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The Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster and the Chernobyl disaster before that. he BP oil spill. he Bhopal 
gas tragedy. he 2010 Russian heat wave. he 2011 East Africa drought. he June 2012 Derecho. Hurricane 
Katrina. hese are only some environmental catastrophes of recent decades — calamities that we’ve earlier 

thought of as accidents or as isolated events that erupt without warning or notice. 

But are these occurrences really accidents? Are these phenomena truly accidental or are they somehow inevitable? 
And do these inevitable disasters form a consistent patern? Are they somehow rooted in a deep-seated crisis that 
isn’t only environmental but profoundly social?

Today, there’s a growing awareness that the global ecological crisis is rapidly worsening, that human economic 
activity is mainly responsible for this —and that there’s an urgent need for systemic changes in society. 

Across the world, people are carrying out serious changes in lifestyle and consumption, changes that seem 
immediately doable, such as using bikes, buying organic food and switching to clean technologies and more eco-
friendly techniques of production. But moving beyond these particulars, solving the ecological crisis demands a 
comprehensive understanding of the ecological crisis and its root causes. 

Solving the ecological crisis 

through system change

Editors’ note: This article is an abridged and simplified version of the “IBON Primer on System 

Change: Monopoly Capitalism and the Ecological Crisis.”

‘SYSTEM CHANGE NOT CLIMATE CHANGE,’ declared campesinos who marched at Cancun, Mexico during the Cancun Climate conference 
2010. Photo credit: Sheila Menon, Friends of the Earth International.
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Fallacies and false solutions

Taking a closer look at some of the solutions being 
proposed unmasks them as fallacies and false 
solutions that don’t add up to a systemic solution. 
hey represent mere patchwork ixes that may 
provide some relief to the crisis, and can even be 
dangerous if they lull people into a false sense of 
security while the basic problems worsen.

Fallacy No. 1: Overpopulation “is causing 
ecological disaster especially in the South” and so 
the solution is found in population control.

It’s true that more resources are required to 
sustain more people (even with more eicient 
production), and that the biosphere cannot absorb 
an ininitely growing population. But it doesn’t 
follow that “overpopulation” is the main culprit 
in the ecological crisis. he “sparsely populated” 
but rich global North, for example, consumes 
more resources and produces more waste than the 
“overpopulated” but poor global South. his clearly 
disproves the overpopulation thesis.

Fallacy No. 2: Industrialism and economic 
growth are the causes of ecological crisis, and so 
societies must de-industrialize and atain zero 
growth.” While industrial production does disrupt 
the environment—through intensive resource 
extraction and pollutive and GHG-emiting 
fossil fuels —  this condition is caused by the 
abuse of industrial production in a speciic social 
context: Capitalism, in which capitalist irms are 
constantly impelled to increase production and 
cut costs, even though that means producing more 
industrial pollution and waste, depleting resources 
more rapidly, and causing overconsumption and 
eventually, the overheating of the economy to the 
point of collapse. 

Fallacy No. 3: Green capitalism is the notion 
that “capitalism can be made sustainable and its 
environmental problems can be solved through 
the right policy and technology mix.” Strategies for 
such “sustainable capitalism” include the following 
approaches: (a) “free-market environmentalism” 
that profers mobilizing market mechanisms and 
private property rights to solve environmental 

problems; (b) “green Keynesianism” that calls for 
more public funding assigned to key industries to 
catalyse the gradual shit of private investments 
from “brown” to “green”; and (c) “technological 
optimism” that relies on biotech, geo-engineering, 
and other techno-ixes to overcome environmental 
limits and problems.

he problem with these approaches is that they 
merely atempt to redirect the proit motive away 
from discredited technologies and industries 
(“brown”) towards more ecologically acceptable 
ones (“green”), without addressing what are 
precisely the central sources of unsustainability: the 
proit imperative and its resultant social inequities.

Environmental impact of production

he ecological crisis has its roots in the way our 
societies are organized to produce. To understand 
it and solve it, therefore, we need to revisit 
humankind’s basic relationship with nature, and 
examine how this nexus turned problematic under 
the prevailing system of production.

Humankind and nature. In the most fundamental 
sense, humanity belongs to nature; it cannot wrest 
itself away from nature. Despite our great advances, 
our survival, like those of other species, depends 
ultimately on the planet’s natural processes. Yet 
there’s an inherent tension between humanity and 
environment. Unlike other species, we are much 
beter able to harness nature for our own purposes, 
which are no longer just biological but social 
ones. his, in turn, impels us to further develop 
production and transform our environment at 
faster rates and on larger scales, changing the face 
of the earth much more systematically and widely.

Impacts of modern technology and industry. 

Humans have been around for several million years, 
and agricultural civilization for several thousand 
years. But the most profound changes in human 
societies and their environments occurred only 
in the last 250 years, with the advent of modern 
science and technology (S&T) and modern 
industry. hese increased vastly our capacity to 
exploit the environment, expanded the goods and 
services available for our use, and represent a vast 
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potential source to meet growing human needs and 
improve standards of living. 

Mechanization and automation, along with 
the expanded use of fossil fuels and electricity, 
made way for the large-scale production of food 
and other goods. Improved transportation and 
communications led to increased mobility and 
commerce, and new consumer needs as well. 
Advances in chemistry, biology, physics and 
engineering enabled the mass production of cheap 
synthetic materials for industry and agriculture 
(including new foods, drinks, drugs, fabrics, etc.), 
as well as cheap mass media that helped build up 
consumers’ tastes for these products.

