ABSTRACTS OF PRESENTATIONS
Jayati Ghosh - Obstacles posed by the International Economic Architecture to Realising the Right to Sustainable Development
Consider the important elements of the Right to Development: self-determination and sovereignty over natural wealth and resources; active, free and meaningful participation of citizens in development; fair distribution of the benefits of development; and equality of opportunity for development. Each of these obviously requires national institutions, policies and material and social processes that allow for their progressive realization.  But they also require an international context that allows such policies and processes to unfurl in the desired directions. Unfortunately, several features of the current international economic architecture operate to inhibit the possibilities of realizing the right to development for most people in the world today.

The global financial architecture is deeply flawed: generating significant moral hazards that encourage excessively risky behaviour on the part of large private players and so leading to continued financial fragility; inhibiting productive investment in areas where it is most necessary; still encouraging financial flows from capital poor to capital rich countries and thereby doing the opposite of necessary financing for development; and allowing financial players to dictate terms to democratically elected governments.

The global fiscal architecture is not just flawed but nearly non-existent, with tax havens and possibilities for tax evasion proliferating without any serious attempt at control and next to no serious cooperation among countries for this important goal. As a result, the necessary resources to enable development are simply not available for most states.

The global trade architecture has become even more restrictive of policy space. WTO rules are being used to constrain governments that wish to provide food security to their citizens and limit the transfer of  technology and dissemination of knowledge that are critical for development. Regional trade agreements are often even more restrictive, in a wide variety of ways that limit the autonomy of governments and their ability to be responsive to the needs of their own citizens.

The global dispute settlement architecture – and particularly the management of investor-state disputes – is deeply problematic and does not privilege human rights over the profit making “rights” of companies. As a result, in a large range of areas, ranging from control over natural resources to preventing rapacious and damaging activities of corporations, people and their representatives are not able to take control to move towards the realisation of their right to development.

All this suggests that it is no longer enough to put the onus on nation states for realising the right to development. In keeping with the Declaration on the Right to Development, both nation states and the international community have responsibilities in realising this right. It is absolutely essential to reform and transform critical elements of the global architecture in progressive ways that recognise the primacy of the right to development along with other human rights.  
Manuel Montes - The Right to Development and the SAMOA Pathway
The United Nations community is preoccupied with reaching agreement on updating the financing for development mechanisms, the post-2015 development agenda and an effective climate change regime. The SAMOA pathway is an important resource and an input to these efforts. For Small Island Developing States (SIDS) and their peoples, the right to development will require a genuine global partnership for development that surmounts the exposure and vulnerability of these countries to the vagaries and vicissitudes of international trade and financial markets and the inequities in global macroeconomic policy governance which unduly restricts their policy space. For SIDS, the right to development will also entail a sea change in present performance trends in mitigation, adaptation, and the transfer of finance and technology. 
Jumoke Oduwole - Ebola Virus and the Right to Development: Realising State Responsibility

The United Nations Declaration on the Right to Development (UNDRTD), in principle, confers a duty on States to formulate appropriate national development policies that ensure international cooperation as well as the elimination of obstacles to, and the progressive enhancement of, the Right to Development (RTD). Since the 1990s human beings have been placed at the centre of concerns for sustainable development, and are, in theory, entitled to a healthy and productive life. 
More recently, the former High-Level Task Force on the RTD articulated the ‘core norm’ of the RTD as ‘the right of peoples and individuals to the constant improvement of their well-being and to a national and global environment conducive to just, equitable, participatory and human-centred development respectful of all human rights.’  Today, this goal necessitates a re-think of the current level of state responsibility with regard to ‘development’ as a right so as to fulfil equitably the developmental needs of present and future generations. 

The international human rights dimension of the current Ebola Virus Disease (EVD) epidemic ravaging parts of West Africa, and its numerous implications within a sustainable development context, offer an interesting case study for assessing the efficacy of the RTD as a binding obligation on African States.  Since the commencement of the latest outbreak in Guinea in December 2013, the EVD has infected over 10,000 people and killed over 5,000 people, with all but a handful of the cases being in Guinea, Liberia and Sierra Leone. 

On July 20, 2014 the virus was imported into Nigeria, and though the Nigerian Government (with some help from the international community) rose to the occasion, the situation could have been much worse. I examine the obligation of the Nigerian government under Article 22 of the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights of 1981 to protect Nigerian citizens from contracting and dying from the EVD by ensuring an enabling environment, which is progressively more conducive to the development of Nigeria’s healthcare system.  Furthermore, the international community has been criticised for collectively failing to give ‘prompt and adequate attention’ to this epidemic. What role should State responsibility and international cooperation play in actualising the RTD, through such global public health and development issues as containing the incidence of the current Ebola epidemic both now, and in the future.
Monsignor Silvano Tomasi - Implementing the Right to Development for Justice and Peace

The transformative vision necessary to make the right to development effective comes from the values that sustain it. In the effort to address root causes, systemic issues and structural changes there is a convergence between the UN Declaration on the Right to Development and the social doctrine of the Catholic Church. The social doctrine of the Church presents a few very fundamental notions, many explicitly articulated in the DRTD itself, as necessary for the proper approach and for the promotion of the right to development. These basic concepts are:  1) the unity of origin and a shared destiny of the human family; 2) the equal dignity of every person and of every community; 3) the universal destination of the goods of the earth; 4) human development must be integral embracing the whole person; 5) the human person must be at the centre of every social activity; 6) solidarity and subsidiarity are necessary for a healthy development.  These principles are mutually intertwined, interdependent and essential for a right to development that can lead society out of its deep crises.  Of these, I would like to highlight two in particular: equality of persons based on human dignity and the centrality of the human person and solidarity.

