addressing the debt problems of middle-
income developing countrieswith aview to resolving their potential
long-term debt-sustainability problem. There was al so disagreement
over thelevel of financing for theimplementation of the HIPC initia-
tive. The US and Japan opposed full financing. The proposalsremain
bracketed.

Par agraph 7, which was agreed, statesthe fight against poverty
requires active participation of civil society and thosein poverty. It
stressesthat achieving Copenhagen objectives requires universal
accessto high quality education, health and other basic social services
and equal opportunitiesfor active participation and sharing develop-
ment benefits. Recognizing governments’ primary responsibility in
thisregard, it also stresses strengthening partnerships among the
public sector, the private sector and other relevant actors of civil
society.

Delegates agreed on a G-77/China-proposed par agr aph 7 bis, on
reaffirming the pledge to focus on and give priority to thefight against
worldwide conditionsthat severely threaten the health, safety, peace,
security and well-being of people. The paragraph highlights chronic
hunger, malnutrition, illicit drug problems, organized crime, corrup-
tion, foreign occupation, armed conflicts, illicit armstrafficking, traf-
ficking in persons, terrorism, intolerance and incitement to racial,
ethnic, religious and other hatreds, xenophobia, and endemic, commu-
nicable and chronic diseases, in particular HIV/AIDS, malariaand
tubercul osis.

Agreed paragraph 8 reiteratesresolve to reinforce solidarity with
peoplein poverty and strengthen policies and programmesto create
inclusive, cohesive societiesfor al, particularly the vulnerable, disad-
vantaged and marginalized, and recognizes that their special needs
require specific targeted measures to empower them to live more
productive and fulfilling lives.

Delegations reformul ated and agreed on a G-77/China-proposed
par agr aph 8 bis, recognizing that although Africaand the LDCshave
striven to implement Copenhagen commitments, widespread poverty
remains. Recognizing their internal and external constraints, it reiter-
atesthewill to support their efforts by allocating resources, including
by fulfilling internationally agreed commitments, and by strength-
ening initiatives.
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Par agr aph 9 remains bracketed. Del egates agreed that enhanced
international cooperation is essential to implement the Copenhagen
Declaration, POA and the Specia Session’sfurther actionsand initia-
tives, and to address globalization challenges. They could not agree on
EU language that such cooperation be among governments and other
actors, including NGOs. The EU, the US and Japan opposed G-77/
Chinatext stating reform of international financial institutions (IFIs)
will foster implementation and ensure benefits of economic growth
and global integration are shared equitably and that poverty iseradi-
cated. Japan proposed, and the EU supported, recognizing the need for
astrengthened and more stableinternational financial system respon-
siveto development challenges. Also bracketed are alternativesfrom
Norway and Mexico recognizing the need to continue work on awide
range of reformsto theinternational financial system.

Par agr aph 10 was agreed. It notes determination to give
momentum to collective efforts to improve the human condition and
introducesfurther initiativesfor the full implementation of the Copen-
hagen Declaration and POA. Highlighting responsibilities towards
future generations, it also signal s strong commitment to social devel-
opment and invites all people and the international community to
renew dedication to ashared vision for amore just and equitable
world.

PART I11: FURTHER ACTIONS AND INITIATIVES

Part 111 of the outcome document (A/AC.253/L.5/Rev.2) onfurther
actions and initiatives was negotiated by Working Groups| and I1.
Working Group |, chaired by PrepCom Chair Maquieira, discussed
Commitments 1, 7, 8 and 9. Working Group |1, chaired by Amb. Rich-
elle, discussed Commitments 2-6 and 10.

Delegates agreed that the chapeau language for each commitment
would follow thetext of the Copenhagen Declaration. Thefollowingis
asummary of Part |11. Paragraph numbersfollow the order and desig-
nation of the 14 April 2000 version of document A/AC.253/L.5/Rev.2.

COMMITMENT 1: ENABLING SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT:
In paragraph 1 bis, on placing people at the center of development,
the G-77/Chinaamended areference to full respect for humanrights,
by including theright to devel opment. Turkey and the EU opposed the
G-77/Chind s proposal for text on respect for variousreligious and
ethical valuesand cultural backgrounds. Thereference remains brack-
eted, with agreement on remaining language on peopl € sright to peace
and security and their ability to participatefully in political, economic
and socid life.

Inparagraph 2, onrenewed commitmentsto effective, democratic
local and national governance, the G-77/Chinapreferred referenceto
democracy and effective national and local ingtitutions, and objected
toan EU proposal for democratic, effective, transparent and account-
ablenational and local institutionsto take an active part in decision
making about priorities, policies and strategies. Thetext remains
bracketed.

In paragraph 3, onreaffirming therole of government in
advancing social protection, delegates agreed to language on social
and peopl e-centered sustai nable devel opment consistent with the
POA. The G-77/Chinaopposed EU and US proposalsto insert refer-
encesto gender equality and to del ete text on equality and equity and
equitable accessto public goods. The EU preferred reference to equal
rather than equitabl e access. Proposals remain bracketed.

In paragraph 4, onreinforcing peace, security, human rightsand
fundamental freedoms, the EU, opposed by the US, proposed moving
language on settling disputes by peaceful meansto the draft political
declaration. The G-77/Chinasuggested del eting the paragraph, and it
remainsin brackets.

In paragraph 5, on implementing human rights, the G-77/China
preferred use of Copenhagen language. With the Holy See, he
proposed text on strengthening national institutions and encouraging
the universal ratification and implementation of relevant instruments,
including the Declaration on the Right to Devel opment. The EU, with
Japan and the US, objected and proposed language on promoting
implementation and ratification of all human rightsinstrumentsand
strengthening of institutions. Delegatestentatively agreed to usethe
Declaration’s language, and the paragraph remains bracketed.

The US, supported by Canada and the G-77/China, objected to
Norway’s proposal for 5 bis, on therole of theinternational commu-
nity in alleviating debt burdens and strengthening effortsto realize
economic, social and cultural rights. She said such text went beyond
the HIPC initiative, and del egates agreed to bracket the new paragraph.

In paragraph 6, on coherence between social and economic poli-
cies, the G-77/Chinaand Turkey disagreed with aUS proposal to omit
referencesto trade and investment. Del egates debated whether the text
should integrate elements, and refer to people-centered, sustained
economic growth, sustainable development and environmental protec-
tion. The discussion continued over sub-paragraph 6(a), on promoting
integrated and simultaneous consideration of economic, social and
environmental objectivesin the process of policy formulation, and
6(b), on ensuring that multilateral system assistance fostersan inte-
grated approach to environmental and social policies. The G-77/China
emphasized that social and economic issueswere pertinent to the
enabling environment, whereasthe US expressed concern that the
negotiations were moving away from the POA’sintegrated approach.
The Chair bracketed paragraphs 6, 6(a) and 6(b) and the EU proposed
moving the latter two to thedraft political declaration. Delegates
agreed to languagein 6(c), on instituting ex ante assessment and
continuous monitoring of the social impact of macro-economic and
economic reform policiesat international and national levels. The EU
proposed moving it to Commitment 8. Delegates debated 6(d), on defi-
nitions of productivity and efficiency and government devel opment of
national measures of the effectiveness of employment of labor. New
Zealand, supported by the EU and Canada, proposed adding arefer-
ence linking recognition of the social and economic costs of poverty
and unemployment to devel oping comprehensive guidelines. This
proposal remains bracketed.

In paragraph 7, on ECOSOC and the establishment of an expert
working group to devel op guidelines on principles and good practices
insocial policy and for Social Summit implementation, the US
preferred referencesto social integration in addition to poverty eradi-
cation and full employment. The G-77/Chinaproposed further refer-
encesto equity and social inclusion. Proposalsfor elements of the
guidelinesto be devel oped by ECOSOC remain bracketed.

Delegates agreed on par agr aph 8, on strengthening the capacities
of developing and EI T countriesto address obstacles hindering their
participation in an increasingly globalized economy. Agreement was
reached on 8(a), on stimul ating and strengthening industrializationin
developing countries. In 8(b), on facilitating capacities through tech-
nology transfer, the US and Canada preferred reference to appropriate
technology transfer and supported an EU amendment to ensure the
soundness and transparency of developing country economies. The G-
77/Chinaopposed referenceto transparency and domestic economic
environments, suggesting text on financial and other resources,
including appropriate technology transfer. The US, the EU and Canada
opposed the latter formulation, insisting on reference to development
assistance. Proposal s were bracketed.

In 8(c), del egates debated |anguage on accessto international
markets and trade barriers. The EU recommended del eting the text but
accepted aUS proposal on increasing market accessfor developing
countries and negotiating the elimination of tariffsand non-tariff trade
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barriers. Chair Maquieiraproposed merging text on other protectionist
measures (G-77/China); negotiated elimination or reduction of
barriers (Norway); and barriers unjustifiably hindering trade of devel-
oping countriesand EITs (Japan). The EU opposed thereferenceto
unjustifiably hindering trade, and the paragraph remains bracketed.

Delegates amended 8(d), on accel erating the WTO accession
processfor developing countriesand EITs, by inserting Japan’stext on
existing multilateral trading rules. In 8(e), delegates agreed to a
merged formulation on providing both capacity building and technical
assistance for enhancing the ability of developing and EIT countriesto
trade and participate effectively ininternational economic and trade
fora, including the WTO dispute settlement mechanism.

Par agraph 9, on refraining from unilateral measures not in accor-
dance with international law and the UN Charter and that create obsta-
clesto trade relations among States and impede the realization of
social and economic development, wasreferred for facilitationto Luis
Carranza. In 9(a), on improving measures to address the excessive
volatility of short-term capital flows, the G-77/China proposed refer-
enceto transparency in international capital flowsin IFlsand interna-
tional bank operations. Japan, the EU and the US opposed, and the G-
77/Chinasupported, Canada’slanguage on advocating atemporary
debt standstill and providing countries with | atitude to negotiate with
creditorsin an orderly fashion. Proposals remain bracketed.

In paragraph 10, on reducing negative economic and social
impacts of international financial turbulence on social development,
no consensus was reached. Delegates heard anumber of proposalsfor
10(b), on monitoring financial speculation. The G-77/Chinawith the
Republic of Koreaamended aUS proposal to insert language on devel-
oping and enforcing regulatory frameworks for monitoring financial
operations. The EU called for improving transparency of financial
flowsand, with the US, opposed a Holy See suggestion to refer only to
reducing negative impacts. Mexico proposed referenceto IFIs. The
text remains bracketed.

Delegates reached no consensus on EU-proposed 10(b) bis, on
regional level intergovernmental coordination mechanisms between
social, economic and financial policiesto promote areas of economic
stability. 1n 10(b) ter, delegates reached no consensus on aproposal
from the Holy See, with Japan, to enhance national and international
capacitiesto improve transparency of financial flows. Delegates
agreed with minor amendmentsto 10(c), on providing technical assis-
tanceto strengthen developing and EI T countries’ domestic capital
markets and related national regulation. Dueto redundancy, del egates
agreed to delete an EU-proposed 10(c) bis, on protective measuresfor
basic social services. In 10(d), on strengthening economic policy insti-
tutions, no consensus was reached on G-77/Chinatext on capital and
finance. Textin 10(e), on encouraging | Flsand other mechanismsto be
vigilant and assist developing and EI T countriesin forestalling and
mitigating financial crises, was agreed upon.

