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Johannesburg
Declaration

- Stakeholder Forum Suggests -
1. We, the Heads of State or Government, the official
delegations of countries and leaders of stakeholder
groups assembled at the World Summit on Sustainable
Development in Johannesburg, South Africafrom Au-
gust to September 2002 take this opportunity on the
tenth anniversary of the Rio Earth Summit to recom:
mit ourselves to sustainable development as outlined
in Agenda 21 and the Rio Declaration, and extended
and updated in the Millennium Declaration.

2. In the Millennium Declaration we identified six
fundamental values that should underpin the interna
tional relations of the twenty first century - Freedom,
Equality, Solidarity, Tolerance, Respect for Nature
and Shared Responsibility. We welcome the creation
of the Earth Charter as a further guide to core values
and principles by which we should live on this planet.
In the Johannesburg Declaration and the Programme
of Action we are translating these principles into a-
tions.

3. The goal of sustainable development is to integrate
our political, economic, social and environmental ob-
jectives effectively. We believe that all development
should be sustainable development. We commit to
making sustainable development our central goal, and
as the most effective means of achieving lasting pov-
erty eradication

4, Democracy, the rule of law, the recognition of hu-
man rights and freedoms, and the establishment of
peace and security are all essentia for the full
achievement of sustainable development, and are
themselves strengthened by the active promotion of
sustainable development. In giving our full commit-
ment to sustainable development as the central goal of
all our societies we recommit ourselves to striving for
aworld that is free from conflict, in which democracy
and respect for human rights are everywhere sup-
ported, and whose people are ensured freedom from
want and the full realization of their human potential.

5. We believe that important progress has been made
since 1992 in spreading awareness of the scale of the
challenge which sustainability presents to the world,
and the urgency of responding to it. In some areas
and on some subjects significant progress has also
been made in implementing a more sustainable -
proach. We recognise however that some trends have
been less favourable over the decade, and that much
remains to be done. The levels of poverty and ineg-
uity between and within countries are unacceptable
and unsustainable. Some of the environmental threats
to the Planet's capacity to support the 6, rising towards

10, billion humans highlighted at Rio have become
significantly more acute, notably: climate change; in-
creased pressure to freshwater supply; increased im
pacts of unsustainable patterns of production and con-
sumption on the earth’s ecosystems, accelerating the
loss of biodiversity and natural resources.

6. We reaffirm the Millennium Development Targets,
and emphasise particularly the target for poverty
eradication. In order to ensure early implementation
action we plan to establish interim targets for the years
2005 and 2010 to mark the progress towards the Mil-
lennium targets for 2015. In support of the UN Road-
map process, we instruct the CSD to conduct an ar
nual review of the implementation of these targets,
and those defined within the Johannesburg Pro-
gramme of Action.

7. Success in achieving sustainable development de-
pends on good governance at al levels. We believe
that sustainable development should be incorporated
in the core missions of Governments at all levels and
of international, regional, national, local and stake-
holder organisations. Sustainable Development should
provide the integrating and over-arching framework,
for al their strategies, plans and programmes.

8. At national level we will establish or extend re-
tional and local strategies for sustainable development
by no later than 2005 as the central frameworks for
linking all our other national and local plans and
strategies. We shall base these on wide consultations
with all stakeholders, and will seek to establish in
them opportunities for active participation and en-
gagement by stakeholders in their implementation. In
recognition of the Millennium Declaration Goals, we
commit to the development and implementation of
national anti-poverty strategies which contribute to
good governance, economic growth, social develop-
ment and environmental protection on the context of
sustainable development. We shall strengthen imple-
mentation of sustainable development at the regional
level, particularly through the UN Regional Commis-
sions. We will make sustainable development a fun-
damental goal running throughout the UN System, as
well aswithin the other global organisations and insti-
tutions.

9. Governments and international bodies alone cannot
achieve sustainable development. It needs active sup-
port and participation by stakeholders at all levels.
We welcome the diverse range of new partnership ac-
tivities involving stakeholders that have been brought
forward to the Summit to positively contribute to the
achievement of the Johannesburg [Implementation
Agreement] and sustainable development in a variety
of ways. We shall encourage and recognise new and
on-going initiatives from stakeholders of all kinds,
both internationally and within our own countries.

10. We acknowledge that sustainability needs the ac-
tive participation of women and men on equal terms,
and that further measures are still required to secure
for women the right to equal access and provision of
their basic needs and to sustainable livelihoods, and
theright to participate in, and have greater representa:
tion in decision making for sustainability. We also
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acknowledge the need to strive toward eliminating all forms of ex-
ploitation, in particular child and forced labour.

11. We acknowledge that the achievement of sustainability pre-
sents particular challenges in developing countries, particularly the
least developed countries, and commit ourselves to a major new
effort to promote international co-operation for the advancement of
sustainability by

- Ensuring fair trading relationships prevail between countries;

- Providing direct support for developing countries from donor
countries and international agenciesto support sustainability

- Ensuring afair basis for guiding investment flows between coun-
tries, and enhancing the accountability of companies operating
internationally

- Ensuring that appropriate standards and enforcement machinery
is in place to regulate environmental issues that transcend na
tional boundaries.