But these very same advances have also led to serious 
environmental problems that now overwhelm 
the planet’s carrying capacities. Unsustainable 
production and consumption are using up resources 
and producing waste at rates over 50% faster than 
the planet can replenish and absorb. he resulting 
climate change, biodiversity loss, deforestation, 
soil degradation, chemical pollution and depletion 
of freshwater, isheries, fossil fuels and minerals, 
threaten to lead to abrupt or irreversible changes 
that humans and other species may ind hard, or 
even impossible, to adapt to. 

Moreover, the beneits of modernization have 
not been shared equally among the world’s 
regions and countries. Modernization has been 
accompanied by widespread poverty, hunger and 
underdevelopment. Over three billion people live 
on USD 2.50 a day or less. Roughly one billion 
or more sufer chronic hunger, don’t have safe 
drinking water or electricity, and don’t have access 
to health care systems. Meanwhile, the economic 
gap between developed and underdeveloped 
countries has widened. 

It’s not only that the beneits are uneven, but 
also that people are harmed by modernization. 
Instead of easing human labor, mechanization 
and automation allow exploiters to devalue work 
and depress wages. Industrial agriculture displaces 
farm labor and concentrates vast tracts of lands 
into fewer hands. Dispossessed peasants lock to 

the cities, swelling the ranks of cheap laborers or of 
the unemployed. S&T advances are used to create 
weapons of mass destruction and infrastructure  
used to reach further and exploit the people in the 
world’s hinterlands.

Some well-meaning progressives blame S&T 
and industry per se for society’s dysfunctional 
relationship with the environment, citing the 
so-called Western worldview that sees humans 
and nature in basic conlict and the mindset of 
“industrialism” that stresses the overpowering 
dominance and relentless growth of industrial 
production. While valid to some extent, such 
critiques must be understood in the context of 
capitalism, the system of production that has 
prevailed in the past two and a half centuries.

Monopolistic capitalism and the 

ecological crisis

he capitalist mode of production. One 
evident aspect of capitalism is modern industrial 
production, in which large, powered machinery 
are used to mass produce goods and services that 
are bought and sold as commodities in the market. 
Under this system, most people become workers 
with practically no other productive resource 
but their capacity to work in exchange for wages. 
Meanwhile, most of the land, raw materials, 
factories, technology and inance are controlled by 
a tiny capitalist elite, a setup which is protected by 
the state. 
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he capitalists extract proits, a part of which goes 
to their own pockets, and then reinvest the rest to 
sustain and expand the proit-making cycle. he 
drive for proit is not just about individual greed, 
but is an irresistible imperative, in which capitalists 
have to gain proit and mobilize more capital — or 
risk failure and bankruptcy. 

Capitalism is inherently unsustainable. Since 
the proit-making drive knows no limits and 
production has to continue expanding to sustain 
proits, capitalism is inherently expansionary. 
Capitalist irms must constantly seek to expand 
production, sales and market share if they are to 
survive and succeed, while the consumption of 
goods and services must also rise in step with 
expanding production. In short, capitalism tends 
to overproduce at the same time that it constantly 
atempts to reduce workers’ wages in order to 
sustain proitability.

A crisis of overproduction arises when the 
decreasing income of the workers disables them 
from buying what they produce. When proits 
dwindle and expansion staggers to a stop, the 
system falls into crisis. he low of money and 
credit freezes, factories are idled, and workers are 
laid of, while capitalists and the state scramble to 
jump-start the stalled economy and resume the 
normal growth cycle.

Capitalism is thus fundamentally in conlict with the 
environment. Its lust for growth drives it to exploit 
more natural resources, create more waste, and 
encourage more wasteful consumption, reaching 
levels beyond normal human needs — as well as 
environmental carrying capacities. Meanwhile, 
when the environment’s capacity to provide 
resources and absorb waste is stretched to the limit, 
it stops functioning properly. his contradiction 
endangers the sustainability of the economy, and of 
life itself. 

Capitalist irms produce to ensure marketability and 
proitability, without an overall sense of society’s 
needs and of how to manage its total resources 
rationally. hus, we ind resources wasted on 
inancial speculation and luxury goods and services, 

while many pressing human needs are let unmet. 
Moreover, these irms atempt to resolve (only 
temporarily) the periodic crises of overproduction 
through the idling or destruction of productive 
capacity. All told, capitalism is an environmentally 
wasteful, destructive and ineicient system. 

Global-scale conlict of capitalism and 

environment. Industrialization greatly intensiied 
the demand for raw materials in advanced capitalist 
states, pushing them to acquire colonial possessions. 
By end-19th century, the biggest industrial irms 
formed cartels, merged with banks, and thus turned 
into giant monopolies with larger appetites for 
proits, capital accumulation, new market outlets, 
as well as new sources of raw materials and cheaper 
labor. 

hese monopolies became so concentrated in 
Europe, North America, Japan and Australia (the 
global North), such that further growth could 
only happen by expanding overseas, particularly 
to the agrarian countries of Asia, Africa and 
Latin America (the global South) where 80 
percent of the world’s population live. Monopoly 
capitalists operated directly via their transnational 
corporations (TNCs) and indirectly through their 
states, practicing the worst kinds of colonialism and 
neocolonialism.

Until today, systemic inequalities in trade, debt, 
investment paterns and property rights maintain 
both the underdevelopment of the vast South 
and the economic and political dominance of the 
Northern powers. 

In the process, Southern countries were, and 
are, denied full control of their resources. heir 
economies, supposedly developing and sovereign, 
have become over-dependent on the North for 
markets, capital, loans and development aid. North-
South inequalities in various forms also brought 
about the ecological devastation and exhaustion of 
land and other natural resources.

