 Alternative opinion from civil society on the eve of Asia Pacific high level LDC (least developed countries)  review conference  on Brussels Plan of Action (BPoA) in Dhaka, 18th January 2010

Challenge existing global financial and governance architecture: there are no scopes to undermine alternative civil society voices
1.
Disregard to UN term “broader spectrum” in CSO participation

A high level review forum of the Asia Pacific LDC’s (least developed countries) on BPoA (Brussels Plan of Action) is going to be held in Dhaka from18 to 20 January 2010. This conference has jointly been organized by UN ESCAP and the Government of Bangladesh (GoB). This is to mention that the ‘Brussels Plan of Action’, an action plan for the LDCs from 2001 to 2010, was adopted and endorsed by the General Assembly of the United Nations in its resolution 55/279. Thus the regional meeting in Dhaka is about the review of the implementation of BPoA as well as well as the preparation toward fourth United Nations Conference on LDCs scheduled to be held in 2011 in Istanbul, Turkey. Seven ministerial level delegates and other high level officials especially from Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Cambodia, Kiribati, Lao PDR, Maldives, Myanmar, Nepal, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Timor Leste, Tuvalu, Vanuatu and Yemen and representatives from the UN bodies and other international agencies are participating in this high level review meeting. 

This is very important event as happening just after (i) the collapse of CoP 15 Copenhagen conference, where the basic survival interest of the vulnerable LDCs hardly appreciated; while a realization has emerged whether grouping with advance developing countries ( under the umbrella of G77 and China) is at all viable to serve the purpose of LDCs, (ii) like other LDCs, Bangladesh already started facing the impacts of global financial crisis, but neither Bangladesh nor other LDCs hardly received any benefit from the global bail out scheme, (iii) finally, it is an important event toward UN LDC IV, to raise question whether there is a need of reorganization in global governance and financial architectures, as this hardly deliver any sustainable development inputs to the LDCs.  

May be the UN system is the last resort of hope for the downtrodden people in respect of equity and justice. It is the system that has officially given space to civil societies to raise their voices against exploitation and imbalances. In the recent years, several GA (General assembly) resolutions instructed for wider civil society participation, and thus, the scope of CSOs participation in the UN system supposed to be and should be widen day by day. But unfortunately we have observed that both UN ESCAP and GoB has followed a ‘top down’ approach in selecting CSOs participants while they ignore participation of civil societies who are critic to and challenge existing global financial and governance structure. We strongly feel that this is the violation of ‘aid memorie’ between GoB and UN ESCAP in organizing this forum, where section II and III clearly mentioned to bring ‘broad spectrum of the civil society’ from Asia and Pacific region. The term “broad spectrum” has used two times even. In last three months there was frantic try out from international and in national level in Dhaka too, but there are hardly any responses. We condemn such attitude of UN ESCAP and GoB officials.
General Assembly resolution 63/227 on the BPoA review “recognises the importance of the contributions of civil society actors at the Conference and in its preparatory process, and in this regard stresses the need for their active participation in accordance with the rules of procedure of the General Assembly”.
2.
Alternatives voices: need to restructure global financial and governance 
structure

During 19th August 2008 Equity and Justice Working Group Bangladesh (EquityBD, www.equitybd.org ) in cooperation with LDC Watch and SAAPE first organized a civil society seminar title “LDC and Brussels Plan of Action (BPoA)” which got wider attentions; we are launching all the related materials again. Here are trying to raise our issues related to five broad cluster of the forum.
2.1
Reducing poverty and hunger: We have two major concerns in this regard. Debt service liabilities (DSL) of the LDCs are increasing and in some countries it has surpassed the budget allocation of the basic services, e.g., DSL in Bangladesh is more than 20 % of revenue budget expenditure, which is more than the annual budgetary allocation to the health sector. Although Bangladesh, also other LDCs, has shown tangible progress in achieving millennium development goals (MDG), but according to the arbitrary definition of international financial institutions (IFIs) on debt to export ratio, Bangladesh is not entitled for debt cancellation. We strongly feel that debt of all LDCs, including Bangladesh, must be cancelled to encourage the further progress in MDGs achievement. Moreover these countries have already paid more than it has accumulated the debt. If we consider effectiveness and impacts of all the debts, legitimacy of those debts would be a question. Now we have the case of earthquake disaster in Haiti. We call LDC leaders to raise voices to support Haiti; Haiti’s remaining debt must be cancelled now. 

We support UNCTAD’s call for full debt cancellation and a temporary debt moratorium for LDCs.

All the LDCs have the bitter experiences of food and fuel crisis during 2008. We also observed the role of some of the developed and advance countries in respect of protecting their market and taking the advantage of crisis, in no way which was acceptable in view of global moral responsibilities. We feel there should be an International Court on Food Rights to ensure justice and food rights to the global hungry people. Until and unless there are some UN rules lied in this regard, such a situation of explanation will continue.
2.2
Food security through sustainable agriculture: One of the major impediments of LDCs sustainable agriculture is dumping of subsidized agriculture product of developed countries. The trade rules of the WTO so far has not been able to address the situation. We have to raise united voice in this regard. Major challenges in LDCs agriculture is the gradual imposition of commercialization and bio fuel agriculture through the conditionality from IFIs and also from different bilateral agreements with different developed countries, basically which is a major threat of uprooting of small scale farm holders and degradation of local bio diversity. LDCs have to take strong common position in this regard.
2.3
Enhancing share of LDCs in global trade, aid and financial flow and promoting their productive capacity: Before WTO, LDCs share to global trade was 7 % which has now reduced to 0.4 %. During Hong Kong ministerial of the WTO in 2005 LDCs was supposed to get 100 % duty free and quota free access of their products, but still LDCs haven’t get this preference. There also was a commitment on aid for trade to strengthen supply side in LDCs, but there is hardly any investment in this regard. The European Union’s  Everything But Arms (EBA) regulation of 2001 granting duty-free access to imports of LDCs still falls short of full implementation. LDCs have to strengthen its unified bargain position in this regard, and also they need to increase trade within themselves.
2.4
Protecting the environment and reducing vulnerabilities of LDCs: It has been proved from the CoP 15 negotiation that the LDCs should require a separate negotiation group, and they should reconsider their position within G77 and China block which is dominated by India, Brazil, China and South Africa. LDCs have to strengthen its voice for compensation in respect of climate justice, but in no way they should not lessen voice for mitigation. LDC should adopt a unified position in rejecting carbon trading mechanism. Bangladesh has already raised the issue on the rights of the climate induce forced migrants, LDCs should consider this to raise voice that climate induced forced migrants should be entitled for all rights as stated in different UN charters.
2.5
Developing human and institutional capacities to support inclusive and sustainable development of LDCs: Apart from internal institutional structure of LDC countries, for sustainable and inclusive development, there should be overhauling of governance structure in UN system and IFIs. Decision making power should not be based on dollar investment in IFIs; it should be one country one vote. If global leaders are serious about development of LDCs they must even bring forward changes in UN Security Council system. Copenhagen failure has raised several questions- is the UN capable to save the planet?, is this system capable to respond global opinion?  In fact it is not. We have to raise voice and critical thinking on global institutional governance, if we believe that this earth is for whole global population, we are all equal sharer for all global public goods.
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