- Assisting the transference of knowledge and capacity for sustain-
ability through education, capacity building and technology
transfer programmes.

- Ensuring that appropriate measures are taken to integrate em
ployment policy within implementation measures for Sustainable
development

- Ensuring that appropriate international governance machinery is
in place to enable sustainability to be advanced systematically,
and progress monitored.

12. Recalling the mandate for the new trade round agreed at Doha
we request our trade negotiators to ensure that they give particular
attention to the need to support the integration and implementation
of sustainable development policies, including securing better a-
cess for developing countries to world markets, and to reduce or
eliminate distorting subsidies and trade barriersin the North.

13. Recdling the new framework for financing development
agreed at Monterrey we request those who are now shaping the ex-
panded assistance programmes to structure them around the goals
of sustainable development, and to give priority to the specific pro-
gramme priorities identified in the Johannesburg Plan of Action
including the eradication of poverty, the wider provision of basic
water and sanitation, sustainable energy programmes, health and
the environment, and food security.

[Add here 5 additional sections on the global priority areas of: En-
ergy, Biological diversity and ecosystems, Health, Freshwater, and
Agricultural Productivity and food security]

14. The rapid expansion of markets and investment flows around
the world over the past decade in the process of globalisation has
had some benefits in assisting development, but with increasing
global interdependency it has also brought new challenges, particu-
larly for developing countries and countries with economies in
transition. Progress is urgently need to make globalisation more
inclusive and equitable, formulating policies and measures at na
tional and international levels, with the full and effective participa-
tion of all countries. Sustainable, gender sensitive and people- cen-
tred development in all parts of the globe is essential. We commit
to establishing a new World Commission on Globalisation and
Sustainable Development, working with existing bodies such asthe
new ILO World Commission on the Social Dimension of Global-
isation and involving all stakeholders in active partnership. Thisis
a means of exploring how to ensure opportunities for all, establish
strong and accountable institutions at all levels, and work towards a
world that may better share the benefits of globalisation and sup-
port sustainable development.

15. Asgovernments we have ensured that there are national sets of
rules governing the way in which the private sector can operate
within the market. There is a need to further develop this frame-
work at the international level. We shall monitor closely the prac-
tice and experience with use of these codes and review the need for
introducing more formal rules and standards in the light of this and
the work of the World Commission on Globalisation and Sustain-
able Development.

16. At the Earth Summit in 1992 we set in motion six conventions
on Climate Change, Biodiversity, Straddling and Migratory Fish
Stocks, Desertification, Persistent Organic Pollutants and Prior In-
formed Consent. We call on all governments to ratify and fully
implement these Conventions and their Protocols. We commit to
providing additional support, through the Global Environment Fa-
cility, for developing countries and countries in transition to build
capacity for effective implementation of the conventions.

17. We set these agreements in the context of an integrated g-
proach to ecosystems management to encourage greater interna
tional coherence. As to the social dimension of sustainable devel-
opment, we call on all governments to ratify and fully implement
international Instruments which address issues of social inequali-
ties, poverty, and lack of accessto resources, services and employ-
ment, in particular those adopted by the International Labour Or-
ganisation.

18. We recognise that developed countries have much to do to es-
tablish more sustainable patterns of production and consumption in
their own countries. We also recognize the centrality of workplaces
as a means of implementing linked production and consumption
implementation measures and of the importance of work-place
based partnerships that are founded on the recognition of worker
participation in decision making. We shall therefore encourage
greater responsibility, and commit ourselves fully to the adoption
of policies and measures, such as recommended in the UN Guide
lines on Consumer Protection, aimed at changing unsustainable
production and consumption.

19. We believe that education for sustainable development is cru-
cial at all levels of the education system and we recognise that in-
sufficient attention has been given to its place in the sustainable
development agenda. We pledge ourselves at national level b
strengthen the place of sustainable development in our education
systems and at international level to move forward with the imple-
mentation of the Work Programme for Education for Sustainable
Development (ESD) agreed at the CSD meetings in 1996 and
1998. We request UNESCO and other international organisations
to initiate a major international efforts, through inaugurating the
International Decade on ESD in 2004, to establish a trust fund for
ESD and enhance capacity building in this area. We also recognise
the importance of work and employment as the basis for education
and training for sustainable development and we commit ourselves
to working with the ILO to develop a Global Employment Strategy
and to develop support for the ILO Declaration on Fundamental
Principles at Work.

20. We commit ourselves to strengthening the international na-
chinery for promoting sustainable development and monitoring
progress by strengthening the CSD and its reporting and monitor-
ing capacity, and by reinforcing UNEP, through annual assessed
financial contributions, moving towards universal membership and
more effective stakeholder participation.

21. We welcome the emergence over the last decade of stronger
regional groupings and alliances to promote sustainable develop-
ment, and encourage their further development as a natural level of
co-ordination and co-operation for some of the key sustainability
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issues. We have welcomed the opportunity to understand more of
the African dimension during our meeting generously hosted by
South Africa, and we offer our full support to the new African Part-
nership for Sustainable Development.