Delegates debated the PrepCom’s authority to include par agraph
11, on recommending that the 2001 High-Level International I ntergov-
ernmental Event on Financing for Development consider mobilizing
national and international resourcesfor social development and imple-
mentation of the Copenhagen Declaration and POA. Japan and the US
declared the paragraph unnecessary, while Chair Maguieiraexplained
that the Special Session would make the recommendations. Delegates
agreed to the paragraph.

In paragraph 12, there was no consensus on | Fl assistanceto
countriesto forestall and mitigate financial crises.

Delegates debated alternativesfor par agraph 13, on ensuring
social development in relation to governance. The US proposed agreed
principles of good governance, transparency and accountability to
IFls. The EU preferred emphasizing transparency and accountability
of developing country participation in international economic fora.

Japan, the EU and the US opposed G-77/Chinalanguage on ensuring
developing country participation and the transparency and account-
ability of IFI decision-making through their democratization. Dele-
gates agreed to bracket the Chair’s merged text on: ensuring
participation of developing and EIT countriesin international
economic fora; applying the principles of good governance; and trans-
parency and accountability to IFls.

In paragraph 14, on measuresto generate resources for socia
development, the G-77/China proposed language on enhancing devel -
opment cooperation to augment the production potential of developing
countries and the capacity of their private sectorsto competeinthe
global marketplace. With Mali, the G-77/Chinaopposed an EU and US
proposal on targeting rather than enhancing devel opment cooperation.
Delegates agreed to the G-77/Chinaformul ation.

In paragraph 15, the EU supported aUS proposal on recognizing
that debt sol utions can contribute to strengthening the global economy
and to devel oping country efforts to achieve economic growth and
sustainable development. The EU called for deletion of referencesto
economic growth and the global economy. Norway proposed language
on mobilizing finance for HIPC debt relief to benefit poverty alevia-
tion. The EU, with Canada and the US, supported the ideathat debt
relief belinked to sound policies and demonstrated commitment to
reform and poverty alleviation. Proposal s remain bracketed, pending
agreed language in the draft political declaration.

In paragraph 16, on encouraging corporate social responsibility,
the G-77/China questioned who determinesthis process. Chair
Maquieiraexplained that each State does, and theideaisnot to give
privilegesto the private sector, but to “ seduce” the private sector to
participate in social development. Thetext remains bracketed. In
16(a), the US, with Canada, preferred reference to providing apredict-
ablerather than ajust and stable policy framework. Supported by the
USand Canada, the EU proposed merging 16(b), on enhancing part-
nershipswith business, trade unions and groupsin civil society to
support Social Summit goals, with 16(c), on supporting the develop-
ment of guidelinesthat promote social responsibility of the private
sector. No action wastaken on this proposal.

In paragraph 17, on ILO-coordinated and a system-wide promo-
tion of the private sector’s social responsibility and on recommending
to ECOSOC that CSD prioritize thisissuefor 2002-2006, no agree-
ment was reached. Delegates agreed to the text, but not on the place-
ment of paragraph 18, on taking further measuresto remove
obstaclesto people'srealization of their right to self-determination,
particularly thoseliving under colonial and foreign occupation.

After several sessions of facilitation by SoniaFelicity Elliott, dele-
gates agreed to language in par agr aph 19, on enhancing international
cooperation and coordination of humanitarian assistance to countries
affected by natural disasters and other humanitarian emergenciesand
post-conflict situationsto support recovery and long-term devel op-
ment. In 19 bis del egates did not reach agreement on whether to
“create and improve” or just to “improve” conditionsfor the voluntary
repatriation of refugeesin safety and dignity to their countries of
origin. Mexico'sproposal for 19 ter, on theimportance of international
solidarity and burden sharing in reinforcing theinternational protec-
tion of refugees, remainsin brackets.

In paragraph 20, on encouraging the UN system to address
corruption, and in paragraph 21, onthedesirability of aninternational
instrument against corruption by the Ad Hoc Committee on the Elabo-
ration of aConvention against Organized Crime, the US, Japan,
Norway and Canada supported amerged EU proposal. Chair
Maquieirareferred questions of clarification to the Secretariat and the
text remains pending. The Russian Federation, with Mexico, Norway,
New Zealand and the G-77/China, agreed to combine 21 bis, on giving
indigenous people greater responsibility for their own affairs, and 21
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ter, on encouraging the ongoing work of adraft declaration onthe
rights of indigenous people. Delegates agreed to move the combined
text to Commitment 4.

After the EU proposed its deletion, paragraph 22, on giving
proper consideration to the social and humanitarian impacts of sanc-
tionswith aview to minimizing their effects, remains bracketed.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 23, on supporting EI T countriesto
establish regulatory and legal environmentsfor progressive and effi-
cient tax systemsto fund social development.

COMMITMENT 2: POVERTY ERADICATION: Inpara-
graph 24, delegates agreed to place poverty eradication at the center of
economic and social development and build consensuswith all rele-
vant actorsat all levelson policies and strategiesto halve extreme
poverty by 2015, with aview towards eradicating poverty.

In paragraph 26, del egates agreed to develop and implement
sustainable pro-poor growth strategies that promote the potential and
ability of thosein poverty toimprovetheir lives.

In paragraph 27, del egates agreed to urge countriesto incorporate
goalsand targetsfor combating poverty into their national strategies
for socio-economic devel opment and to adjust them to country
contexts.

Par agraph 27 bisrefersto integrating policies at the macro level,
including economic and fiscal policies; themeso level, in particular
capacity- and institution-building; and the micro level, giving priority
toinvestmentsin education and health, social protection and basic
social services. The G-77/Chinacould not accept reference to “ meso-
level,” and it remains bracketed.

Delegates agreed on sub-par agr aphs 27 bis (a)-(h), on various
national policiesto combat poverty. In 27 bis (i), on theinformal
sector, del egates agreed on improving acknowledgement of this sector
so asto evaluateits sharein the national economy, improving its
productivity through increased training and capital accessand facili-
tating itsintegration into the formal economy. On enhancing social
protection through improving working conditions viarespect for
fundamental principlesand rightsat work, the G-77/Chinapreferred
safeguarding and promoting respect for basic workers' rights. Thetext
was bracketed, aswastext proposed by Canada, and opposed by the G-
77/China, on promoting the balance of work and family responsibili-
ties.

Delegates al so agreed on sub-par agr aphs 27 bis(j)-(n), on such
issues as micro-credit, sustainablerural development, building institu-
tional capacity and gender eguality. Alternative EU and G-77/China
proposalsfor 27 bis(0), on poverty assessment, are bracketed. The EU
text advocates promoting participatory poverty assessmentsand social
impact assessments, and the G-77/Chinatext supports promoting
poverty assessments. Delegates agreed on sub-par agraphs 27 bis (p)-
(s) ontargeting needs of and empowering vulnerable and disadvan-
taged groups. EU and Holy See alternativesfor 27 bis (u), on using
health policiesfor poverty eradication modeled on WHO's strategy on
poverty and health, remain bracketed. The EU proposal includes
taking into account provision of universal accessto primary and repro-
ductive health care services, including family planning and sexual
health. The Holy See proposal callsfor devel oping sustainable pro-
poor health systemsthat focus on reducing major diseases affecting the
poor, achieving greater equity in health financing, and promoting
responsible health stewardship. Del egates agreed on 27 bis(v), on
encouraging decentralization of basic social servicesdelivery to
respond more efficiently to needs.

Delegates agreed on 27 ter, on waysto share best practiceson
establishing or improving socia protection systems. Delegates brack-
eted 27 ter (a), on exploring resource-supported and resource-reallo-
cating measuresfor covering vulnerable, unprotected and uninsured

people. UStext, specifying inclusion of support of the L O and other
relevant international organizationsin designing and extending social
protection systems, is bracketed. Delegates also bracketed 27 ter (b),
on devel oping new mechanismsto ensure sustai nability of social
protection systems, especially in the context of aging populations. In
agreed 27 ter (c), on devising and strengthening modalitiesfor
covering the needs of people engaged in flexible forms of employ-
ment, del egates noted an EU proposal to moveit to Commitment 3.

In 27 quat, abracketed G-77/Chinaproposal callsfor improving
national capacity to addresshunger, mal nutrition and food insecurity at
the household level in cooperation with the World Food Programme
and other concerned agencies.

In paragraph 33, delegates agreed to encourage international
support to EIT countriesto assist them in: combining universal
coverage of social serviceswith targeted assistance to the most vulner-
able groupsto ease transition; implementing policiesto involve those
marginalized by the transition; and maintaining adequate social
programmes.

COMMITMENT 3: EMPLOYMENT: In paragraph 34, dele-
gates agreed on reassessing, as appropriate, macro-economic policies
to generate employment and reduce poverty, while striving for and
maintaining low inflation rates. Delegates al so agreed on par agr aph
35, on creating an enabling environment for social dialogue by
ensuring effective representation and participation of workers' and
employers organizations.

In paragraph 36, on expanding opportunities for productive
employment and work, with particular focus on small- and medium-
sized enterprises, the EU specified work and entrepreneurship. India
preferred addressing entrepreneurship separately. The US suggested,
and del egates accepted “including self-employment.” The paragraph,
which the G-77/China bracketed, agrees to expand opportunities for
productive employment, including self-employment, with particular
focus on small and medium-sized enterprises. It enumerates measures
to achievethis, including by investing in human resource devel opment
and, in brackets, entrepreneurship.

In paragraph 37, delegates agreed to support the ILO's compre-
hensive programme of decent work. Delegates also agreed on 37 bis,
on recognizing the need to elaborate a coherent and coordinated inter-
national strategy on employment to increase opportunity for sustain-
ablelivelihoods and accessto employment, and, in this connection, to
support a World Employment Forum by the ILO in 2001. In 37 ter,
delegates agreed to invitethe ILO to facilitate a coordinated exchange
of best practicesin the field of employment policies.

After discussions on numerous proposalsfor paragraph 38, onthe
ILO’'srolein thequality of work and employment, delegates entered
into informal discussionsfacilitated by Aurelio Fernandez. No agree-
ment was reached on 38(a) on callsfor ratifying and fully imple-
menting ILO conventions concerning basic workers' rights. Delegates
agreed on 38(b), on strongly considering ratification and full imple-
mentation of |L O conventions on the employment rights of minors,
women, youth, personswith disabilities, migrants and indigenous
people. Delegates bracketed 38(b) bis on respecting, promoting and
realizing the principles contained in the ILO Declaration on Funda-
mental Principles and Rights at Work and itsfollow-up. In 38(c), dele-
gates agreed on supporting and participating in the global campaign
for theimmediate elimination of theworst forms of child labor,
including by promoting universal ratification and implementation of
the ILO Worst Forms of Child Labor Convention. In 38(d), del egates
accepted EU text promoting safe and healthy settings at work in order
to improve working conditions and reduce the impact onindividuals
and health care systems of occupational accidents and diseases.
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Par agr aph 39 remains bracketed. It callson Governments, inter-
national organizationsand civil society to undertake amultilateral
initiative to better understand the social dimensions of globalization.
In 39 bis, proposed by Norway, delegates agreed to ensure effective
and comprehensive action to eliminate harmful child labor. Delegates
bracketed 39 ter, which callsupon theILO and other UN organiza-
tions, to cooperate with host countriesto promote and realize funda-
mental principlesand rightsat work.