Changing the system to solve the crisis

Clearly, capitalism is inherently irrational and 
wasteful. It is predicated on relentless growth 
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driven by private proit. It consumes resources and 
produces waste at ever-larger amounts, disregarding 
ecological carrying capacities and even actual 
human needs. hus, any systemic solution must 
be created in the context of inding alternatives to 
capitalism and its imperialistic outgrowth.

here are three fundamental requirements of 
system change:

First, we need to efect an ecological transition 
involving current technologies and methods of 
production. 

To achieve this, and as a second requirement, we 
need to transform the basic character of production 
by changing the structures of ownership, control 
and decision-making, and reorienting the economy 
from producing for proits to producing for human 
need. 

hird, we need to deine and give actual shape to 
the concept of sustainable living. 

Ataining ecological transition. he challenge 
in ataining an ecological transition is how 
to prudently apply current technologies and 
production methods and eventually transform 
these in the context of a society where production 
is socially and ecologically rational.

Dealing with the old productive structures still in 
place — technological, energy, industrial — will 
remain a big challenge. Economies will need to go 
through a transition period where they phase out 
the most problematic branches and methods of 
production and adapt other existing ones (probably 
with adjustments to make these more democratic 
and ecological), then introduce and expand new, 
more sustainable methods. 

In agriculture, societies can wean themselves 
from industrial agriculture and move towards 
ecologically sound, sustainable production 
methods (oten deined as agro-ecology). In 
industries, productivity and sustainability should 
be improved continuously while stricter limits 
on waste output and environmental impact are 

imposed. Societies should phase out fossil fuel-
based energy while scaling up alternative energy 
sources that are less pollutive or hazardous and 
more renewable and manageable. International 
governance and cooperation are needed to make the 
global transition less painful, positively reinforcing 
and more equitable, especially for developing 
countries of the South. 

Democratic decision-making and planning. 
To implement this ecological transition process, 
democratic decision-making and planning 
in development and production are needed. 
People must be empowered to participate in 
making decisions on how resources are going 
to be used to achieve to their needs, priorities 
and goals. Participatory planning based on 
democratic decision-making will enable countries, 
communities and enterprises to manage production 
and distribution rationally, thoroughly considering 
the use and allocation of natural resources and 
overall environmental impact, with a view to 
ensuring long-term economic sustainability. 

In the global scene, the principles of national 
sovereignty (including sovereignty over natural 
resources), self-determination, equality, and 
mutual beneit should be upheld. Multilateral 
treaties and economic institutions that amplify the 
power of TNCs and curtail the eforts of Southern 
countries to pursue their self-development should 
be reviewed and reformed or abolished. 

Democratizing ownership and control over 

productive resources. Because they control the 
basic means of production (especially in high 
inance and industry), capitalist irms — especially 
inancial and industrial monopolies — can set 
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paterns of production and consumption that 
afect millions of people. Meanwhile, billions are 
let with only marginal means to survive. his 
unequal structure of ownership —which underlies 
the worsening environmental destruction as well 
as exploitation, inequality, mass poverty and 
oppression — must be ended. 

he ownership and control of the means of 
production must also be democratized to ensure 
that they serve the broad and long-term needs of 
the majority of people. Property rights regimes 
must move away decisively from the overwhelming 
emphasis on private and capitalist-oriented property 
rights towards more democratic, cooperative and 
community-based forms of property ownership 
and control or management. 

he shit to sustainable living. Finally, switching 
to a more sustainable and equitable system 
of production entails a redeinition of human 
development away from the current paradigm 
that equates well-being with more wealth and 
greater consumption. Beyond a minimum and 
indispensable baseline of material well-being, there’s 
an optimum or natural threshold of consumption. 
In other words, the material needs of people are 
actually satiable (in contrast to insatiable “needs” 
created by capitalism) and can be met sustainably. 

In an alternative social system based on sustainability 
and equitability — in which people’s real needs are 
given priority — well-being goes beyond material 
welfare. he development of human potentials 
— through education, culture and participation 
in community life— becomes the higher goal. 
his fundamentally diferent approach imposes 
fewer demands on the planet’s carrying capacity. 
At the same time, it provides a more profound 
and sustainable basis for human fulillment and 
development.

he challenges and pathways to achieve sustainable 
living difer from country to country, and difer 

especially between the global North and the global 
South. 

In the North, sustainable development requires a 
major redistribution of resources, both within these 
countries and towards the less developed countries 
of the South. In other words, the challenge for 
countries of the North is to reduce their resource 
consumption to stay within sustainable limits, in 
the context of truly achieving social equality.

Meanwhile, the challenge to the South is to develop 
productive capacities in agriculture, industry and 
key utilities, in order to provide the material goods 
and services to meet the basic needs of its peoples 
—without remaining dependent on foreign capital, 
unequal trade, unjust loans and tied aid.

In other words, economic development in the 
South should necessarily translate into increasing 
levels of production and consumption compared to 
that of the present. he impacts of production on 
the natural environment also must be addressed, 
not as post-development problems, but by ensuring 
that solutions are built into each country’s program 
of sustainable development. 

Poor countries must not be made to choose, 
therefore, between industrial development 
and protecting the environment. Instead, they 
must embark on alternative paths to economic 
development that bypass the gross social 
dislocations and environmental abuses associated 
with the North’s capitalist path of industrialization. 