22. We commit ourselves fully to the implementation of all the
areas of work described above, and described in more detail in the
following Action Programme. To that end we will convene a set of
regional conferences [in 2007] and to undertake a global review of
progress [in 2009], in addition to the regular annual meetings of the
UN CSD, as a key staging post en route to the Millennium targets
date of 2015.

Working Group
Session Reports

Working Group |
Wednesday 29th Evening Session

Continuing with the section on desertification, a weary group of
delegates convened for the night session of working group |. The
Vice chair had promised Emil Salim earlier on in the day that the
group would complete paragraphs 36 through to 41 by close of ses-
sion, the night looked set to be along one!

Negotiations over the day had a lead to a vast number of amend-
ments to this section, in order to reach consensus on these issues
and to speed up negotiations discussions on desertification broke
off into a corridor discussion group which took place in ernest at
the back of the room — key players were the were usual forces of
G77 and the US. The revised facilitated text was circulated at the
end of the afternoon session.

Whilst awaiting the outcomes of this‘ corridor’ group, the session
moved on into Mountain Ecosystems. Switzerland expressed their
clear national interest in ensuring the strength of this text, through
the requested that reference be made to support for particular liveli-
hoods, poverty eradication programmes, provision of financial and
technical support, and the national level, with direct reference to
concrete action plans and specific targets. The strength of this posi-
tion, although not in content, but in sentiment was supported by
Romania, through their call for the inclusion of treaties and con-
ventions, with the trust of their amendments focusing on capacity
building, training and the transfer of technologies to support devel-
oping countries and countries with economiesin transition.

The dynamics of the session were a lot more accommodating —
delegates were obvious tired, and a lot more accepting to the re-
quests of the vice-chair. This enabled negotiations to progress with
greater fluidity and speed. There were of course issues which could
not be resolved, resulting in a stalling of the negotiations, one such
point was Turkey’s lack of understanding of the term ‘mountain
communities’. As aresult of this, Turkey called of the bracketing
of the entire paragraph requesting clarity on the definition of
‘mountain communities’. This request was not up-held as the Vice-
Chair stated that ‘nothing is agreed until all is agreed’. A lengthy
discussion followed, ending in a heated response from the Vice-
Chair, which was later withdrawn through a profound apology for
getting angry. The new Working Group 1 text includes ‘ mountain
communities’ so we can only assume that a suitable definition was
provided to allow Turkey to accept the of the value of the state-
ment.

Canada included the recent World Eco-Tourism Summit and it’s
Quebec Declaration which the US said they could only accept ‘in
spirit’ as they hadn't seen it yet — but would be happy to agree to

this! True to form the US again asked to delete reference to the
‘global code of ethics for tourism adopted by the World Tourism
Organization’ The US further wanted to delete reference to the
‘draft CBD guidelines for sustainable tourism’ as they could not
take into account something still in draft form — reference was
made by the EU to these guidelines later on within the biodiversity
section. Time will tell whether it remains.

As time pressed on, energies clearly dwindled, with the delegate
of Brazil becoming too weak to even raise her own flag! In recog-
nition of this, the vice-chair ruled that it would not be productive to
attempt to discuss the section on Biodiversity as this may contain
some difficult text, the decision was therefore taken to leave these
paragraphs until the morning. Plus the promise had been made to
reach paragraph 41 by the close of session, thisis a good way of
fulfilling that promise. I ssues of mining proved to be less problem:
atic than perhaps initially thought — although following the intro-
duction of areference to mining companies, Canada asked for this
to be removed as they did not believe that they were here to discuss
the sustainability of industry — the implications of this perception
could be inflammatory.

Thursday 30th Morning Session

The morning session dealt with forests and the agreed language of
the UNFF enabled several paragraphs to be easily agreed. Despite
expressing a strong demand to have reference made to sustainable
use of forests, they would not support the EU’s and the US's posi-
tion on strengthening international cooperation to support sustain-
able forest management to fight illegal logging. This was one of the
many issues that resulting in G77 and China proposing a break to
deal with unresolved text. In response to this a corridor group was
set in motion to attempt to resolve the forests disputes.

Afternoon Session

The afternoon session saw Japan, Mexico, Norway, the EU, Rona-
nia, the US, G77, New Zealand and Canada all laid their cards on
the table with respect to Biodiversity. With so many amendments,
the Vice-chair calculated that it would take 9 hours to complete the
text. Reminding delegates of the Hague Ministerial Declaration of
the CBD from COP-6 and hoping that the EU and the Netherlands
will help in informal informals as they have done so much work in
this area, he requested that the Ambassador for India lead corridor
consultations with the expectation that this would resolve apparent
conflicts over many issues tabled for paragraph 39.