In paragraph 40, del egates agreed on encouraging the private
sector to respect and promote basic workers' rightsasdefined inrele-
vant ILO Conventions and in the Declaration on Fundamental Princi-
plesand Rightsat Work. However, bracketsremain in text
encouraging the private sector’s monitoring of such observancein
cooperation with governments.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 41 on the rights of migrant
workers. The EU introduced anew par agr aph 42, which remains
bracketed. It supports considering the need for amajor event on the
informal sector intheyear 2002, to be organized by theILO, in order to
develop job opportunities and decent work in this sector and facilitate
itsintegration into the formal economy. In 42 bis, del egates agreed to
invitethe ILO to help Member States, upon request, extend support
measuresto informal sector workers, including legal rights, social
protection and accessto credit. Del egates al so agreed on par agr aph
44, supporting, wherever appropriate, adoption and/or strengthening
of legislation or other mechanismsfor determining minimum wages.

In paragraph 45, del egates agreed on undertaking appropriate
measures, in cooperation with relevant actors, to address specific
employment issues of different groups. Delegates agreed on references
to youth, aging workers, personswith disabilities, single parents, long-
term unemployed and women in particular. The US, the EU and
Canada disagreed with the Holy See, Mexico and the G-77/China's
proposed reference to migrants. The EU preferred using documented
migrant workers. The referencesremain bracketed. The EU added a
new 45 bis, which recommends taking into account different contexts
in the devel opment of these measures. The text remains bracketed.

Par agraph 47, on promoting gender equality and eliminating
gender discrimination in the labor market, remains bracketed.

Par agr aph 49 remains bracketed. It providesfor improving
methodsfor collection and analysis of basic employment data, disag-
gregated by, inter alia, gender, race and age, asappropriatein the
country context, and assessing the feasibility of developing and
improving mechanismsto measure unremunerated work.

COMMITMENT 4: SOCIAL INTEGRATION: Delegates
agreed on par agr aph 51, which strengthens mechanismsfor partici-
pation of all people and promotes cooperation and dialogue among all
levels of government and civil society as contributionsto social inte-
gration. Delegates al so agreed on par agr aph 52, which addresses
support for civil society, including community organizations working
with groupswith special needs.

In paragraph 53, del egates agreed to a G-77/Chinaand US formu-
lation on promoting an enabling environment for civil society organi-
zationsto, inter alia, facilitate participation in the delivery of socia
servicesin atransparent and democratic manner. Delegatesagreed ona
G-77/Chinaproposal to delete 53 bis, on establishing appropriate
mechanismsfor advising social development and monitoring progress.
In 53 ter, del egates agreed to promote the eff ective parti cipation of
disadvantaged and vul nerable groups when drawing up poverty eradi-
cation and social inclusion legislation and programmes.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 54, promoting the contribution
that voluntarism can make to the creation of caring societiesasan
additional mechanism in the promotion of social integration, and

inviting the Commission for Social Development to consider theissue
in 2001, the International Year of Volunteers. Del egates also agreed on
54 bis,which recognizes the importance of families.

In paragraph 55, del egates agreed on promoting volunteer
involvement by, inter alia: encouraging governments; considering all
actors’ views, devel oping comprehensive strategies and programmes,
raising public awareness of the values and opportunities of volunta-
rism; and facilitating an enabling environment.

The EU proposed 55 bis, recognizing the need for better defining
therole and responsibilities of non-profit organizationsin social inte-
gration, and recommending that ECOSOC include thisissue as one of
itspriority themesin considering itsmulti-year programme of work for
2002-2006. Algeria, supported by the US and Sudan, said referenceto
accountabl e partnershi ps between non-profits and governmentswould
limit their role and independence. The paragraph remains bracketed.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 56, which encouragesthe mediato
adopt policiesto promoteinclusive and participatory approaches
regarding production, dissemination and use of information, including
accessto the Internet.

The G-77/Chinaproposed par agr aph 57, noting the need to iden-
tify and address certain information disseminated by the mediaand
through the Internet. The US proposed, and del egates accepted,
mesasures to counter the dissemination of racism rather than racist
ideasand beliefs. The Dominican Republic called for countering
ageism aswell asintolerance, hatred and racism. The Holy See added
pornography and religiousintol erance. Canada added sexism. Alterna-
tivesfor "ageism" were not decided, and these additions are bracketed.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 58, on factorsto be promoted at all
levelsby education, including: an Algeriareferenceto full respect for
all; an EU referenceto human rights; aUS reference to fundamental
freedoms; a G-77/Chinareferenceto peace; and referencesto UN
events, including the UN Decade for Human Rights Education (1995-
2005).

All agreedto paragraph 59, calling for theelimination of all forms
of discrimination, including racial discrimination, xenophobiaand
rel ated intol erance, and supporting, inter alia, the World Conference
against Racism, Racial Discrimination, X enophobiaand Related Intol-
erance. Brackets remain on referencesto resource mobilization and
expected outcomes. Canada proposed 59 bis, with the EU and Norway,
calling for continued and intensified action to combating violence
against women. The US and the G-77/Chinapreferred referenceto all
forms of gender-based violence. The paragraph was agreed.

Delegates considered paragraphs 21 bisand 21 ter together, having
moved them from Commitment 1 to Commitment 4, to consider issues
related to indigenous peoplein the context of social integration. The
text callsfor: recognizing the contribution of indigenous peopleto
society; seeking means of giving them an effective voice; supporting
development of effective consultation measures; establishing aperma-
nent forum on indigenous rights; and encouraging ongoing work on a
draft declaration on rights of indigenous people. Indiaproposed, and
all agreed, that discussion of thistext be deferred pending further
consultations currently taking placein Geneva.

Delegates agreed on language in par agr aph 60 promoting full
integration and continued participation of older personsin society as
full actorsin the devel opment process, and, in this context, to support
the convening of Second World Assembly on Aging. TheUS, recalling
consensus on avoiding anticipation of future outcomes, refrained from
backing an EU reference on supporting the revision and updating of
the International Plan of Action on aging and the elaboration of along-
term strategy on aging.
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Agreement was reached on par agr aph 61, which seeksto expand
therange of policies and measuresto empower people with disabili-
ties. Delegates al so agreed to 61 bis, proposed by Norway, and
amended by the EU, which addresses employment for people with
disabilities.

Par agraph 62 was drafted to replace old paragraph 48, calling for
the creation of the political, legal, material and social conditionsto
provide basic social servicesto refugees and internally displaced
persons. The US proposed del eting reference to treatment for trau-
matic stress or replacing it with reference to psycho-social support
programmes. The G-77/Chinaproposed aseparate formulation of this
paragraph, and the EU requested both paragraphs remain bracketed.

Par agraph 63 callsfor effortsto ensure: the protection of the
human rights and dignity of migrantsirrespective of their legal status;
the social and economic integration of documented migrants; the
provision of effective protection and basic social services; thefacilita-
tion of family reunification of documented migrants; and equal treat-
ment under the law. Mexico proposed adding areferenceto the Vienna
Convention on Consular Relations. Thisreference remains bracketed.

The G-77/China, EU, Japan, the US and Norway all propsed
formulationsfor paragraph 64. After informal consultations, facili-
tated by Aurelio Fernandez, agreement was reached on promoting
international measuresto prevent illegal trafficking and transport of
migrants.

Subject to nomenclature checks, delegates agreed on par agr aph
65, supporting the efforts of the United Nations International Drug
Control Programmeto implement its mandate within the framework of
international drug control treaties and the outcome of the 20th Special
Session of the GA devoted to combating the world drug problem.

The Holy See, supported by the G-77/China, proposed 65 bis,
recognizing that a stable and supportive family life can providea
shield against drug abuse, and encouraging schoolsand media,
including the Internet, to provide young people with information on
addiction. The US preferred language on substance abuse over drug
abuse, and the Holy See agreed. The EU bracketed the proposal.

Delegatesincorporated G-77/Chinaamendmentsinto par agr aph
66, agreeing to strengthen the effectiveness of organizations and mech-
anismsworking for conflict prevention and resolution and to address
the social roots and consequences of conflict. Canada proposed 66 bis,
stressing the need to address the causes of armed conflict comprehen-
sively to enhancethe protection of civilianson along-term basis,
including by promoting economic growth, poverty eradication,
sustai nable development, national reconciliation, good governance,
democracy, therule of law and respect for and protection of human
rights. Thetext remains bracketed.

Par agr aph 67 addresses strengthening the capability of relevant
UN bodiesto promote measuresfor social integration in post-conflict
management strategies and activities. The EU proposed referenceto
UN bodies and other international organizations. Iran, supported by
Egypt and opposed by the EU, preferred measuresfor contributing to
social integration over measuresfor social integration. On greater
attention for abandoned children and thoseinvolved in armed
conflicts, Sudan, supported by the Holy See but opposed by the EU,
preferred reference to unaccompanied refugee and internal ly-
displaced children over abandoned children. The EU, opposed by
Sudan, suggested children separated from their families. Proposals
remain in brackets.

The EU proposed substituting language from paragraph 18 for
paragraph 69, on concrete measuresto put an end to foreign occupa-
tion. Egypt, Algeriaand Sudan noted differences between references
to self-determination in paragraph 18 and social development in para-

graph 69. The G-77/China’sreformul ated text referred to social and
economic development. The EU, supported by the US, proposed
deleting the paragraph, which remainsin brackets.

The G-77/China, with the Holy See, proposed deleting 69 bis, on
social protection measuresfor specific groups. The EU preferred
placing reference to reinforcing preventive measures el sewhere.
Norway suggested, with support from delegates, incorporating 69 bis
into 61 bis.

COMMITMENT 5: GENDER EQUALITY: Delegates adopted
par agr aph 69 ter, which was proposed by the EU, with Switzerland
and Norway, promoting the full enjoyment of all human rightsand
fundamental freedoms by all women and girls.

Par agraph 70 states that the elimination of discrimination agai nst
women and their empowerment and full participationinall areasof life
and at al levels should be priority objectives at the national aswell as
theinternational level, and anintrinsic part of social devel opment.
Delegates agreed to the paragraph and to the EU’s proposal to placeit
inthe political declaration.