Poor and rich countries alike need to develop 
socially and economically in ways not based on the 
exploitation of people’s labors and the exhaustion of 
the planet’s resources. Instead, humanity must build 
a radically diferent system that is truly sustainable, 
equitable, and integrated with nature.

If humanity is to solve the ecological crisis and 
eventually its own social conlicts, we must embark 
on this path now. ■
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MARSEILLE, France — Water 
justice campaigners Maria 
heresa Lauron and Levi 
Francisco underscored the 
human rights approach to water 
and environmental issues in 
the “Governance, Democracy 
and Territories Confronting 
Exploitation of Natural Resources” 
workshop facilitated by IBON 
International on March 10.

he workshop, held at the Hotel 
de Region Provence-Alpes-Cote 

d’Azur in PACA, France, was one 
of many workshops held as part 
of the People, Planet and Water 
international conference that began 
a day earlier. 

During the workshop, Lauron, who 
is from IBON International, spoke 
about the rights of indigenous 
peoples in southern Chile, while 
Francisco, who is also from the 
same international nonproit group, 
discussed the impact of mega-
projects on people’s collective 

environmental rights and the 
human right to water. 

More than 300 participants 
atended the conference, including 
civil society and community 
representatives from Italy, 
Argentina, Belgium, Benin, 
Colombia, Chile, India, Moldova, 
the Philippines, South Africa, Spain, 
Switzerland, Uganda, and other 
countries.

MARSEILLE, France — Water justice campaigners 
and private water operators deliberated the merits of 
public and private water provision in a debate entitled 
“Private/Public Involvement in the Provision of Water 
and Sanitation Services” held on March 13 during the 
6th World Water Forum in Marseille, France. 

Arguing for public control were Maria heresa Lauron of 
IBON International/Water for the People Network and 
David Boys of Public Services International. Defending 
private management were Gerard Payen, president of 
the International Federation of Private Water Operators 
(AQUAFED), and Mamadou Dia of Sénégalaise des 
Eaux, a public-private utility company in Senegal. 

Boys noted that the support for public, instead of private, 
management of water and sanitation services has given 
way to “low risks and high returns.” Added returns from 
public water provision include health, family stability 

and community coherence — socio-cultural aspects 
not taken into account by market mechanisms. 

Lauron also recounted the persisting ill efects of water 
privatization in metropolitan Manila, the megacity that 
is the capital of the Philippines. 

he privatization scheme in Manila had been touted 
by the World Bank as a model of public-private 
partnerships. But in reality, water rates in that Southeast 
Asian country had risen by over 1,000 percent since 
privatization was initiated in the 1990s, and rates are 
now among Asia’s highest, Lauron said. 

Meanwhile, more than 200 communities in the 
metropolis remained “waterless” or not serviced 
because private contractors did not think doing so was 
inancially viable. 

IBON asserts water rights at 

“People, Planet & Water” meet
IBON International

Water justice campaigners debate 

water privatization
IBON International

Water rights... (continued on 
p. 21)

Water justice... (continued on p. 29)
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Civil society organizations (CSOs) 
and some government delegates 
atending preparatory events to 
the upcoming Rio+20 United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development decried the atempts 
by “a few powerful parties” to 
weaken references to human rights 
obligations in the negotiating text.

he irst reading of the “zero-
drat” negotiation document for 
Rio+20, to be held this June in 
Rio de Janeiro, is set to take place 
this March. he reading is part of 
formal and informal processes that 
will lead up to the Rio+20 outcome 
document itself, which is expected 
to deine more clearly the pathways 
to sustainable development for the 
next decades. 

But at the side event organized 
by civil society groups IBON 
International, and Both ENDS on 
March 21, CSO representatives and 
even some government ministers 
warned that removing or weakening 
human rights safeguards in the zero 
drat would exclude marginalized 
sectors and vulnerable groups from 
the Green Economy — or even 
leave them worse of than they were 
before. 

“he direct cause of the water wars 
that started in 2005 in Cochabamba 
in Bolivia was the atempt by the 
government to privatize water 
resources,” recalled Rene Orellana, 
Chief Negotiator of the Plurinational 
State of Bolivia to the UN. “his is 

precisely what is happening now in 
the Rio+20 process: private access 
and control and property over 
natural resources is being prioritized 
in the discussions,” he said.

Anil Naidoo, coordinator of the 
Council of Canadians’ Blue Planet 
Project also warned, “he rights 
language is being scrubbed of from 
the international discussions about 
sustainable development.” 

“If they (powerful parties at the 
Rio+20) succeed (in) geting the 
human right to water out of this text, 
then a precedent has been shaped 
for every future negotiation,” he 
cautioned, asking, “Is the Green 
Economy going to be a Trojan 
horse for the ‘commodiication’ of 
nature?” 

“We need to reairm the 
sustainability agenda which has 
a rights-based approach and 
we cannot come back on what 
we already agreed upon,” Helga 
Serrano, Adviser Ministerio 
Coordinador de Patrimonio de 
Ecuador, emphasized. 

But apart from these grim warnings, 
the panelists at the side event 
entitled “Rights for Sustainability 
and Sustainable Development 
Governance” also had some 
inspiring messages for the civil 
society groups, government 
delegates, students and faith-based 
organizations in the audience. 

Serrano recounted how Ecuador has 
since 2007 gone through a reform 
process based on a new constitution 
that adopts the principle of Buen 
Vivir, or living in harmony with 
nature. 

Ecuador’s new stress on the Rights 
of Nature starts from a recognition 
of nature’s limits, she explained. 
A new global economic order and 
a new inancial architecture are 
urgently needed today, Serrano also 
said, vowing, “Ecuador will bring 
the concept of Buen Vivir to the 
Rio+20 process.” 