The afternoon concluded with the circulation of the revised Chair-
man’s Paper from Working Group |, the second round of negotita-
tion to delete as many brackets as possible would begin in the eve-
ning session. All those coordinating consultations in corridors or
contact groups were asked to incorporate their revisions into the
text. This exercise of consensus building on the entire text must be
completed by close of session today to present clear text to the
Chairman tomorrow — it looked, once again if delegates were in for
along night.

Jo Phillips & Georgina Ayre, Stakeholder Forum
Working Group Il

Afternoon Session

The afternoon session of working group 2 seemed destined not to
go at much of a pace from the outset as there seemed to be numer-
ous reasons for procrastination and half hour pauses on the text.
Finally after this hesitant start the pace picked up pushing through
previously started areas of text and on to education within the Para-
graphsin the 80s.

On beginning these chapeters the Chair stressed that these para-
graphs should be simple to work through, instilling the emphasis to
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crack on with the days proceedings.

Paragraph 81a on meeting development goals within the Millen-
nium declaration of achieving universal primary education should
take immediate and effective measures to eliminate the worse
forms of child labour as defined in the ILO convention Number
182 was seen as having two issues for the US, was it about the
elimination of child labour or was it about the access to education.

The G& & were unclear about this and asked not to spend time on
this due to the need for further consultation. 81b was agreed as it
stood in the text and the pace continued pushing through 82 a with
the EU deleting the brackets and keeping the text, the US agreeing
and the Chair saying ok moveon......

82 b became a bit of a sticking point as the US saw no provision
for financial assistance with the EU chipping in suggesting adding
text for financial constraints. G77 then chose to call for the text to
be read with the chapeau as the text was being diluted and they
needed further consultation.

The group then pushed through para 83 with no contest or amend-
ments and quickly on to para 84. It was at this point that the EU
brought up the fact that through the text there was much deletion of
targets from many differing delegations including themselves and
perhaps the target of 2005 needed to stay as perhaps progress on
this issue could be furthered by accepting this ambitious reference.
At this point G77 asked if their friends UNESCO could speak.
UNESCO stated that the target of 2005 was on of the 6 EFA Dakar
frameworks for action that was agreed . The Chair then asked if
this date had indeed been fixed and endorsed. The US then pushed
that if this was indeed the case then perhaps it should be included
within the text “as provided by the Dakar framework for action.” A
number of differing delegations then asked for time to check this.

They agreed to move on. To para 85 Canada asked if it was pos-
sible to take out the word dimension and return to the original
Chairs text. G77 then asked if it was possible to make one small
deletion of the word ‘formal’ and then move on. The EU welcomed
this addition and then the Chair moved on. He then stated that
within the next paragraph he did not see anything sinister and
asked again for quick movement on the text. The Chair then after a
couple of suggestions from the floor asked UNESCO for clarity on
the phrase appropriate level within this paragraph, their response
was to express this as National, Sub national and local levels, G77
then asked for clarity on sub-national which turned out to mean at a
state level which was explained by the Chair. From this the chair
felt that there was not consensus and that they should come back
to this perhapsin the Plenary.

Simon Ford, Stakeholder Forum

Working Group I
Morning Session

Yesterday morning’s session was sponsored by the word
‘brackets and the phrase ‘we’ll come back to this in the 2nd read-
ing’. Asthe group moved on to Governance at the national level,
progress, although not sluggish, took a more meandering pace.

The opening paragraph saw niggling discussion on reference to
national and local levels. Things picked up a bit on the next para-
graph as national strategies for sustainable development (NSSD)
were considered. The EU pushed additional text drawing on the
agreed ‘97 target of having NSSD’s implemented by 2005. G77,
despite the chair’s protestations, pulled back from the target and
looked for a more encompassing position to be taken; this a capac-
ity, resource and prioritisation issue for countries with few of the
first two and no shortage of priorities. Coming in on this side, the
US questioned what could be constituted as an NSSD, although
they can expect less sympathy.

Moving on to text referring to National Council’s for Sustainable
Development and Multi-Stakeholder participation, it was, once
more, the G77 who resisted, thistime on the later listed issue. It'sa
shame to think how little fun they must have been having in recent
years at the CSD Multi-Stakeholder Dialogues. They bristled even
more when the EU suggested that the text should be extended to
include dial ogue between stakehol ders and ministers. Japan and US
jumped on board, with the former proposing the addition to the EU
proposal of minister ‘or government official’. Norway chipped in
once more on national and local, Canada was happy with thingsthe
way they were, while the Swiss aligned with the EU. The chair
bought this all to a close by summarising that while the detail was a
problem but the general feeling was ok. We will see at the second
reading. Regardless, it seems that despite the last 10 years of appar-
ent progress, participation by stakeholders is not al that it might
be.

The next paragraph on development cooperation agencies and
their role in supporting developing countries, para. 23, gave G77 an
opportunity to angle for more resources by way of capacity build-
ing through the provision of financial and technical assistance. See-
ing the consequences of this, the US called for the paragraphs re-
moval on the basis that it was duplicative of text held elsewhere
and that the session should be focussing it attention on the purpose
of this particular section of the text - domestic governance. Japan
supported, the EU did not. Norway called for the inclusion of and
local.