Delegates deferred discussion of a G-77/Chinareformulation of
paragraph 71, taking into account the outcome of the special session
of the General Assembly on thefollow-up to the Fourth World Confer-
ence on Women, when addressing specific issuesrelated to gender
equality and the empowerment of women. The paragraph is bracketed.

Par agraph 72 reiterates the commitment to ensure gender ismain-
streamed within all proposalsfor further initiativesrelated to each of
the commitments made at the Summit, considering the specific roles
and needs of womenin all areas of social development. The EU
suggested that this agreed paragraph be re-opened | ater.

Par agraph 72 bis promotes women's empowerment by strength-
ening efforts, inter alia, to: reducefemaleilliteracy ratesto at | east half
of the 2000 level by 2005; increase women'sand girls accesstoall
levelsand forms of education; closethe gender gap in employment and
earnings; reduce maternal mortality by half of the 2000 level by 2015;
and eliminate all forms of violence against women in domestic and
public spheres. The EU integrated 72 ter into 72 bis, adding areference
to developing programmesto reconcile family and professional
responsibilities for women and men. The US preferred mechanismsto
programmes and, with Brazil, theterm work over professional. Dele-
gates agreed to use language on programmes and mechanisms and
work. The G-77/Chinabracketed the paragraph.

Paragraph 72 quat addressesthe need for gender sensitive statis-
tical indicators and disaggregated data, but there was disagreement
regarding general wording. The EU proposed referenceto statistical
indicators for gender impact assessment, while Indiapreferred
language on encouraging formulation of statistical indicatorsfor moni-
toring and assessment of the gender impact of policiesand
programmes. After alengthy debate, no consensus was reached, and
the paragraph remains bracketed.

Par agraph 73 encourages governmentsto consider ratifying the
Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms
of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW). Japan proposed deleting
text on enabling it to enter into force before the WSSD Special
Session. Thetext remains bracketed.

The US proposed 73 bis, assuring women and girlstheright to the
highest attainable standard of health, including accessto the full range
of reproductive and sexual health services, including those necessary
to enjoy safe motherhood, freedom of reproductive decision-making
and a healthy and satisfying sexuality free of coercion, discrimination
and violence. The paragraph is bracketed.
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COMMITMENT 6: EDUCATION AND HEALTH: Delegates
agreed to par agr aph 74, which callsfor recognition of governments
primary responsibility for providing or ensuring accessto basic social
servicesfor all.

Par agraph 73 bis, proposed by the EU and incorporating arefor-
mulation by New Zealand, ensures appropriate and effective expendi-
ture of resourcesfor universal accessto basic education and primary
health care, within the country context, with particular effortsto target
the special needs of vulnerable and disadvantaged groups. The G-77/
Chinaaccepted the text, and the EU proposed new placement for this
paragraph following paragraph 74.

Par agraph 74 biscallsfor improving the performance of health
care systems, particularly at the primary health carelevel, by broad-
ening accessto health care. The paragraph was agreed. 74 ter,
proposed by the EU, considersthe promotion of community-based
health insurance schemes as a possi ble method to make essential
health services affordabl e and accessible for all members of society
and to adapt national frameworksin waysthat will encouragethe
creation of non-profit insurance schemes. The paragraph remains
bracketed.

Par agraph 75 advocatestaking all appropriate measuresto ensure
that infectious and parasitic diseases, such asmalaria, tuberculosis,
leprosy and schistosomiasis, neither continue to take their devastating
toll nor impede economic and social progress; and strengthening
national and international effortsto combat these diseases, inter alia,
through capacity building in LDCswith the cooperation of the WHO.
A referenceto support for research, proposed by the G-77/China,
remainsin brackets.

Delegates agreed to combine 75 bis, 75 ter, 76 and 77, into two
paragraphs on national and international effortson HIV/AIDS. All text
on these paragraph remains bracketed. 75 bis (combined with 75 ter)
addresses the importance of taking measures at the national level to
enable all women and men, including young people, to protect them-
selvesagainst HIV infection, including, inter alia: strengthening
servicesfor sexual and reproductive health; promoting analyses of the
political, social, economic and legal aspectsof HIV and AIDS,
including theimpact on national devel opment; and providing social
and educational support. The Holy See added proposalson, inter alia:
strengthening information, education and communication campaigns;
taking into account the rights of the child; and training health
providers. Paragraph 76 callsfor strengthening international efforts
against HIV/AIDS, with afocus on devel oping countries and countries
with economiesin transition, through partnership among UNAIDS
and its co-sponsors, bilateral donors, national governmentsand NGOs,
based on amulti-sectoral approach. Paragraph 77 addresses provision
of support to countries with economiesin transition to revitalize
primary health care systems and to promote more vigorous campaigns
for health education and the promotion of healthy lifestyles.

Delegates agreed to combine par agraphs 78 and 79, aimed at
investment in research aimed at finding affordable remediesfor
diseasesthat particularly afflict peoplein developing countries. Syria
opposed text on inviting international organizationsto encourage
improving public-private sector partnerships. Del egates agreed on text
inviting WHO to consider improving such partnershipsin health
research.

The US proposed to delete original text for paragraph 80, on
making use, in the case of medicines essential to public health, of the
provisionsin the Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property
Rights Agreement (TRIPs) that allow circumvention, under certain
circumstances, of normal patent rights. The EU proposed replacing
thisformulation with text acknowledging the importance of intellec-
tual property rightsin thefacilitation of such arrangements and incen-

tives, while recognizing the opportunity for limited exceptionsto
normal patent rights. Discussion was deferred, and both formulations
remain bracketed.

The Holy See proposed 80 his, on ensuring that food and medicine
arenot used astoolsfor political pressure. Discussion was deferred.

Par agraph 81 encourages new action at theinternational level to
support national effortsto achieve universal accessto basic education
and primary health servicesfor al by the year 2015. Mongolia
proposed including the feasibility of proclaiming aUnited Nations
Literacy Decade. Discussion was deferred.

Del egates accepted M exico'sproposed 81 bisinviting international
organizations, in particular theinternational financial institutions,
according to their mandates, to keep in mind the overall objective of
facilitating long-term development in supporting national health and
education programmes.

The original formulation of par agraph 82 invitesthe WHO in
collaboration with UNCTAD, the WTO and other concerned agencies
to, inter alia, help strengthen the capacities of the least devel oped
countriesto analyze the consequences of agreementson tradein health
services. The G-77/Chinaindicated it would propose new language,
and the US proposed repl acing the paragraph with text taken from the
World Health Assembly Resolution 52.19 of 1999, inviting the WHO
to cooperate with governments, at their request, and with international
organizationsin monitoring and analyzing the pharmaceutical and
public health implications of relevant international agreements,
including trade agreements. Discussion was deferred.

Par agraph 83 invitesthe UN system to cooperate with the WHO
tointegratethe health dimensioninto social and economic policiesand
programmes. The G-77/Chinaindicated it would propose new
language for paragraph 83. Discussion was deferred.

Norway proposed areformulated par agr aph 84, on promoting
universal and equitable accessto education. Brazil, with Algeriaand
the US, opposed an EU reference to improving education through
national legislation. The US opposed areference to national responsi-
bility. The EU questioned, while Sudan and Algeria supported, aHoly
See proposal on parents' rightsin choosing education for their chil-
dren. The paragraph remains bracketed.

Delegates agreed on par agr aph 85, which advocates measuresto
better acknowledge and support the work of teachers and other educa-
tional personnel, including, where appropriate, improved compensa
tion and benefits, relevant training and re-training programmes,
human resource and career devel opment strategies, and measuresto
encourageteachers sustained contributionsto quality education.

Par agraph 86 calsfor, inter alia: assisting developing countries
and othersin need to build capacitiesfor secondary and tertiary educa-
tion; promoting international exchangesinthefield of education to
foster greater self-reliance in meeting the challenges of social and
economic development; and increasing sensitivity for and better
understanding of all cultures and awareness of global issues. The para-
graph was agreed.

Japan proposed inclusion of areferenceto the Dakar Framework
for Action inthis section, after its adoption at the World Education
Forumin April 2000.

COMMITMENT 7: AFRICA AND THE LDCS: Preferringto
alter thebiastowardstrade and HIV/AIDS concerns, Canada proposed
86 bis, on encouraging efforts to promote sustai nable human develop-
ment i ntegrating pro-poor economic growth, universal accesshy all to
basic social services, transparent and accountable governance, and
sustai nable devel opment. The G-77/Chinapreferred that no reference
be made to sustainable human development. The proposal remains
bracketed.
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In paragraph 87, on encouraging international effortsto establish
favorable conditionsfor integration and participation, the G-77/China
supported, and the EU and US opposed, referencesto favorable condi-
tions, equitableintegration into the global economy and participation
inthe multilateral trade system. The EU proposed EU-Africa partner-
ship agreement language on smooth and gradual integration to
promote sustainable devel opment and poverty eradication. Turkey
suggested UNCTAD X language on successful integration. The G-77/
Chinaproposed language from GA Resolution A/54/198 and Copen-
hagen on making concerted international effortsto create an enabling
environment to facilitate full integration for their equitabl e participa-
tionin the multilateral trade system. Proposals remain bracketed.

In 87(a), on implementing debt relief consistent with the HIPC
initiative, the G-77/Chinaproposed text referring to debt cancellation
and to an EU-amended Norwegian proposal onimplementing “innova-
tive” debt relief initiativesfor LDCs. Japan and the US objected. The
Holy See suggested reference to the enhanced HIPC initiative. Text
remains bracketed. In 87(b), on improving market accessfor export
products, the G-77/Chinaproposed language on improving such
access by eliminating all trade barriers and other protectionist
measures via duty-free treatment, quota elimination and preferential
schemesfor their products. The Holy See supported Norway’s
proposal to reducetariffs. Japan, New Zealand and the Holy See
preferred “ tariff-free” to “ duty-free.” The US preferred del etion of text
on eliminating all trade and protectionist barriers. Norway and the EU
(ad referendum), supported an amended G-77/Chinaproposal to
improve market access, including by eliminating trade barriersand
other protectionist measures, inter alia, securing tariff free treatment,
eliminating quotas and providing preferential schemesfor essentially
all of their products. Pending Japan’s position, the amended paragraph
remains bracketed.

In 87(c), on supporting programmesfor taking advantage of the
multilateral trading system, the EU proposed referenceto regional
trade organizations, such as SADC. Delegates agreed to Norway's
proposal onreferringto the I TCin addition to the WTO and
UNCTAD, but deleted hisreference to the Integrated Framework for
Trade Related Technical Assistanceto Least Devel oped Countries.
Thetext was agreed.

Delegates agreed to 87(d), on supporting growth-enhancing and
poverty reduction economic reformsrelevant to Africanand LDC
SAPs. Delegates bracketed the EU proposed replacement of paragraph
91 with 87(€), on encouraging the devel opment of venture capital
fundsfor social investment.

In paragraph 88, del egates agreed to merging US and G-77/China
referencesto public and private information sharing systems. The US
preferred reference to creating a stable climate for investment. Dele-
gates agreed to language on assisting governmentsto enhance their
productive capacity and competitiveness through diversification,
cooperative business networks, information-sharing, technology
promotion and domestic and foreign investments, especially inthe
field of technology.