Bolivia’s Dr. Orellana also explained 
how the human right to water 
is enshrined in the Bolivian 
constitution. his right to water in 
Bolivia is also interpreted to mean 
that customary laws govern the 
use of water, he said. his implies 
that peasants and communities 
collectively manage the natural 
resources of Bolivia, he added. 

Joseph Foti, Senior Associate at 
the World Resources Institute, 
spoke about Principle 10 of the 
Rio Declaration, which involves 
access to information, public 
participation and access to justice 
on environmental maters. 

“here has been a lot of progress 
since 1992 with a near-universal 
adoption by legislation of public 

Don’t ‘scrub off’ rights language from 

Rio+20 — civil society, govt delegates
Paul Quintos, IBON International and Rights for Sustainability (R4S)

Don’t ‘scrub off’... (continued 
on p. 26)
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Environmentalist group Kalikasan 
Partylist welcomed the Temporary 
Environmental Protection Order 
(TEPO) issued by a Baguio City 
Regional Trial Court on April 10, 
which put a temporary stop to SM 
Baguio’s planned earth-balling of 
almost 200 trees in Luneta Hill. 

At the same time, the group also 
urged the court to make the 
ban permanent, noting that the 
TEPO would halt all earth-balling 
operations for only three days. 

he order, delivered early in the 
morning of April 10 by the sherif ’s 
oice to SM Baguio authorities, cut 
short the mall operator’s ongoing 
earth-balling operations, which 
it began in the evening of April 
9. According to reports, SM had 
already inished uprooting 14 trees.

Clemente Bautista Jr, president 
of Kalikasan Partylist, praised the 
court order, saying it has provided 
Baguio residents three more days to 
resist the removal of the trees.

“his is a welcome step forward in 
the campaign to save the Luneta 
Hill trees from SM’s operations,” 
Bautista said. he controversial trees 
make up much of the remaining 
forest stands in the city ater high-
impact development projects 

and economic zones decimated 
Baguio’s pine forests over the past 
two decades, explained Bautista. 
He said it was crucial to save the last 
remaining trees from disappearing 
altogether.

“Our green courts can help by 
delivering the strong message that 
our ecology must not be destroyed 
in the pursuit of proit,” Bautista 
added.

Unprecedented rallies for 

Baguio’s remaining trees

Early this year, the earth-balling 
of the Luneta Hill trees to make 
way for the mall’s expansion — 
which includes the construction 
of a parking lot and entertainment 
center — had spurred some of the 
largest rallies in this perennially 
cool city, the summer capital of the 
country that was once cloaked with 
pine forests.

Since January, thousands of Baguio 
residents and local tourists and have 
been protesting what they described 
as the “massacre of the 182 trees” on 
Luneta Hill. Residents and tourists 
have staged various protest actions 
and circulated petitions. 

Because they are found at the heart 
of city, Baguio residents say, the 
trees don’t only signify a last hope 

for maintaining dwindling greenery, 
but are also a part of the city’s 
history, as well as the very thing that 
has distinguished Baguio from the 
rest of the country for the past 100 
years.

Bating for the TEPO’s extension, 
Bautista said “three days is too short 
a time to protect those trees.” 

“We hope the court will extend this 
TEPO against the cuting of trees by 
SM Baguio and make it permanent, 
for the ecology and the people’s 
sake. We also hope that the DENR 
will revoke the permit issued to 
SM and declare it null and void, in 
recognition of the growing public 
clamor to save the remaining trees,” 
he said.

A version of this article was published in the Philippine 

online news site, Bulatlat.com, on 10 April 2012 ( http://

bulatlat.com/main/2012/04/10/environmentalists-hail-

baguio-city%E2%80%99s-ban-of-sm-tree-cutting/). 

Environmentalists hail 

Baguio’s ‘ban’ on SM’s 

earth-balling of trees
Marya Salamat, Bulatlat

CUTTING THE ROOTS effectively kills the 
pine tree. Shown here is an earth-ball that 
is too small.  Photo credit: Gideon Omero, 
Baguio City’s Save 182 Trees Movement
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housands of anti-nuclear protesters 
took to the streets of Tokyo and 
other Japanese cities on March 11 
to mark the irst anniversary of the 
Fukushima nuclear crisis, the largest 
nuclear disaster since Chernobyl 
that had been triggered by a strong 
earthquake and tsunami occurring 
back-to-back a year ago.

Marching to the head oice of Tokyo 
Electric Power Co, demonstrators 
called for Japan to abandon nuclear 
power and to rehabilitate the 
prefecture from which more than 
100,000 residents were forced to 
relocate.

In Koriyama, Fukushima, some 
16,000 people atended an anti-
nuclear rally, calling on the 
government to scrap all of the 
country’s 54 commercial reactors 
that together had, before the 
Fukushima disaster, provided a 
third of Japan’s electricity.

In Shizuoka Prefecture, about 
1,100 people gathered to pressure 

the Chubu Electric Power Co. to 
shuter its reactors at the Hamaoka 
power plant. he reactors were 
stopped last May at the request of 
then Prime Minister Naoto Kan, 
who was concerned about the risks 
posed by a new quake, which has for 
some time now been predicted to 
hit the area.

In Fukui Prefecture, about 1,200 
people marched in Tsuruga, which 
hosts the experimental Monju fast-
breeder reactor and the Kansai 
Electric Power Co.’s atomic reactors. 
he rallyists were protesting 
against restarting the two reactors 
at the Kepco’s Oi plant despite a 
government order for safety tests 
to be conducted on the two plants, 
which had been idled in time for 
regular checkups.