The final paragraph of this section on indicators, to be used on a
voluntary basis, led to asplit with EU and US on one side support-
ing, and with G77 opposing. Norway called for, well, you get the
picture.

Moving to the final section of the text on the participation of ma-
jor groups, Norway |led the way, all guns blazing, with stronger lan-
guage throughout the first paragraph dealing specifically with part-
nerships between governments and non-government actors to
achieve sustainable development. As the test was less prescriptive
about the form of engagement, the US came in in support, in part,
of Norway, others followed. Japan threw in text including refer-
ence to major groups and the private sector, as a discrete group.
Only the EU objected.

On the final paragraph dealing with access to information, partici-
pation and decision making, G77 predictably called for it's dele-
tion, whilst opposing the EU called for its development. The US
and Australians kept a cautious watching brief, expressing concern.

Finally the EU proposed an additional last paragraph for this sec-
tion on the inter-rel ationshi ps between human rights protection and
promotion and environmental protection for sustainable develop-
ment.

Toby Middleton, Stakeholder Forum

Is Energy Flagging?

A reminder for the words of the Secretary General, 14" May
2002, on energy: “ Energy is essential for development. Yet two bil-
lion people currently go without, condemning themto remain in the
poverty trap. We need to make clean energy supplies accessible
and affordable. We need to increase the use of renewable energy
sources and improve energy efficiency. And we must not flinch
from addressing the issue of over consumption — the fact that peo-
ple in the developed countries use far more energy per capita than
those in the developing world. States must ratify the Kyoto Proto-
col, which addresses not only climate change but also a host of un-
sustainable practices. States must also do away with the perverse
energy subsidies and tax incentives that perpetuate the status quo
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and stifle the development of new and promising alternatives.”

The Energy Contact Group has now met four times— with aremit
from the Chair (Argentina) to reach consensus by close of Wednes-
day. This has not happened and the Group is reconvening this &-
ternoon and this evening.

Dealing primarily with chapters nine and seventeen from the
Chairman’s Text for Negotiation, the open and “public” negotia
tions within the contact group have been civil but slow, and are
focused around the introduction of text selectively lifted fromthe
outcomes of CSD9 (April 2001).

The Chair requested delegates to address three issues, 1) matters
of substance — insertion to fill gaps within the current text, 2) con-
text and sequence — where energy issues should be dealt with — in
poverty eradication, and/or sustainable production and consunyp-
tion, and 3) normative amendments- editing, as well as general
comments.

All around the table accepted CSD9 as the foundation for the text,
and many suggested that there is room for ‘improvement’. We can
only hope that such improvements include more robust proposals,
supporting clean renewable energy put forward by governments
during both PrepCom I11 and in other fora. Unfortunately, in selec-
tively picking sections of the CSD, the Chairs paper omits many of
its conclusions which give stronger backing to renewables and en-
ergy efficiency, as well as, significantly, the key linkages present,
in parts of CSD9, between the utilisation of advanced fossil fuel
technologies and lowering of emissions or optimising energy effi-
ciency.

So the fun began..... and clear but predictable alliances and posi-
tions began to emerge. Iran, speaking for G77, suggested that plans
of action were not always successful or backed by action, and re-
jected the EU’ s strong proposal for time bounded action plans to-
wards energy and poverty in the chapeau of paragraph 9. The usual
suspects took up their familiar political alignments in support of
the opposing positions of the G77 and the EU. Yesterday lunch
time, a one liner appeared from the Russian delegation to include
nuclear energy in the text. Fortunately, in the early hours of the
morning that was withdrawn.

Within a statement from the sustai nabl e production and consunp-
tion section relating to the provision of appropriate means, a re-
quest was made by Australia, supported by the US and Canada to
include reference to private funds and private investment as recog-
nised in Agenda 21. Such private/public partnerships would pre-
sumably be used to ensure that the challenges of implementation
are realised when government alone cannot ensure the sustained
provision of necessary resources. The principle of common but dif-
ferentiated responsibilities was revisited, and rejected by the US,
whilst G77 requested it be kept in ‘sympathy for developing coun-
ties.’

The debate on the inclusion and maintenance of targets continued.
Hungary, the EU, Tuvalu and Mexico spoke out for the inclusion
of targets and action orientated time plans for renewable energies.
Iran on behalf of G77, supported by Canada requested to remain
with the original CSD 9/Chairman’ s text which did not make refer-
ence to targets. The group of G77 stressed the importance to get
bal ance between renewables and advanced fossil fuel technologies
with energy efficiency. Tuvalu remained staunch that they could
not accept any referenceto fossil fuels, this request, unsurprisingly,
was not upheld.

Countries standing alone — such as Tuvalu made strong interven-
tions. However, as with Tuvalu’s strong statements on climate
change, their positions were not supported by other governments

around this table — some consolation may be have been felt by the
strong backing from the majority of NGO representatives sitting
silently around. Despite thislack of support.

Whilst recognising their fate — Tuvalu during their inauguration
into the UN requested that their plague remained within the UN
after they become a submerged nation.