After discussion on what constitutes an international institution,
delegates deleted par agr aph 89, on encouraging international efforts
to assist governmentsto improve theforeign investment environment.

In paragraph 90, on donors encouraging investment in critical
infrastructure, including in post-conflict situations, the US expressed
difficultieswith areferenceto utilizing infrastructure investmentsto
promote employment. The text remains bracketed. The EU and G-77/
Chinaproposed 90ter, on calling on the World Food Programme and
other agenciesto strengthen food-for-work activities, community
infrastructure, household food security in low-income food-deficit
countries. Thisproposal remains bracketed.

After US expression of problemswith tax concessions, delegates
bracketed par agraph 91, on giving incentives, including tax conces-
sionsto companies, investing for sustainable devel opment and
supporting the development of venture capital fundsin Africaand the
LDCs.

In paragraph 92, delegates bracketed the G-77/China sreference
to regional technology promotion centers, but agreed to aUS amend-
ment to promote rather than to enforce regional human resource and
technol ogy devel opment in effortsto strengthen South-South coopera-
tion by enhancing investment and transfer of technology through
mutually agreed agreements.

In paragraph 93, on alocating additional resourcesto achieve
basic education for all, delegates agreed that Working Group 1
consider under Commitment 6 their language on: enhancing educa-
tional sector resources and management capacities; improving enroll-
ment ratios, particularly for girlsand women; and, as Norway
formulated, encouraging educated Africansto further utilize and
develop their skillsin the region. Regarding remaining elements, the
G-77/Chinasupported promoting human resource devel opment,
deleted reference to 7% GDP target for human resource devel opment
and appended text on continued investment in secondary and tertiary
education. The EU and USinsisted on partnership with civil society at
all educational levels. Uncertain about whether civil society includes
theinternational level, Algeriaopposed a US formulation encouraging
governments with the support of theinternational community to
strengthen education. Del egates agreed to an Algerian reformul ation
to support government effortsin human resource development with
civil society’spartnership and to achieve basic education for all, and to
continue investing in secondary and tertiary education, with enhanced
international community cooperation. Delegates also agreed to an EU
amended G-77/Chinaproposal for 93 bis, on urging developed coun-
triesto striveto fulfill as soon as possible the agreed target of 0.15to
0.2% of GNP as ODA for LDCs.

In paragraph 94, on all ocating resources on concessional terms
for social and economic devel opment through UN funds and interna-
tional and regional financial institutions, Bangladesh and the G-77/
Chinaopposed EU language on according priority to those LDCs
committed to poverty reduction and economic and social reform. The
latter qualifying phrase remains bracketed.

In 94 bis, the G-77/Chinaproposed and del egates agreed to text
incorporating Norway’s proposal to encourage the UN and its affili-
ated agenciesto enhancetechnical cooperation andto call for, inthis
context, strengthening of the Integrated Framework for Trade Related
Technical Assistanceto the Least Developed Countries.

In paragraph 95, on encouraging creditor countriesto convert
debts, Japan and the US opposed a G-77/Chinaproposal to encourage
creditor countriesto convert into grantsall remaining official bilateral
debt of the poorest countries and to cancel the entire debt stock of the
poorest African and LDCs. The EU supported Canada' sinsertion of
text on ensuring commitment to reform and poverty alleviation, prefer-
ring referencesto HIPC rather than the poorest countries and clearing
rather than canceling the former’s debt stock. Delegations bracketed
proposals and, with the Chair and US, deferred finding uniformity in
debt-related language to ongoing facilitation by SoniaFdicity Elliott.

The EU, Bangladesh and Libyadebated the status of par agraph
96, on implementing the 20/20 initi ative with special attention to
LDCsand in cooperation with civil society to ensure accessto basic
servicesfor all. Delegatesreiterated their agreement toitstext and
agreed to standardize referencesto African and LDCsin futuredelib-
erations.

In paragraph 97, on supporting recommendationsin the Secre-
tary-General’sreport on the causes of conflict, promotion of durable
peace and sustai nable development in Africa, the G-77/China
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proposed supporting all report recommendations or deferring to the
ongoing Working Group on Africadealing with thereport. The US
preferred strengthening effortsto follow up, and amended an EU
proposal totakeinto account the link made between peace, democracy,
human rights and “ sustainable” devel opment. The G-77/China
disagreed and Japan stated itsinability to support all report sugges-
tions. Proposalsremain bracketed. Del egates agreed to the EU substi-
tution of paragraph 100 languageinto 97 bis, on encouraging the 25
African countries most affected by HIV/AIDS to reduce young
peopl€e' sinfection levelsby 25% by 2005 and on inviting the Joint
United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS and its co-sponsors to
propose meansto implement astrategy to achievethistarget.

In paragraph 98, delegates agreed to G-77/Chinalanguage to
support most-affected African governmentsin ensuring multi-sectoral
and collective responses and interventions, facilitated by the establish-
ment of national young peopl€’stask forces, to raise awareness and
addressthe needs of young people and the needs of those living with
and children orphaned by HIV/AIDS.

In paragraph 99, on resource allocation to the African countries
most-affected by HIV/AIDS, the G-77/Chinaproposed, and theUS
opposed, language oninviting UNAIDS and its co-sponsors to ensure
adequate resource allocation, particularly financial and medicine at
affordabl e prices, and to devel op aresource mobilization strategy for
young people aspart of the International Partnership Against HIV/
AIDSinAfrica. TheHoly Seeproposed referring toincreased resource
alocation, whilethe EU opposed reference to ensuring adequate
resources without inserting reference to devel op acore set of indica-
tors and toolsto monitor youth programme implementation and to
consolidate capacity-building by strengthening technical resource
networks at country and regional levels. Proposalsremain bracketed.

In 100 bis, on supporting African governmentsand civil society in
the provision of key servicesfor HIV/AIDS prevention, the EU
supported referencesto: condom supply (both male and female);
prevention and trestment of sexually transmitted infections; accessto
voluntary and confidential counseling; and support for behavioral
change. The EU supported a Holy See amendment on guaranteeing a
safe blood supply, but opposed their text on responsible sexual
behavior, including abstinence. The USfurther proposed inserting
reference to reduceinfectionsincluding by mother-to-child transmis-
sions. Delegates agreed to all proposals except the Holy See'srefer-
enceto sexual abstinence.

Norway suggested deletion of par agraph 101, on controlling the
spread of communi cable and infectious diseases and on strengthening
capacity for HIV/AIDS research and development in medicine and
public health. The G-77/Chinaproposed supporting research and
development centers and effortsto treat and control the spread of
communicable, infectious disease, such asmalariaand tubercul osis,
and by making medicine available at affordable pricesand training
medical personnel. The EU, withthe US, preferred specific mention of
HIV/AIDS and del etion of language on subsidized medication. The
US proposed text on reducing excess HIV/AIDS burdens causing
poverty and affecting the poor disproportionately. Proposalsremain
bracketed.

Delegates agreed to par agraph 102, proposed by the G-77/China,
on encouraging theinternational community to fully support outcomes
of the2001 Third UN Conference of the Least Developed Countries.

COMMITMENT 8: STRUCTURAL ADJUSTMENT
PROGRAMMES: Delegates agreed to an EU request to move 102
bis, on assessment and monitoring of the social impact of economic
policies, to Commitment 1. In par agraph 103, the USand EU
supported Chair Maguieira’s formulation on encouraging policy
makersat all levelsto reduce the need for SAPs, through appropriate

and integrated economic policies aimed at economic expansion and
social development. The text remains bracketed. After debating
whether to refer to full, appropriate or better integration, delegates
agreed to aG-77/China-proposed 103 bis, on encouraging |Flsand
national governmentsto adopt the principle of social integration and
economic aspectsin SAP designs. The EU opposed, while Thailand
supported, Mexico’s proposed 103 ter, on addressing economic crises
in SAPs. New Zealand, with the EU and G-77/China, withdrew a
proposal to refer to inappropriate rather than sharp cutsin social
spending. The US proposed deletion of mention of I1FIs, whilethe
Russian Federation proposed reference to relevant |FIs. Delegates
agreed to language calling for SAPs negotiated with the IMF to strive
to ensure that economic activity does not cut social spending.

In paragraph 104, on dialogue to ensure the integration of social
and economic aspectsin SAP design, Norway and the EU proposed
dial ogue between governments, partnersand IFIs. The G-77/China
and Libyadisagreed with the EU emphasison civil society, preferring
to encourage IFl dialogue with governments. The text remains brack-
eted.

To further Norway’s 104 bis, on encouraging nationally-owned
Poverty Reduction Strategies (PRS), the World Bank stated that PRS
are effortsto guide, focus and be consistent with HIPC country devel-
opment frameworks, including SAPs. She added that PRSwill likely
expand to low-income countries. Responding to Pakistan’s concern
that the evolving PRS concept is piloted asif one size conditionally
and universaly fitsal, the World Bank said PRS were not “ bank trade-
marks,” but aim to contribute to flexible, holistic country-owned
approaches negotiated by broad-based participation with national
leadership. Thetext remains bracketed. Del egates agreed to delete
104(f), on encouraging the production and consumption of developing
country products.

Inparagraph 105, on designing national policiesfor peopleliving
in poverty, the US proposed guiding poverty-oriented public policy in
consultation with governments, civil society donorsand relevant UN
institutions, with the facilitation of the Bretton Woods I nstitutions
(BWIs). The EU supported, and the G-77/China opposed, Chair
Maquieira s reformulation on designing national policies by incorpo-
rating social development goalsin SAPs, including PRS consultations
with civil society. The G-77/Chinaproposed language on taking
measures to protect the poor and vulnerabl e from disproportionate
SAP effects and the US proposed reference to guiding public policy
choicesfor the poor and poverty reduction. The EU preferred
amending the Chair’stext by adding referencesto consulting with civil
society. Delegates disagreed with aHoly See suggestion that civil
soci ety support rather than be consulted, but agreed to the EU-
amended Chair’sformulation, on designing national policiesin
consultation with civil society and taking into account the concerns of
peopleliving in poverty by incorporating social development goalsin
SAP and PRSformulation.

Supporting the G-77/China, delegates del eted the original 105(a),
Onh ensuring macroeconomic, structural, environmental and social
policy integration. Delegates disagreed with a G-77/Chinaproposal to
delete or move 105(b), onidentifying social outlay needs and
commensurate financing consistent with macroeconomic stability, to
Commitment 2. Opposing G-77/Chinareplacement of sustainable
growth with sustained economic growth, the US underscored the link-
ages between sustainabl e devel opment and sustained growth. The EU
and Canada emphasi zed Copenhagen language regarding more equi-
table distribution of such growth, supporting US text on designing
economic policiesfor poverty reduction, sustainabl e devel opment and
more equitable growth. Delegates agreed to aG-77/Chinareformul a-
tion for new 105(a), on designing economic paliciesfor more equi-



Monday, 17 April 2000

Vol. 10 No. 56 Page 12

table and enhanced access to income and resources promoting
sustai ned economic growth, sustai nable devel opment and social and
economic programsaimed at poverty reduction.