N. D. Jayaprakash - The Path to Sustainable Development: Lessons from the Bhopal Disaster 

The premise of sustainable development is that it would be non-discriminatory and equitable as well. However, discrimination is what nearly 600,000 people of Bhopal suffered at the hands of Union Carbide Corporation (UCC), a U.S. MNC, which had set up a pesticide plant there. Contrary to UCC’s claim that it would uphold “safety at all costs”, UCC had no qualms in violating its own safety norms for cost-cutting purposes and in 1984 wantonly exposing hapless people (as well as flora & fauna) to a horrendous disaster resulting from escape of about 40 tonnes of highly toxic gases, which was wholly preventable. Pre-disaster dumping of toxic waste in and around the plant also resulted in contamination of soil and ground water over a large area. Thousands of victims met excruciating death over the years and hundreds of thousands continue to suffer from various degrees of injury. The Government of India on its part was more concerned about protecting the interests of UCC by underplaying the grievousness of the disaster than in timely assessing its impact, providing needed succour to the gas-victims, and in bringing the guilty to book. Even thirty years after the disaster, gas-victims are still waging a determined struggle to seek better and adequate medical care as well as procure a hard copy of his/her complete medical record that would enable them to seek higher compensation. The only way to prevent future Bhopals is by ensuring that MNC’s (as well as domestic industries) are banned from adopting double standards in installation of safety-systems; every effort must be made to ensure that stringent universal safety-standards for each category of industry are adopted and strictly observed. 

Baskut Tuncak - The Implications of Hazardous Substances on the Rights of Future Generations

My remarks will focus on the rights of future generations implicated by toxic chemicals. For 30 years, the toxic remnants of the former Union Carbide facility have contaminated those in and around the chemical site. I will highlight the particular vulnerability of children to toxic chemicals during critical windows of development; and the human rights implications of childhood exposure. I will assume that previous speakers will focus in greater depth on what happened before, during and after the disaster, and will focus my time on the human rights implications. In particular, the rights of the child, the rights of future generations, and the right to development, will largely frame my comments on the Bhopal disaster.

Karin Arts - Advancing the Right to Development: A Child Rights-Based Approach 
In November 2014 the world celebrated the 25th anniversary of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC). Triggered by the occasion of the 28th birthday of the UN Declaration on the Right to Development, this contribution briefly reflects on the links between the Right to Development, children and their rights. This is all the more relevant as the CRC has a strong development orientation. In addition, the momentum for children's rights in the world that the CRC has helped to bring about has clear implications for the right to development and efforts to advance it further, both in theory and in practice. Three of the key lessons learnt from 25 years of experiences under the CRC are presented: the importance of normative frameworks; the importance of participation; and the need for mobilizing international and national societies as a whole, instead of 'just' entities therein that are specifically charged with work relating to children, or to development. Finally, the progress on formulating the post-2015 Sustainable Development Goals is assessed, as these present golden opportunities for innovative action and for shaping a brighter future for the Right to Development at large. 

Ariel King - Young People’s Participation at UN to Shape the World They Want to See - On behalf of youth worldwide and Ariel Foundation International 

Across many different cultures, historical and traditional interpretations or definitions of the concept of sustainable development are drawn to the theme of ‘facilitating conditions that allow future generations to thrive’.

We youth believe that the Right to Development must include direct young participation. Fundamental to this premise is the right for young people to be involved in shaping a world that they will not only have to live with, but also a world they want to see. 
Young people account for a growing quarter of the world’s population. In many countries, young

people constitute more than 50% of the population. Young people throughout history have been leaders and change makers. Lured by moral obligation and optimism for positive impact, young people believe in change for social good and are driven to get involved or take action.

Today, the growing creative, technology and cultural sectors clearly demonstrate the abundance of youth leaders. These leaders are also highly influential across society, and are shaping the future for everyone, whilst in the process inspiring other young people to do the same. This is why youth participation at the UN in all sorts of issues affecting the world is not only desirable, but a wholly necessary obligation.

Ariel Foundation International under the umbrella of C.F.A.H. facilitated the organisation of a Youth Summit at the UN, driven by a very simple idea: young people need be involved in shaping the world they want to see. Youth delegates from around the world came to Geneva to discuss important issues related to the Right to Development. Workshops were chosen by and capture the voices of youth in four key areas: Education, Business for Development, Employment and Slavery & Trafficking. The report covering the outcome from the Youth Summit and its recommendations for the Right to Development can be downloaded at www.youthsummitun.org. 

Recommendations from youth delegates were taken to the Right to Development Working Group in the form of concrete contributions towards shaping the development of a sub-criteria framework. A key message that came from Summit delegates was the need for the UN to engage young people more deeply across all its work and policy developments. The Summit delegates passionately believe that greater youth engagement will bring mutual benefit to both the UN and young people around the world. The coming together of young people at the UN, participating in a focused summit upon which recommendations are disseminated directly into the work of the UN is considered a good and effective model. We would like to put forward an invitation to the Human Rights Council to discuss and explore opportunities for real, concrete, outcome focused engagement of young people worldwide in the work of the Council.
Changemakers Summit 2014 www.changemakers-un.org and Youth Summit on RTD 2013

www.youthsummitun.org organized by Ariel Foundation International (www.arielfoundation.org) 
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