Let us hope that negotiations deliver the strong programme of ac-
tion for sustainable development that we have been promised, and
that Tuvalu’ s seat remain occupied.

The last offical session of the Energy Contact Group did not take
place as G77 were not present. It seems that consensus within this
diverse range of countries and nations cannot be reached. The rep-
resentation of G77 by Iran may not have been as representative of
this oil rich yet poor and disparate region. With limited time avail-
ableit seemslikely that thiswill now go Plenary to be resolved.

Jo Phillips & Irene Gerlach, Stakeholder Forum

Why Is
Reproductive
Health Care Such a
‘Problem’?

It isdifficult to understand why thereis such resistance to making
reproductive health care available for all those who want it, and a
part of the Programme of Action for WSSD 2002.

Isit not part of a human rights framework to ensure that women
and men can make choices about the size, spacing and timing of
their family through the use of relevant modern reproductive tech-
nologies and techniques? This ‘reproductive’ right is an important
part of poverty eradication strategies. Women and men are an
powered by being able to make responsible choices— but the facil i-
ties, infrastructure and services must be readily available. In this
way, women and men can ensure healthy families and a healthy
environment.

And reducing maternal and infant mortality is also a central ele-
ment of good quality, accessible and affordable sexual and repro-
ductive health services.

‘Population’ issues remain extremely sensitive, but there is ar-
other side to the population conundrum: the over consumption of
resources by the rich populations of the world — the ‘minority’
world who damage their environment by their polluting ways— the
‘weight’ of their ‘ecological footprint’ needs to be considered as a
‘population’ problem, just as much as the reproductive health is-
sues referred to above.

All people, al over the world, put strain on their environment —
some more than others. As part of the effort to draw together the
complementary issues of unsustainable consumption and reproduc-
tive health care, we are in the process of setting up an international
network of those interested in these two issues, and in working to-
gether to ‘make a difference’. More than 40 people have so far
signed up and various papers and documents have been exchanged
since PrepCom 3. Please contact me by email if you would like to
be part of this network (budgettmead@compuserve.com).

To quote from aletter from Shiv Khare, Executive Director of the
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Asian Forum of Parliamentarians on Population and Development:
Population and gender issues are an integral part of the advance-
ment towards sustainable development. They should be brought to
the forefront of WSSD’ s agenda.

And also from the Population Network Newsletter: |f we do not
put human population at the core of the sustainable development
agenda, our efforts to improve human well-being and preserve the
quality of the environment will fail. The Johannesburg Summit
must heed the first principle of the 1992 Rio Declaration — that
“human beings are at the centre of concern for sustainable devel-
opment’ — by taking full account of how population and society i n-
teract with the natural environment.

That means in both the minority and majority worlds, and in-
volves biodiversity and natural resources, sustainable consumption,
climate change and the need for a deliberate move to the much
greater use of renewable energy (all over the world) and sustain-
able technologies— all issues at the centre of WSSD.

Agenda 21 has the following text in Chapter 3: implement, in ac-
cordance with country-specific conditions and legal systems, meas-
ures to ensure that women and men have the same right to decide
freely and responsibly on the number and spacing of their children
and have access to infor mation, education and means to do so.

So we should not ‘row back’ from internationally-agreed commit-
ments made at Rio, Cairo, Beijing and, most recently, at the Chil-
dren’s Summit. We must challenge and change our unsustainable
patterns of consumption in order for usto have a sustainable world.

Catherine Budgett-Meakin, Stakeholder Forum,

Sustainable Cities
A Perspective

The world’s urban population grows continuously; the current
figure of in excess of 2.6 billion urban inhabitants is predicted to
expand over the next 25 years until 63% of the global population
livein cities. 93% of this urban growth will happen in the develop-
ing world over the coming 30 years. We are involved in a process
which is attempting to address sustainable development in all coun-
tries, with particular reference to developing countries. With alack
of reference being made to urban settlements within the Chair-
man’s Text for Negotiation, the question has to be asked — ‘how
can we talk about sustainable development, if we do not address
fundamental issues such as urbanisation and urban communities.’

Such a question was posed to Lucien Bradet responsible for the
Sustainable Cities Initiative within the Department of Industry for
Canada. In response it was outlined that cities are a ‘buzz word’
and that there is a fundamental need to make an adjustment to en-
sure that more emphasis within the Chairman’s Text is placed on
implementation. Cities have afundamental roleto play in such im
plementation.

Governments have not been very successful in terms of promot-
ing sustainable cities over the last 10 years. Thisis in part due to
devolution of responsibility to both regional and local govemn-
ments, business and other communities. Frustration was expressed
over the complete absence of reference to cities within the Chair-
man’s Text, especially when considering that 60% of the world's
population live within urban areas. Essentially, ‘if you don’t fix the
cities, you don't fix the world nor can you make sustainable devel-

opment areality.’