After incorporating US references to identification by individual
governments, agreement was al so reached on anew 105(b) to
encourage international development banksto support national efforts
to protect core social devel opment expendituresfrom budgetary cuts,
especialy intimes of crisis. Pending a G-77/Chinaposition, delegates
bracketed 105(c), on ensuring good governance, accountability and
efficient monitoring of budgets.

In 105(d), del egates agreed to incorporate 105(f) language on
ensuring that public services reach the poor and vulnerable through
existing social programmes. Consensus was al so reached for 105(e),
on implementing SAPs and stabilization policiesthat protect vulner-
able groups and peopleliving in poverty.

In 105(g), the G-77/Chinaquestioned US and EU language on
preserving social capital and the social fabric of society, and proposed
additional text on considering theintroduction of compensatory debt
relief to countriesimplementing SAPs. The EU suggested placing such
HIPC-related issues under Commitment 9 and supported Japan’s
proposal to implement the enhanced HIPC initiative for debt relief to
countriesimplementing PRS. The US and EU questioned the SAP-
HIPC linkage, preferring PRS deft relief under the HIPC and Paris
Clubinitiatives. The paragraph remains bracketed.

Delegatestentatively agreed to 105(h), oninformation provision to
monitor and evaluate financial crises. Sub-paragraph 105(i), on
ensuring good governance, especially transparent budget monitoring,
remains bracketed pending agreement in thedraft political declaration.

In paragraph 106, on participatory SAP assessmentsto mitigate
negative social impacts, the G-77/Chinapreferred referenceto
national governments establishing participatory mechanisms. Dele-
gates agreed to aUS formulation that such assessments might benefit
from cooperation with civil society, regional development banks, the
BWIsandthe UN system, and should be undertaken before, during and
after SAPimplementation to mitigate negativeimpacts and to improve
their positive policy impactson social development goals.

In paragraph 107, onimproving coordination among international
organizations, Canadaand the US agreed with Chair Maquieira’ sview
that ECOSOC and the BWIsarerelated to theissue of reducing nega
tive SAPimpacts, while the WTO pertainsto improving social devel-
opment goals more generally. The G-77/China: underscored the need
to address negative social and economic SAP impacts; proposed
deleting, with the EU and the US, reference to the WTO; and opposed
EU language on SAP integration of social, economic, environmental
and gender policies.

Delegates agreed to EU language for par agraph 107, on
improving information-sharing and coordination between ECOSOC
and relevant institutionsin the UN system and the BWIsto explore
means to reduce negative impacts and to improve positive SAP
impacts with aview to promoting social development. Delegates
agreed to 107 bis, on ensuring that gender betaken into account in SAP
formulation and implementation.

COMMITMENT 9: RESOURCE ALLOCATION: Delegates
agreed to 107 ter, on recommending that the High-Level Intergovern-
mental Event on Financing for Development consider mobilization of
national and international resourcesto implement the Copenhagen
Declaration and POA. On strengthening national information systems
with the international community and upon request, del egates agreed
to 107 quat, on producing reliable and disaggregated statisticson
social development for assessing social policy impacts on economic
and social development and to ensure efficient and effective use of
resources.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 108, on undertaking effortsto
mobilize domestic resourcesfor socia development with national
prioritiesand policies. Delegatesal so agreed to 108(b), on reall ocating
public resourcesfor investment in social development through, inter
alia, the appropriate reduction of excessive military expenditures,
including global military expenditures and the armstrade; and invest-
mentsfor arms production and acquisition, taking into consideration
national security requirements. Delegates agreed to: 108(c), on
endeavoring to enhance the cost-eff ectiveness of social spending;
108(d), on strengthening mechanismsand policiesfor privateinvest-
ments, thus freeing and increasing public resourcesfor social invest-
ments; and 108(e), on facilitating the involvement and active
partnership of civil society in socia service provision.

Taking into account globalization challengesfaced by devel oping
countries, delegates agreed to par agr aph 109, on supporting govern-
ments, at their request, in establishing guidelines for domestic revenue
generating policiesfor social programmes, including those for social
protection and services. Agreement was also reached on 109(a), on
promoting equitable and progressive broadening of the tax base, and
on 109(b), onimproving the efficiency of tax administration, including
tax collection. In 109(c), on seeking new revenue sourcesto simulta-
neously discourage “public bads,” delegates bracketed all proposals,
including one on restructuring national tax regimes and administrators
to support social development goalsin an equitable and efficient
manner. With the G-77/Chinaand the Russian Federation, delegates
agreed to text in 109(d), on public borrowing to finance capital works,
including bondsissuance, other financial instruments and non-public
entities.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 110, on further meansto mobilize
additional resourcesfor national level social development, reiterating
support for 110(a), on extending accessto micro-credit and other
financial instrumentsto peopleliving in poverty, particularly women.
Regarding community participation in the maintenance of local infra-
structure, del egates agreed to 110(b), on participatory mechanisms,
such as community contracting of labor-based infrastructure works.
No action wastaken and brackets were kept on 110(c), onimproving
and restructuring national tax systems, and on 100(d), on removing tax
allowancesfor bribes.

Inparagraph 111, the EU supported G-77/Chinatext on consid-
ering further international meansto mobilize additional social devel-
opment resources. The US preferred Copenhagen language on seeking
new and additional resources. Thetext remains bracketed. In 111(a),
on formulasfor tax liability of multinational corporations, delegates
supported aUS formulation on methodsto divide corporations’
liability and tax payments on profits by thevariousjurisdictionsin
which they operate. In 111 new (&), on meansfor international cooper-
ationintax policies, delegates agreed to UStext on devel oping such
appropriate meansin tax matters. The EU and US expressed reserva-
tionson 111(b), on exploring limits on tax shelters and havens. The
text remains bracketed. Proposalsfor 111(c), on mechanismsto stabi-
lize commodity export earnings, also remain bracketed. Delegates
agreed to 111(d), on information-sharing to prevent tax avoidance and
treatiesfor avoiding double taxation. Delegates also agreed to 111(e),
on exploring waysto increase public and private financial resource
flowsto devel oping countries, adding an EU specification of LDCs. In
111(f), the US, Japan and the EU opposed Canada's proposal for the
further study of thefeasibility of acurrency transaction tax to generate
incomefor social development. The G-77/Chinarequested clarifica-
tion, and the text remains bracketed.

Delegates agreed to par agr aph 112, on urging i nternational action
to support national effortsto attract additional resourcesfor social
development. In 112(a), on encouraging creditor action for faster,
broader and deeper debt relief, the US and Japan opposed a G-77/



Voal. 10 No. 56 Page 13

Monday, 17 April 2000

Chinareferenceto includeincreased flexibility with regard to dligi-
bility criteria. The EU insisted on encouraging creditorsto implement
the HIPC initiative, as agreed, for the purposes of social development
and poverty eradication. The US emphasized the importance of
measures to ensure effective good governance and ensuring aperma-
nent exit from unsustainabl e debt burdens for the poorest countries.
Proposals remain bracketed.

In 112(b), on calling upon theinternational community to support
debt-management capacity-building efforts, del egates agreed to
Norway’s proposal to stresstheimportance of the Debt Management
and Financial Analysis System.

In 112(b) his, the G-77/China proposed new text on taking
measures to address the debt sustainability problem of middle-income
developing countries. Brackets remain pending USreflection onthe
“new concept” and EU consideration of “respectable documents,”
such as GA Resolution A/54/202, paragraph 20.

In 112(c), on urging donor countriesto reverse current ODA
decline and fulfill the agreed target of 0.7% of GNP, Japan, the EU and
the US proposed urging donor countriesto striveto fulfill thistarget as
soon as possible. The G-77/Chinapreferred adate of 2005. The Holy
See proposed language on striving to fulfill yet-to-be attained interna-
tionally agreed targets. Proposal s remain bracketed.

In 112(d), on encouraging theimplementation of the 20/20 initia-
tive, Norway and the EU proposed, and the G-77/Chinaopposed,
deleting referenceto interested countries and to monitoring. The G-77/
Chinaopposed the following proposed additions: by enhancing coor-
dination of effortsin relevant fora (the US); by establishing poverty
eradi cation indicators for monitoring (Switzerland); and by moni-
toring and discussing implementation in relevant fora (the EU). Dele-
gates agreed to text on encouraging interested countriesto implement
the 20/20 initiative, in linewith the Oslo and Hanoi Consensus.

The USand the EU opposed 112(€), on preferential interest rates
for social development, noting the forum was inappropriate and that
preferential ratesalready exist. Thetext isbracketed pending aG-77/
Chinaposition. After adebate about providing land-locked and transit
countrieswith support to implement the POA in 112(f), Chair
Maquieiraagreed to research existing UN language. Delegates agreed
to 112(g), on implementing commitments regarding the special needs
and vulnerabilities of small island devel oping States (SIDS), including
new and additional resourcesfor social development in accordance
with the Barbados POA and follow-up. Delegates deleted 112(h), on
assisting EIT countriesto develop progressive and efficient tax
systems, and par agr aph 113, on the UN Ad Hoc Group of Expertson
International Finance by promoting international cooperation intax
matters.

In paragraph 114, on improving methods of controlling the use of
available fundsto benefit groups with special needs, the Holy See
suggested referring to vulnerable and disadvantaged groups. The EU
proposed anew 114 bis, on cooperation between governmentsand
civil society to increase efficiency and effectiveness of resourcesfor
health and education. The G-77-China proposed, and the US opposed,
amerged proposal for anew 114 on increasing transparency and
accountability in the use of resourcesfor social development,
including ODA. No action wastaken on these proposals.

COMMITMENT 10: SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT COOPER-
ATION: Paragraph 114 ter, proposed by the EU, requeststhat the
Secretary-General report to the CSD on aregular basison theratifica-
tion status of all relevant instrumentsin the field of social develop-
ment, and to disseminate thisinformation. Egypt, with Algeria,
opposed the proposal. The text remains bracketed.

Paragraph 115 callsfor devel oping, strengthening and making
more effectiveindicatorsat the national level for assessing and guiding
social development, including support from relevant bodies of the UN

and other ingtitutions. Delegates agreed to, inter alia: deletereference
to governmentsand civil society; add referenceto the national level;
and del ete an EU-proposed list of indicators. Indiaopposed areference
to producing reliable statistics on social policy. New Zealand, with the
EU, noted that thiswas | CPD+5 language. The US proposed, with
Indiaand the EU, deletion of reference to capacity building, moni-
toring and evaluation. Delegates al so agreed that areference to age-
and sex-disaggregated data could be del eted if agreement was reached
on 72 quat, on national statistics offices. The text remains bracketed.

Par agraph 116, proposed by the EU, invitesthe UN systemto
identify alimited number of common qualitative and quantitative indi-
catorsfor social development. The G-77/China proposed another
formulation, including areference to assisting governmentsin devel-
oping social policies. Many del egates could not ascertain the actual
purpose of collecting suchindicators. New Zealand, Indiaand China
proposed deleting the paragraph. Both formulations remain bracketed.

