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QUESTI ON OF THE REALI ZATION I N ALL COUNTRI ES OF THE ECONOM C, SOCI AL
AND CULTURAL RI GHTS CONTAI NED | N THE UNI VERSAL DECLARATI ON OF HUMAN
RI GHTS AND I N THE | NTERNATI ONAL COVENANT ON ECONOM C, SOCI AL AND
CULTURAL RI GHTS, AND STUDY OF SPECI AL PROBLEMS WHI CH THE DEVELOPI NG
COUNTRI ES FACE I N THE EFFORTS TO ACH EVE THESE HUMAN RI GHTS

THE EFFECTS OF THE EXI STI NG UNJUST | NTERNATI ONAL ECONOM C ORDER

ON THE ECONOM ES OF THE DEVELCPI NG COUNTRI ES, AND THE OBSTACLE

THAT THI S REPRESENTS FOR THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF HUMAN RI GHTS
AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS

Witten statenent subnmitted by North-South XXI, a non-governnenta
organi zation in special consultative status

The Secretary-Ceneral has received the following witten statement,
which is circulated in accordance with Economnmi c and Soci al Counci
resol ution 1296 (XLIV).

[4 March 1997]

1. The Copenhagen Decl arati on on Social Devel opment of 15 June 1995 and the
Programme of Action of the World Summit for Social Devel opnent are an integra

part of the set of reference points which nake progress in the field of human

rights possible. Al the States of the international comunity have agreed to
give “the highest priority” to social policies and have stated their intention
to “place people at the centre of devel opnent”.

2. The “ten comm tnments” nade at Copenhagen, which affirmthe “right to
devel opnent” and call for the “equitable distribution” of incone and resources
“through equity and equality of opportunity for all” and for the “eradication

of poverty”, are the necessary conditions for the effectiveness of human
rights and in thensel ves constitute fundamental principles arising out of
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these rights. Yet they are contradicted by the public policies of many States
whi ch, instead, act in accordance with the structural adjustnent plans and
recommendati ons of the World Bank and the International Mnetary Fund (1 M)

by institutionalizing poverty and reducing States' social policy to the
setting-up of “safety nets” for the poor in order not to waste “human
resources” and hinder the privatization process in countries undergoing
adjustnent. According to the Wrld Bank, “good governance” means that each
country, in its social policy, nmust Iimt itself to maintaining donmestic order
and providing assistance to its neediest inhabitants in cooperation with

non- gover nment al organi zati ons (NGOs), thereby conpensating for the damage
caused by adj ustnent policies.

3. The Social Summit, on the contrary, rejecting the traditional

neol i beral approach that gives priority to econonics, instead gives priority
to social issues and rejects the artificial distinction between political
econom ¢ and social issues. The Social Summt (unlike the Wrld Bank) does
not make NGOs substitutes for public social services which protect the poor
like the charitabl e associations of the nineteenth century. The “ten
commi t ments” made at Copenhagen do not make NGOs into adjuncts of a neolibera
system and partners in consensus in order to contribute to the success of
structural adjustnent policies on a global scale.

4, The Social Summit, on the contrary, commts States, internationa

organi zations and NGOs to a policy of full enploynent and social equality and
of regulation by lawwith the help, inter alia, of the International Labour
Organi zation (ILO conventions. It recognizes that econonmi c and social rights
are enjoyed by all the citizens of the State, which has the primary
responsibility for inplenmenting them

5. Whereas the World Bank's policy is to “assist the poor” within the
framework of a two-tier society which includes a quasi-pernmanent “undercl ass”,
Commitment 2 speaks of the need to “focus our efforts and policies to address
the root causes of poverty and to provide for the basic needs of all”. It
explains that this is a “strategic objective” which requires a reorientation
of the entire network of financial and economic institutions on the basis of
the principles |aid down at Copenhagen rather than bringing all policies into
line with the “npdel” defined by the World Bank or the | M.

6. Despite the “ten commitnents” solemmly entered into at Copenhagen

States are drawn at the urging of the G/ countries into a “globalization”
process in which social issues are nmerely a mnor “accessory” to financial and
economi c policies in which speculation plays a major role. Despite the fact
that the wealth of the planet has increased sevenfold in 50 years, its

di stribution is increasingly unequal, both within individual econom es and at
the I evel of the world econony. The social consequences of this are grow ng
poverty and the marginalization which is beconm ng a permanent state for
hundreds of mllions of people in both the North and the South.

7. The many anomalies of international trade continue to reflect the tota
dom nation of transnational conpanies and financial groups: for exanple,
contracts with no set price which nerely refer to the “market price”; trade
agreenents that include conditions of a political nature; |egislation

whi ch discrimnates in matters of trade, such as the American Hel ms-Burton
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and d' Anat 0- Kennedy acts, which prohibit any State from engaging in trade
relations with States which the United States al one designates; enbargoes
and ot her fornms of discrimnation, which continue to exist despite the
principles established by the World Trade Organization (WO ; violations of
I LO conventions; etc.

8. The practices and the very structure of international trade encourage
the concentration of wealth in one area of international society and make
devel opnent inpossible for the majority of peoples. This has extrenely
seri ous consequences for the economi c and social rights enshrined in the
various human rights conventions, covenants and decl arati ons.

9. The Vi enna Decl aration of 1993 on human rights enphasi zes that econom c
and social rights are indivisible fromcivil and political rights and freedons
and that no priority may be assigned to any one of them Consequently, no
State can claimto give “lessons” in human rights to anyone, since their

dom nation of the entire international trading system makes the major Powers

t hensel ves - the very ones which claimto represent universal values -
responsi ble for the nost serious violations of econom ¢ and social rights.

10. It is encouraging that the Conm ssion on Human Rights is devoting many
of its agenda itens to the nunmerous attacks on, inter alia, freedom of

opi nion, religion and association in many of the world' s States; however, the
“ten comm tments” of the Social Summt, and the Vienna Declaration, require by
i mplication that the question of econonic and social rights should al so be
taken into consideration.

11. We therefore propose that States should be called on to transformthe
“ten comm tments” nade at Copenhagen into a convention with the full force of
aw and with binding effect, and that the Commi ssion on Human Ri ghts shoul d
give a hearing to the bodies responsible for followup to the Copenhagen
conmi t ment s.