In response to a question over the apparent lack of reference
within the current Chairman’s Text to the inter-linkages between
urban centres and their surrounding rural areas, it was stressed that
the multi-stakeholder dialogues have provided a productive forum
for the voicing of such concerns by the Canadian Delegation. The
benefit of using the multi-stakeholder dialogues in this way has
enabled those intervening governments, to assess the level of sup-
port from other stakeholders.

During the multi-stakeholder dialogues, it has become clear that
business feels that the adoption of the local perspective is ex-
tremely important. This is true especially when considering small
to medium sized enterprises (SME’s) and their role in providing a
fundamental component of development, in terms of strengthening
the cities on which so many peoplerely.

Within this process the phrase ‘local level’ must be used to reflect
the issue of human settlements, cities and communities. In this re-
spect it was stressed that we need to talk about ‘quality of life’, as
every component of the Chairman’s Text is encompassed within
this one phrase. More critically, quality of life is a goal of all hu-
man kind, when talking about economic development, environ-
mental improvement, peace, security, access to basic needs, and
social inclusion, you talk about improving an individual and their
communities quality of life. We cannot talk about sustainable de-
velopment without talking about improving quality of life for all.

It is understood that issues such as the local level, liveability and
cities lack reference within the Chairman’s Text because Type ||
Partnerships provide a more suitable place for these o be dealt
with. However Canada, along with many other delegations, is fully
aware of the collective concerns of NGO'’s that Type |ls may pro-
vide amechanism for relinquishing responsibility for governments.

To ensure that cities and human settlement receive the attention
that they demand, irrespective of the strength of the Chairman’s
Text in these areas, Canada is attempting to encourage other coun-
tries to take greater action to ensure the sustainable development of
citiesthrough their ‘ Sustainable Cities Initiative’ (SCI). Thisinitia-
tive was instigated in response to the rapid and very clear trend in
urbanisation, with particular effect in developing counties. Whilst
recognising the importance of rural areas, and the need for initia-
tives to assist with the sustainable development of these, emphasis
must be place on urban settlements — cities — as it is in these areas
that we witness the greatest resource use and the greatest produc-
tion of waste. Essentially cities present the extremes of all elements
of sustainable development, if these extremes can be reversed then
cities and urban settlements would enable Governments to over-
come some of the fundamental problems.

In view of these realities, the author feels that, Governments can-
not and should not continue to neglect urban issues within their
discussions — if they do, then they may find themselves in a posi-
tion where a programme of action for the sustainable development
of rural areas proves inadequate to deal with the rapid trend of ur-
bani sation and the problems that are associated with it.

Georgina Ayre, Stakeholder Forum
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Being Heard

- JOWSCO Report -
THE GREENING INITIATIVE

The "Greening the Summit" initiative aims to reduce the impact
of the summit on the city and its surrounds by ensuring the gather-
ing is run in an environment-friendly way. In the run-up to the
Summit and during the gathering, service-providers - such asthose
dealing with waste management and transport - are expected to
make sure all their operations are environment-friendly and will
contribute to sustainable development in South Africain the long
run.

The highlight of the initiative for the duration of the summit will
be the "Consumption Barometer".

Everyday delegates will be given an update on how much food,
water, paper, energy and other resources they used. Delegates will
be have the opportunity to reduce the impact of the gathering on
the environment through can ensuring that photocopies are double-
sided, using disposable cups and plates that are biodegradable etc.

Discussions are also underway to see if "green-house" gas emis-
sions from the Summit may be off-set by investments in forestry
and energy saving technology. Sustainable development audits
will be held during the summit to measure the impact of the sum
mit on the environment and the effect of the "greening" initiative.

THE UBUNTU VILLAGE

Ubuntu Village will serve as the overflow area for Sandton Con-
vention Centre and will be the service and recreational hub of the
Johannesburg World Summit.

Ubuntu Village will perform critical functionsin providing acen-
tral information and service hub, which can be accessed by all par-
ticipants on a 24-hour basis. Its proximity to major transport
routes, venues and hotels makes the Wanderers Complex the ideal
location for these functions.

Thefollowing facilities are envisaged for the village :
Logistics Facilities
Zone 1 shuttlesto the UN Precinct
- Zone 4 express shuttle to Global Forum at NASREC
- Central Information & Hospitality Bureau
- Medical & Security Assistance & Response
Arts & Craft market

The Arts and Craft Imbizo is the name given to this market. Here
South African and African cultural and local arts and crafts will be
marketed in a live “flea market” style area, both showcasing our
heritage, as well as raising funds for the empowerment of these
communities.

Earth Arena

An Open-air arenawill be situated on afield above Ubuntu Exh i-
bition. This field will also have the Food Court and the Beverage
Court contained within it. The Earth Arena will host up to 2000
people, and it will provide an attractive and complete daily pro-
gram for them to attend. The program will consist of speeches,
presentation of papers and cultural entertainment.

Theatre @ the Village

A live and cinematic theatre where productions and performances

linked to the broader summit themes will be presented. This will
provide afurther platform for speeches, presentations of papersand
cultural entertainment.