Delegates agreed to par agraph 117, on strengthening cooperation
at theregional level; 117(a), on promoting dial ogue among regional
and subregional groups and organi zations; and 117(b), on encouraging
regional commissionstoinitiate or continue evaluation of theimple-
mentation of the Copenhagen Declaration and POA and the further
initi atives of the Special Session. In117(c), on encouraging implemen-
tation of regional social development agendaswherethey exist, dele-
gates could not agree on text encouraging recipient countries, donor
governments and agencies aswell as multilateral financial institutions
to consider the agenda of regional commissionsand other regional and
sub-regional organizationsin their funding policiesand programmes.
The EU proposed deleting thistext, which remains bracketed. The US
agreed to deleteits proposal for 117(d), on support for regional social
development initiatives.

Inparagraph 118, delegates agreed to further strengthen
ECOSOC asthe body primarily responsible for coordinating interna-
tional actioninfollow-up to the UN conferences and summits. Text
wasagreed for: 118(a), fostering acloser working relationship with the
UN funds and programmes and the specialized agencies and 118(b),
expanding the agenda of the high-level meetings between ECOSOC
and the BWIs. No action was taken on 118(c), on continuing coopera-
tion between ECOSOC and the BWIs, in particul ar through joint meet-
ingswith the Devel opment Committee and the International Monetary
and Financial Committee, the WTO and UNCTAD. The US proposed
reference to ACC assistance, whilethe EU proposed other relevant
economic and social issueswith aview to encouraging greater cohe-
sion. The G-77/Chinapreferred to bracket the paragraph.

Par agraph 119, proposed by the EU, callsfor strengthening coop-
eration within the multilateral system to shareinformation on existing,
internationally-devel oped standards and good practicesin social
policy and to make such information more easily accessibleto all
actors. The EU further proposed reference to devel oping sound princi-
plesof social policy. The paragraph remains bracketed.

Paragraph 120, proposed by the G-77/China, advocates estab-
lishing and strengthening channels of dialogue with theinstitutions
and foraof finance and industry, in and out of government, such askey
central banksand industry fora. The US and EU proposed del eting this
paragraph, which remains bracketed. Delegates deleted 120 bis, on
facilitating NGO contributionsto international fora

Par agr aph 121 promotes South-South cooperation, particularly in
terms of economic and technical cooperation, and supportstriangular
mechani smswhereby donor countrieswould provide appropriate
support. Further discussion was postponed, pending information from
the South-South Summit.

Delegates came up with six different versions of par agraph 122,
on theright to devel opment. The G-77/China emphasized promoting
full realization and effective application of the Declaration on the
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Right to Development. The USreferenced the Vienna Declaration.
The EU highlighted the links among human rights, democracy and
development, including social development. Japan’s proposal noted
social development concerns. Mexico underscored links among
human rights, democracy and devel opment, including social devel op-
ment. The Chair proposed aformulation that attempted to incorporate
all versions. The paragraph remains bracketed.

Par agraph 123 addresses reform of theinternational financial
structure. The G-77/Chinaincluded text calling for are-examination of
current voting rights of the IMF. The US proposed referencesto weak
policies and institutionsin many devel oping countries and an inade-
quate focus on risk on the part of banksand investorsinindustrialized
countries. Norway suggested working on awide range of reforms. The
EU, US, Norway and Mexico proposed del eting this paragraph. The G-
77/Chinaopposed, and all proposalsremain bracketed.

Par agr aph 124 addresses an integrated approach to devel opment.
Japan suggested an optimum policy mix that takesinto account the
specific situation of each country, based on aglobal partnership of all
actors. The G-77/Chinatext considers ODA aswell as other elements,
such astrade, financia flows, privateinvestment, debt relief, and tech-
nology transfer. The EU version ensuresfull government ownership.
The Chair proposed language on an integrated approach to devel op-
ment based on good governance and incorporating key elements of the
other proposals. Thetext remains bracketed.

Delegates agreed to G-77/Chinalanguage on par agr aph 125, on
considering the establishment, as appropriate, of national mechanisms,
wherethey do not already exi<t, for theimplementation of the Copen-
hagen Declaration and POA and the further initiatives agreed at the
Special Session.

The US, Canada, and the G-77/Chinaproposed del etion of par a-
graph 126, on adoption by parliaments of appropriate legidative
measures conducive to the implementation of the commitments of the
WSSD and thefurther initiatives contained in thisdocument. The
paragraph remains bracketed.

Delegates deleted par agraph 127, on aninstitutional processfor
poverty eradication. Paragraph 128 invites ECOSOC to consolidate
the ongoing initiatives and actions established in the Copenhagen
Declaration and POA, thefirst UN Decade for the Eradication of
Poverty (1997-2006), and the WSSD+5 outcome document. The G-77/
Chinaproposed referencesto launching aglobal campaign at all levels
to eradicate poverty. The paragraph remains bracketed.

Par agraph 129 callsfor commitment and encouragesall organiza-
tions, ingtitutions, communities and individual sto take further deter-
mined, sustained action to implement WSSD+5 outcomes. The G-77/
Chinaproposed including reference to achieving the objectives of the
Copenhagen Declaration and POA, and suggested del eting text on
convening a Second World Summit for Social Development in 2005.
The US proposed reference to regularly assessing further implementa-
tion of the Copenhagen POA with aview to bringing together all
partiesinvolved in the year 2005. The text remains bracketed.

CLOSING PLENARY

The closing plenary session convened at 4:30 pm on Friday, 14
April. Delegates adopted the draft provisional agendaand organiza-
tional mattersfor the 24th Specia Session of the GA (A/AC.253/
L.16). Vice-Chair Richelle verbally amended the substantive items
under Agenda Item 7 to include the review and appraisal of progress
sincethe WSSD and proposalsfor further initiativesfor thefull imple-
mentation of the Copenhagen Declaration and POA. Chair Maquieira
then invited the PrepCom to take note of documents listed in the draft
report of the meeting (A/AC.253/L.17). Delegates agreed to request
Amb. Asadi to finalizethereport.

Vice-Chair Richelle summarized progressin Working Group 11,
noting that work had gonefairly well. He added that in many bracketed
paragraphs, del egates have agreed on acommon basisfor further
discussion. He stated that other upcoming international meetings
would assist this process.

SoniaFelicity Elliott reported that her facilitation group compl eted
text related to national disasters and humanitarian assistancein para-
graph 19 and conflict and refugeesin 19 bis, but she said that work on
textin paragraph 23 linking social, economic and environmental issues
had not progressed enough to be discussed.

Aurelio Fernandez stated that small-group debate on paragraph 38,
on labor and workers' rights and theratification of ILO conventions,
was nearly complete. He said consensus was reached on text in para-
graph 64 and 64 bis, onillegal trafficking and transportation of
migrants and persons, and that del egates had exchanged views on para-
graph 39, on amultilateral initiative to better understand the social
dimensions of globalization.

LuisCarranza (Guatemala) said he expected an agreement pending
consultations over the next few weeks on aparagraph 9 reference to
unilateral measuresthat are not in accordance with international law
and that create obstaclesto trade.

Chair Maguieirahighlighted the activities of Working Group |. He
noted the text offers the clearest expression of the overlapping of
economic and social issues, and breaches new subject areas. He urged
delegatesto makeall effortsto arrive at the Special Session with
unbracketed text, and noted intersessionals were tentatively scheduled
for 17-23 May 2000, at UN headquartersin New York.

The G-77/Chinaexpressed thanksto all thoseinvolved in the nego-
tiations. The EU said that the PrepCom had made some progress, and
now understandstheissuesthat lie ahead. Chair Maquieiraclosed the
meeting after the PrepCom agreed to meet again in Juneto officially
adopt the results of the preparatory process.

A BRIEF ANALYSISOF THE PREPCOM

Delegatestothefinal PrepCom for WSSD+5 faced thedelicateand
difficult task of holding reality and justicein onevision, in the words
of the poet W. B. Yeats. Justiceisin the original intent of the Copen-
hagen process, which has attempted to set national and international
standards for social development, and to find ways of bringing
economic and social benefitsto poor countries and people. Redlity is
globalization, whichin five years has redrawn economic, political and
social landscapes. While WSSD+5 isintended to review and reaffirm
the Copenhagen Declaration and Programme of Action, itisalso
designed to update and refresh the process through the further actions
and initi atives document. How successfully delegates grapple with
globalization issuesin this document may be one measure of the
review’s success.

WHERE IN THE WORLD...

In UN terms, the Social Summitisanew processand hasaless
clearly defined constituency than other areas, such aswomen, popula-
tion and the environment. For this reason and because of its subject
matter, which attempts to be comprehensive but also risks being
diffuse, the WSSD processishighly vulnerabletoissues outsideits
control. Thefirst of these isthe ongoing debate about the changing
nature of the UN’srole, both as an intergovernmental forumand asa
participant in globalization. The second iswhether the international
economic order should be regulated by social concernsand, if so, who
should participatein this process.

Supporters of the WSSD would like this processto become part of
an integrated approach to globalization that includesthe WTO,
UNCTAD and the World Bank. They view Copenhagen asthe most
democratic of these elements, asthe most representative of developing
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country views, and asthe strongest link between social and economic
concerns. For WSSD+5, Chair Maguieiraand the UN Department of
Economic and Socia Affairswere credited with forging afurther
actions and initiatives document that contains many innovativeideas,
and draws upon avariety of expert sources, including aset of 26
reports by an array of international development agencies. Thereare
proposalslinking tax systemsto resource mobilization, encouraging
corporate social responsibility, and calling on international institutions
and governmentsto set up amultilateral initiativeto better understand
the social dimensions of globalization.

DISTINCTIONSWTIHOUT DIFFERENCES

Yet the governments at the PrepCom, despite strong Chairsin each
Working Group, showed only alukewarm willingnessto push the
agendaof thefurther actionsand initiativesforward. While speaking
emphatically about new issues, particularly globalization, delegates
displayed little new political vision on how to address them, much less
withtheaim of global equity. One participant remarked that it wastime
to give up the ghosts of the past and start dealing with those of the
present and future. Another noted the seemingly insurmountable
impasse between the North, which won’t give money without account-
ability, and the South, which won't be accountable without money.

Along theselines, while del egates reached agreement on much of
thedraft political declaration, atensefinal evening of negotiationsfell
apart over paragraphs on poverty, debt and the international financial
system. Onthe one hand, the decl arati on now contains a paragraph that
bal ances the positive and negative impacts of globalization, and recog-
nizesthe need to take action against marginalization. On the other
hand, no agreement was reached on theissue of eradicating poverty,
with theindustrial powers suggesting this can occur mainly through
sound democratic governance, and the devel oping world insisting that
the primary beneficiaries of globalization should mobilize new
resources and hand them over.