Build a society that doesn’t rely 

on nuclear power

“What we need to do, ater 
witnessing how tragic Tokyo 
Electric’s Fukushima No. 1 nuclear 
plant accident, is to build a society 

that does not rely on nuclear plants,” 
said Fujio Yamamoto, one of the 
protest leaders.

Similar protests were held in other 
prefectures, including Saga and 
Aomori, which host atomic plants 
or related facilities.

Over the weekend, thousands of 
people had also gathered in Tokyo’s 
Hibiya Park to hold candlelight 
services, play music and ofer 
prayers to mark the irst anniversary 
of the Great East Japan Earthquake.

he Hibiya Park protest was among 
the largest gatherings held across 
Japan’s capital. Nonproits who were 
gathered at the park in Chiyoda 
Ward set up booths and tents and 
handed out pamphlets calling for 
aid to the crisis-struck Tohoku 
region and for people to share their 
thoughts about the year of the great 
disaster.

Protesters mull, ‘How to 

proceed from here?’

“Time has passed and the rubble 
has been removed, but we are not 
sure how to proceed from here,” 
said Risa Watanabe, 33, who came 
from Morioka, Iwate Prefecture, to 
atend the event. “It is great that so 
many people have gathered today 
and that the media is reporting the 
event. But it shouldn’t be only today 
that this sort of atention is given to 
Tohoku,” she added.

Japanese anti-nuke activists mark 

Fukushima’s anniversary

ANTI-NUCLEAR protesters gather at a rally. Photo credit: trust.org
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Members and friends of the 
International Migrants Alliance 
(IMA) in Hong Kong held a 
protest action on March 8 in front 
of Malaysia’s Consulate General to 
condemn the Malaysia’s crackdown 
on undocumented migrants.

Chanting “stop the crackdown now,” 
“no one is illegal,” and “respect the 
rights of migrants,” a small group 
of around 25 people marched from 
Harcourt Garden to the Malaysian 
Consulate to show their opposition 
to the crackdown and to expose to 
the Hong Kong public Malaysia’s 
systematic violations of migrant 
people’s rights. 

A short program was held in which 
representatives of the Asia Paciic 
Mission for Migrants (APMM), the 
Asian Migrants Coordinating Body 
(AMCB), and the IMA spoke.

APMM’s Joselito Natividad 
discussed the crackdown and the 
conditions of migrant workers 
in Malaysia, and recounted how 
migrants have helped, and continue 
to help, build the Malaysian 
economy. He also lambasted that 
country’s government for the 
brutal crackdown, which he said is 
expected to intensify in the future.

Eman Villanueva of AMCB-HK 
delivered a solidarity message to 
Malaysia migrants from his group, 
composed of migrants from the 
Philippines, Indonesia, hailand, 
Nepal and Sri Lanka, and expressed 
his continued support for the 
undocumented aliens.

According to IMA chairwoman Eni 
Lestari, undocumented migrant 
workers are a major concern of her 
group. Criticizing the Malaysian 

government for its ill treatment of 
millions of Indonesian migrants, she 
noted, however, that undocumented 
migrants around the world face 
similarly brutal, repressive and 
discriminatory policies. 

he protesters vowed to continue 
to support the campaign to lit 
the crackdown and to encourage 
groups in other countries to join the 
campaign as well.

A version of this article was first published on the 

Asia-Pacific Mission for Migrants (APMM) website on 

8 March 2012 (http://www.apmigrants.org/home/

item/62-migrant-orgs-in-hk-hit-malaysia-crackdown-vs-

undocumenteds). 

Migrant groups hit Malaysia for crackdown 

on ‘undocumented’
Asia-Pacific Mission for Migrants

At her booth, Watanabe, who works 
for a food services chain in Iwate, 
was selling local produce including 
garlic, shiitake mushrooms and 
asparagus. “I feel that it is my job to 
continue spreading what is going on 
in the area” to keep the memory of 
the March 11 tragedy from being 
forgoten with time, she added.

At the March 11 event, a speech 
by naturalist and TV commentator 
C.W. Nicol was followed by a 
moment of silence at 2:46 PM — 
the exact time the quake struck a 
year ago. “Each of us must think 
and do what we can for the future of 
Japan,” Nicol, a forest conservation 

activist and contributor to he 
Japan Times, told the crowd.

Organizers of the event said that 
up to 30,000 people gathered at the 
park on Sunday, while about 9,000 
had visited the previous day.

Grammy award-winning composer 
Ryuichi Sakamoto also took to the 
stage to deliver a strong message: 
“It has been a year and we still don’t 
know how to handle the nuclear 
waste and fallout,” Sakamoto 
said. He criticized the Japanese 
government for persistently 
claiming that it had the crippled 
nuclear power plant now under 
control.

Atomic bomb survivors from the 
cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
also took part in anti-nuclear 
protests and urged the country to 
stop relying on nuclear power.

This article was drawn from two articles originally 

published in the online news site, The Japan Times, 

on 12 March 2012: ‘Anti-nuke protests erupt worldwide’ 

(http://www.japantimes.co.jp/text/nn20120312a8.

html) and ‘Thousands rally at Hibiya Park’ (http://

www.japantimes.co.jp/text/nn20120312a3.htmll). It 

was reprinted in the International League of Peoples’ 

Struggle (ILPS) website on the same date (http://ilps.

info/index.php/en/current-events/statements-and-

press-releases/103-asia-pacific-and-china/380-anti-

nuke-rallies-commemorate-anniversary-of-fukushima-

nuclear-disaster).