Food and Beverage Court

The food and beverage court will incorporate an international fla-
vour. It will provide for all tastes and pocket sizes. It will be based
around the Food Court concept with various outlets on the perime-
ter and a central seated area.

Speakers Corner

There will be approximately 3 speakers corners strategically lo-
cated throughout the Village. They will be managed and will pro-
vide interested parties with a platform for exercising their rights to
freedom of speech and expression.

World Summit Consumpti on Bar ometer

This project will collect and present information on the ecological
impact of the Summit operation and the way it is being managed. It
will appear on areal time screen, which will display the Johannes-
burg World Summit’s levels of consumption of key items such as
water, paper and other disposable commodities.

Expressions and Demonstr ations:

Measure have been put in place to allow expression within a con-
trolled and secure environment. Demonstrations must be applied
for with the South African security services and is common prac-
tice in South Africa

WSSD broadcast services at Sandton Convention Centre

The South African Broadcasting Corporation is host broadcaster
for the Johannesburg World Summit and will provide a range of
broadcast services at the Broadcast Village in the Sandton Conven-
tion Centre media centre. Pool cameras will also be located at vari-
ous pointsinside and outside the venue.

UN pool feedsin the Broadcast Village
A plug-in counter with video and audio feeds of:
- the UN plenary
UN media briefings
other material as determined by the UN

All video material will be provided in PAL (general format Beta
SP).

The plenary service will comprise of the live floor microphone
feed aswell asthe official UN language interpretation feeds.

Pool feedswill be available in recorded format afterwards, at a
handling charge.

Pool feeds are available to WSSD accredited media for their own
broadcasting purposes and the material may not be redistributed.

Broadcast serviceson site

Broadcasters and producers will be able to either work from the
general bull-pen area, or they can book dedicated space. If live
feed lines and/or production facilities are required in the dedicated
space, the SABC will be able to provide it subject to prior notifica-
tion.

TV services (bookable in advance and on site, on afirst come first
served basis):

- Video editing (machine to machine with small mixing desk and
lip mic)
International feed rooms - gateway to SNG up-link facilities
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Events Diary

Friday Meeting the Millennium Development Goals. Can the Environment wait? World Bank.

1.15-2.45 Conference Room 2

1.15-2.45 Debt, Financial Architecture and WSSD. INFID. Caucus Room 2

1.15-2.45 WTO, Globalisation and Sustainable Development. TWN. Caucus Room 3

6.15-7.45 Restore the Earth. Various Hosts. Auditorium

6.15-7.45 All Women’s Voices, Peace Train & Tent. Women’s Int. League for Peace & Freedom.
Caucus Room 3

6.15-7.45 Transforming Commitments on Secure Accessto Land. Various Hosts. Conf. Room 2

6.15-7.45 Volunteerism: Sustaining Lives & Livelihoods. Various Hosts. Caucus Room 2

(formats: Betacam SP Pal, DVC Pro & Betacam SX)

Links for feeds, studio or lives to international gateway
(Pretoria Earth Station)

- Stand-up camerapositions and IFB - for recordings or live feeds
- Control room and presentation set with 3 cameras and Jib
- Standards converter
Dubbing services
- SABC archive materia
Radio services:
ISDN feed facilities
- Clean feeds of al audio
Fully equipped edit suites
- Archiving available on cassette or minidisk

Additional broadcast facilities and services could be made avail-
able upon request.

Bookings of facilities and services

The rate cards for the broadcast facilities on site are available on
request. Early bookings of facilities are advisable.

A Profound Sense of Coalition,

Cooperation and Common Vision

An integrated vision of the different challenges that we face
would help the effectiveness of the road prior and post Johannes-
burg and to guide us towards a better future. Environmental chal-
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lenges form an indivisible and inseparable relationship with human
rights, social justice, democracy and peace. The failure to recognise
the links between each of these has weakened our response. To-
day’s institutions of global governance deal with each of these is-
sues separately, and so do most deliberations in the preparatory
process for the WSSD. One of our higgest challenges is to come to
a better understanding of the inter-relationship of the various com
ponents need to ensure a more just and peaceful world.

Separate and gramented efforts will not take us forward but may
leave us directionless and with lots of energy the way. The WSSD
process need to revive a profound sense of coalition, cooperation
and common vision. This context reaffirms that humanity needs a
common agreed ethical framework to ensure that accurate vision of
sustainability and itsimplementation.

Here lies the relevance of the Earth Charter, a declaration of fun-
damental principals for building a just and sustainable global soci-
ety that had its origins in the 1992 Rio Earth Summit, the Charter
went through a civil society process of consultation and research of
existing UN Declarations and international law instruments. It has
been utilised by many groups, and been brought up by many groups
asasignificant framework. The hope is that the WSSD process will
consider it as an important ethical instrument for the agreements
advancing the sustainability agenda. | want to bring the Earth Char-
ter to you attention with the hope that you as government or major
group representative will consider using it as an instrument and as
appropriate.

Mirian Vilela, Earth Council

Stakeholder Forum Supports the Earth Charter
and the work of the Earth Council in promoting
this document for the WSSD.
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