Ashasbeen true of other five-year conference reviews, text that
started with specific initiatives frequently dissolved into language on
promoting or encouraging more abstract ideas. There were many refer-
encesto existing documents—the Copenhagen Declaration and GA
resolutions—that in some cases made important links, but were often
indicative of an unwillingnessto mark new territory. One observer
pointed out that while del egates agreed once again on an ODA target of
0.7% of GNP, thisdoes not acknowledge the reality that only four
countries have beenwilling or ableto reach thisgoal. A more proactive
approach must invol ve either some form of “ peer measurement” to
underscore compliance, or the development of other financial
resources.

The lack of substantive debate resulted to some extent from the
poor quality of many delegations, aclear statement of low political
interest. Negotiations often stopped for long stretches as del egates
asked for clarification on basic terms such as* pro-poor devel opment,”
or to quibble over “distinctionsthat don’t make adifference.” Many
delegationswere dominated by junior membersof New York missions,
with little or no support from experts on theissues or from relevant
ministriesin the capitals. In afew cases, delegations submitted posi-
tionsthat more senior staff later withdrew.

SIGNS OF PROGRESS

One of the most talked-about i ssues at the PrepCom was the notion
of acurrency transaction tax that would simultaneously rai se fundsfor
socia development and moderate the volatile movement of capital.
Canadaproposed afeasibility study for thetax, after yearsof assiduous
lobbying by NGOs. When the proposal reached thefloor, the EU, US
and Japan immediately objected whilethe G-77/Chinaasked for clari-
fication. The proposal survived mainly because Chair Maquieiraasked
Canadato redraft it. The Canadian del egation hopesto have enough

time before Genevato rally wider support for areference that,
according to some analysts, could be an important step toward
acknowledging the need for some regulation of theinternational
market.

Delegates al so took positive steps on structural adjustment, when
theindustrial powers permitted a statement on |MF programmes
striving to avoid severe dropsin economic activities or sharp cutsin
social spending. They strengthened social and economic linksthrough
referencesto social capital and to social assessments of economic poli-
cies. In asection recognizing the challenges of globalization faced by
developing countries, they agreed on unprecedented language around
specific tax initiatives designed to generate domestic resourcesfor
social services.

THE PLAYERS

For the most part, the PrepCom was atussle between theindustrial
countries and the devel oping world over who controls the global
economic system and what isrequired for participation. The USand
the EU stood behind the opportunities of globalization, labor rights,
civil society, governance and transparency, while blocking references
dear to the G-77/China, such as market access, controls on currency
flows, links between international and financial institutions, and equi-
tabletrade conditions. The G-77/Chinaquestioned EU and USrefer-
encesto transparent governance and accountability, and pushed its
own agendaon debt cancellation, the negative impact of globalization,
strengthening therole of the UN, the provision of international
resources without conditionalities and theright to development. The
EU in particular favored astreamlined version of the further actions
and initi atives document, stating thiswould focusimplementation
effortson afew important initiatives. By other accounts, thiswasan
attempt to weaken the text.

Therewas some criticism from devel oping country NGOs and
delegates about the capacity of the G-77/Chinato stand up for itsown
interests. Responses within the group werefractured on many critical
issues, which led to weak positions on the floor. Some observers
suggested that the group ought to begin acknowledging the need for
more independent regional blocs, as happened with Mercosur and
Caricom at the Seattle WTO meeting. Delegatesfrom SADC
expressed particular disappointment on the negotiations over the
flimsy gender commitment, and strongly supported language on
human and workers' rightsthat othersin the group opposed. SADC
even issued a statement from their social development ministersthat
takes significantly different positionsfrom the G-77/China. While
recognizing the negative fall out from globalization, stressing debt
cancellation and marking the worsening terms of international trade,
SADC aso calsfor aid conditionalitiesin accordance with adevel op-
ment agenda, affirmstransparent government and emphasizes national
and regional monitoring and eval uation.

FROM WORDS TO DEEDS

Historically, in the words of one observer, the UN has been strong
on principles, weak on strategies and virtually absent when it comesto
implementation. With some progress made and with half of the further
actionsand initiativestext still to be negotiated in the coming weeks—
including the most difficult issues—the WSSD+5 has aclear chance of
endorsing sound principlesand even venturing into strategies that
provide clearer guidancein aturbulent world. The processis backed
by strong leadership and asmall but dynamic NGO movement. Inthe
end, however, most responsibility for implementation will liewith
individual governments, and their willingnessto address the needs of
their own popul ations and to act from positions of both strength and
justice. Thelevel of representation in Genevawill be oneindication of
who intendsto allow thisto happen.
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THINGSTO LOOK FOR BEFORE WSSD+5

EIGHTH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION ON SUSTAIN-
ABLE DEVELOPMENT: CSD-8will meetin New York from 24
April - 5May 2000, to consider integrated planning and management
of land resources, agriculture, and financial resources/trade and invest-
ment/economic growth. For moreinformation, contact: Andrey Vasi-
lyev, Divisionfor Sustainable Development; tel: +1-212-963-5949; e-
mail: vasilyev@un.org; Internet: http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/csd8/
csd8_2000.htm. For major groupsinformation, contact: Zehra Aydin-
Sipos, Major Groups Focal Point, Division for Sustai nable Devel op-
ment; tel: +1-212-963-8811; fax: +1-212-963-1267; e-mail:
aydin@un.org.

UN COMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND
CULTURAL RIGHTS: ThisCommittee, acting under the auspices of
the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rightswill meet
in Genevafrom 25 April-12 May 2000; the Committee’s 23rd Working
Groupwill meet from 15-19 May 2000. For moreinformation, contact:
Office PW-1-025, Office of the High Commissioner for Human
Rights, Palais des Nations, 8-14 avenue delaPaix, 1211 Geneva, Swit-
zerland; tel: +41 (22) 917-9321; fax: +41 (22) 917-9022; e-mail:
webadmin.hchr@unog.ch; Internet: http://www.unhchr.ch/html/
menu2/6/cescr.htm.

WORLD EDUCATION FORUM: The World Education Forum
will take placein Dakar, Senegal, from 26-28 April 2000. The World
Education Forumisorganized by the International Consultative Forum
on Education for All, comprising UNDP, UNESCO, UNFPA,
UNICEF and the World Bank. It was set up to guide follow-up action
to the 1990 World Conference on Education for All, to provideaforum
for continuous consultation, and to promote cooperation between
governments and their partners. For more information, contact Ulrika
Peppler-Barry, Programme Specialist, EFA Forum Secretariat
UNESCO, 7 Place de Fontenoy, 75352 Paris 07SP, France; tel: +33 (1)
45 68 21 28; fax: +33 (1) 45 68 56 29; e-mail: u.peppler@unesco.org;
Internet: http://www2.unesco.org/wef/.

WORLD CONFERENCE AGAINST RACISM, RACIAL
DISCRIMINATION, XENOPHOBIA AND RELATED INTOL -
ERANCE: ThisUN conferencewill be held in 2001 in South Africa
and will focus on practical stepsto eradicate racism. The UN Commis-
sion on Human Rightswill act asthe Preparatory Committee. Two
preparatory meetings are planned, thefirst from 1-5 May 2000, with a
second scheduled for May 2001. Both preparatory meetingswill be
held in Geneva. For more information, contact: Office of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights, World Conference Secretariat,
United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland, tel: +41 (22) 917-9290;
e-mail: hushands@un.org; Internet: http://www.unhchr.ch/html/
racism/racism.htm.

GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY: NGO Consultations
with the GEF Secretariat and implementing agencieswill take place on
8 May and 31 October 2000 at GEF Headquartersin Washington, DC.
The GEF Council will meet from 9-11 May and 1-3 November 2000.

For more information, contact: GEF Secretariat, 1818 H Street, NW,
Washington, DC, 20433, USA; tdl: +1-202-473-0508; fax: +1-202-
522-3240; Internet: http://www.gefweb.org.

ISTANBUL +5FIRST PREPARATORY MEETING: The
Commission on Human Settlementswill meetin Nairobi, Kenya, from
8-12 May 2000. The Commission will be acting asthe preparatory
committeefor athree-day special sessionin June 2001 to review and
apprai se the implementation of the outcome of the Second United
Nations Conference on Human Settlements (Habitat 11). For more
information, contact: Ms. Axumite Gebre-Egziabher, Coordinator,
Istanbul +5, United Nations Center for Human Settlements (UNCHS-
Habitat), PO. Box 30030, Nairobi, Kenya; tel: +254 (2) 623831, fax:
+254 (2) 624262; e-mail: Axumite.Gebre-Egziabher@unchs.org;
Internet: http://www.istanbul5.0rg.

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION: The 88th
Session of the International Labour Conference will meet in Geneva
from 30 May-15 June 2000. For more information, contact the Official
Relations Branch; tel: +41 (22) 799-7732; fax: +41 (22) 799-8944; e-
mail: RELOFF@ilo.org; Internet:http://www.ilo.org/public/english/
standards/relm/ilc/ilc88/index.htm.

BEIJING +5: The GA Specia Session on gender equality, devel-
opment and peacefor the 21st century will be held from 5-9 June 2000,
at UN Headquartersin New York. The Specia Session will review and
assess the progress achieved in theimplementation of the Nairobi
Forward-L ooking Strategiesfor the Advancement of Women, adopted
in 1985, and the Beijing Platform for Action, adopted at the 1995
Fourth World Conference on Women. It will also consider future
actionsand initiativesfor the year 2000 and beyond. For moreinfor-
mation, contact: UN Division for the Advancement of Women, 2 UN
Plaza, DC 2-12th Floor, New York, NY 10017 USA; tel: +1-212-963-
1234; fax +1-212-963-3463; e-mail: daw@un.org; Internet: http://
www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/followup/beijing+5.htm.

WSSD +5: The Special Session of the GA will be held from 26-30
June 2000, in Geneva. Intersessional consultations aretentatively
scheduled to meet from 17-23 May 2000, in New York. For more
information, contact: GloriaKan, Chief, Intergovernmental Policy
Branch, Division for Social Policy Development, Department of
Economic and Socia Affairs, United Nations, Room DC2-1362, New
York, NY 10017 USA ; tel: +1-212-963-5873; fax: +1-212-963-3062;
e-mail: kan@un.org; Internet: http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/
geneva2000/.

GENEVA 2000 MILLENIAL FORUM: Held in conjunction
with the Copenhagen+5 Special Session in Geneva, from 26-30 June
2000, the Geneva 2000 Forum aimsto enable representatives of
NGOs, parliaments, trade unions, business and industry, professional
associations, academic institutions, governmental and intergovern-
mental organizations, civil society and the mediato join in the debate
on social development. For moreinformation, contact: the Geneva
2000 Secretariat, c/o Amb. Daniel Stauffacher, Delegate of the Swiss
Government for the Follow-up Conference of the World Summit for
Social Development, Geneva 2000, Rue de Varembé 9-11, P.O. Box
125, CH-1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland; tel: +41 (22) 749-2570;
fax:+41 (22) 749-2589; Internet: http://www.geneva2000.org.