Photo credit: International Migrants Alliance/
Asia-Pacific Mission for Migrants
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What began as a provincial policy 
spat over tuition hikes in Quebec 
has transformed, in just over a 
year, into a movement of broader 
student unrest now receiving some 
international atention.

In the past few days, Quebec’s 
student protests have received 
coverage in France, through Agence 
France-Presse, TV5 and a front-
page photo in Le Monde. hey also 
appeared in Australia, New Zealand, 
on Al-Jazeera and in the United 
States, including on CNN. A New 
York Times blog suggested tuition 
fees and student debt could become 
a key theme in President Barack 
Obama’s bid for re-election as the 
president tries to energize young 
voters. he “French-Canadian 
students” were cited as an example 
in the tuition debate, as part of an 
international outcry against the 
high price of education.

he annual tuition for a private 
university in the U.S. is over $30,000 
a year, with collective student debt 
poised to reach $1-trillion — which 
is even more than all the credit-card 
debt in that country. So why should 
Quebecers be complaining about a 
comparably measly $1,625 hike?

Protesters say it’s because they want 
their education system to move in 
the other direction — away from 
the U.S. model and closer to a 
system like Sweden’s, where post-
secondary education is free.

he opposition has grown steadily, 
ever since the Quebec government 
announced its $325-a-year, ive-
year increases in the March 2011 
budget. While the move would 
still leave Quebec with some of the 
lowest tuition rates in the country, 
protesters say they’re ighting for 
principles.

Activists overseas are also joining in 
on the discussion about Quebec’s 
tuition hikes, framing it as part of a 
larger historic ight.

Laurie Penny is a social activist and 
journalist for the U.K.’s Independent 
and Guardian newspapers who 
supports and writes about the 
international Occupy movement.

She’s been paying atention to 
events in Quebec. Ms. Penny said 
the province’s protesters represent 
the face of Occupy, as a growing 
demographic of graduates and 
students worldwide who fear they 
have piles of student debt but no 
future.

“I think it’s a mistake to think of 
tuition hikes as a niche issue,” she 
said. “Student debt and tuition hikes 
are not a niche or side issue in terms 
of what maters to young people, or 
to what maters to the future of the 
global economy.”

he Occupy phenomenon began 
with student movements, she said, 
and the people involved are in fact 
mobilizing against similar problems 
— with youth leading the charge.

Martin Gendron, a student at the 
Université du Quebec, said recent 
rowdy scenes have helped pique 
international interest.

At recent protests, a few vandals in 
the crowd have smashed windows 
and pelted projectiles at police. 

World takes notice as Quebec’s student protesters march on
Stefani Forster, The Globe and Mail

Quebec students... 
(continued on p. 17)

STRIKING BACK at students who had spilled into Quebec’s streets, carrying out sustained 
and massive protests against tuition fee increases, the liberal government of that Canadian 
province passed Bill 78, a law that restricted the freedom of assembly and criminalized the 
student strike. Photo credit: Tehran, Iran-based PressTV.
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As many of you know, during the previous round of 
informal-informals here in the United Nations (UN), 
civil society was quite alarmed over the proposals of 
certain states to delete or weaken or bracket references 
to rights, equity and important Rio principles — 
which are also grounded on human rights — from the 
negotiating text for Rio+20. 

We initiated an open leter to the UN Secretary General 
and member states to express our alarm and call on them 
to reairm and strengthen rights and Rio principles and 
to be accountable for their implementation. his leter 
has been signed by over a thousand organizations from 
over 100 countries and territories.

We are therefore glad to hear at least some member 
states here who have expressed support for the rights 
agenda in Rio+20.

We would, however, like to underscore one dimension of 
the rights-based approach to sustainable development, 
which we believe needs solid support and commitment 
from member states especially those present here. 
his is the international dimension or the collective 
responsibility of the community of nations to create 
enabling conditions for the fulillment of human rights, 
including the right to development. 

By this, we don’t just mean the provision of oicial 
development assistance (ODA) from the North to the 
South. As it stands, ODA is being cut back or being made 
to subsidize private sector for-proit interests. But even 
if developed countries did provide 0.7% of their GDP as 
untied aid, without major reforms in the international 
inancial architecture and multilateral and bilateral trade 
rules, this would not make a dent in poverty eradication 
and the shit to sustainable development pathways.

Rio+20 must address global 

economic governance 
Maria Theresa Nera-Lauron, People’s Movement on Climate Change (PMCC)

UNFAIR TRADE RULES continue to force millions of Indian peasants into utter poverty and indebtedness, driving tens of thousands of them 
to suicide. To achieve sustainable development, the global community must undertake major reforms in international trade, finance and 
investments.  Photo from the series ‘Suicide cotton farmers in India’ by renowned Bangladeshi photographer GMB Akash.
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We all know that inancial speculation is a major 
factor behind commodity price volatility and the 
hike in food prices, which afects the right to food 
of the vast majority. Indeed, it is devastating the 
lives of small rural producers as well as low- income 
households in urban areas today. Moreover, much-
needed inancial resources for building “green” 
productive capacities, generating “green” decent 
jobs [right to employment] and ensuring universal 
social protection [right to social protection] are 
being wasted on speculative trading of inancial 
assets, which inlates asset bubbles and causes 
inancial convulsions in the global economy. 

Unfair trade rules, including agricultural subsidies 
in the North, continue to wipe out small agricultural 
producers in developing countries, driving tens of 
thousands of poor and indebted peasants in India 
to suicide, to cite just one country. And developing 
countries, which try to nurture their domestic 
industries for, say wind power and other renewable 
energy sources, are hauled to the World Trade 
Organization’s (WTO) dispute panel.

On the other hand, under the same unfair 
agreements, big multinational corporations can 
also sue governments if they feel that their proits 
are adversely afected by new laws or regulations 
including environmental standards. 

Unfair intellectual property rights regimes built 
into the WTO and other so-called free trade 
agreements (FTAs) — rules that none of the 
developed countries adhered to when they were 
industrializing — also prevent the more rapid 
adoption, dissemination, and further innovation 
of new technologies and production methods, 
including low-carbon alternatives in developing 
countries. 

Clearly, major reforms in the area of international 
trade, inance, and investments need to be 
undertaken if countries, particularly developing 
countries, are to fulill their human rights 
obligations to their citizens and if we, as a global 
community, are going to address the challenge of 
sustainable development. 

And yet, this dimension of international cooperation 
is being banished from the Rio negotiations. For 
instance, developed countries (or at least some of 
them) are striking out language calling for reform 
of the global inancial system [paras 13 sext, pre 
25, 54 bis]. Or language stressing the development 
mandate of the Doha Round of WTO negotiations 
[para 65 bis]; or underscoring the need for special 
and diferential treatment for developing countries 
[para 124]; or calling for transfer of technology 
[para 125]. 

We are also concerned with ‘inconsistencies’ 
in some developed countries who, on the one 
hand, champion human rights — but on the 
other hand also earnestly support mechanisms 
such as REDD(+) that uphold carbon markets, 
enclosures of commons, and lead to displacement, 
of indigenous communities and local communities 
especially. his is a perversion of the Rio ‘polluters 
pay’ principle — and allows developed countries 
a convenient excuse to evade their historical 
responsibility for the overexploitation of the 
atmospheric and biospheric space. 

he developed countries also appear consistently 
opposed to references to the Right to Development 
— which best expresses this international 
dimension — despite it being endorsed by the 
General Assembly in the 1986 Declaration on 
Right to Development, the 1992 Rio Declaration 
as Principle 3, and in numerous other political 
declarations endorsed by heads of state. 

We thank you for the progressive positions taken 
in these negotiations that uphold and promote 
human rights, and we sincerely hope that you will 
remain steadfast with these positions despite many 
pressures. However, it is not enough for you to 
endorse or support SOME human rights language 

“Unfair trade rules, including agricultural 

subsidies in the North, continue to wipe out 

small agricultural producers in developing 

countries, driving tens of thousands of poor 

and indebted peasants in India to suicide, to 

cite just one country”
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in the outcome document, but not others. You 
cannot be selective on the set of human rights that 
you will support. 

We call on governments to support the right to 
development and in so doing, support proposals 
for reforming international inance and trade to 
uphold commitment to human rights, freedom and 
genuine sustainable development. We need you 
to ensure that references to human rights are not 
only kept in the Rio+20 outcome document, but 
also reinforced by participatory monitoring and 
accountability mechanisms.

Twenty years ater the Rio 1992 Earth Summit, 
surely we should expect more, nothing less! 

This were the remarks of Maria Theresa Nera-Lauron, coordinator of the 

People’s Movement on Climate Change (PMCC) and member of the Rights for 

Sustainability (R4S) delegation to Rio+20. She made her remarks at the “Rights 

at Rio+20: A Rights-based Framework for Sustainable Development” held at the 

UN Headquarters in New York on April 27, 2012. This side event was organized 

by the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, The 

Missions of Germany, Maldives and Norway, IBON International, the Center for 

International Environmental Law and The Council of Canadians, in collaboration 

with the United Nations Development Group’s Human Rights Mainstreaming 

mechanism UNDG-HRM.

Police have responded by making multiple arrests 
and blasting chemical irritants into crowds — a 
reaction student activists have called excessive.

“he answer from the police is very violent,” Mr. 
Gendron said. “hat’s something that’s very strong 
in images and texts, and tends to go outside the 
local sphere.”

In a statement last week, Amnesty International’s 
French-Canadian branch expressed concern over 
the tactics employed by police and extended its 
support to Quebec students.

he human-rights organization denounced an 
excessive use of force, potentially arbitrary mass 
arrests, intimidation and proiling. It asked Quebec 
to “stop resorting to means which potentially 
interfere with the freedom of expression and the 
right to peaceful protest.”

he student groups have received some support 
from neighbours in other parts of Canada as well.

Many Torontonians expressed solidarity with the 
protesters by handing over a petition with more 
than 700 signatures to the Quebec government on 
April 26.

Alan Sears, a spokesman for the group that created 
the petition, said the student movement relects a 
worldwide trend and could even inluence actions 
in Ontario or elsewhere.

“Globally, we are seeing government ater 
government adopt austerity priorities where they 
are cuting back on public services, increasing 
tuition fees — all these kinds of things,” Mr. Sears 
said.

“Where there’s an inspiring ight back against one 
part of this agenda, a lot of people start to pay 
atention.”

Critics, however, have called protesters everything 
from deadbeats to unfocused — charges that Ms. 
Penny calls simply untrue.

“It’s very, very naive and short-sighted when people 
say it’s just lazy students who don’t want to pay their 
fees. his is going to be a critical issue for everyone 
across the world economy over the next decade.”

This article was first published in The Globe and Mail on April 28, 2012 (http://

www.theglobeandmail.com/news/national/world-takes-notice-as-quebecs-

student-protesters-march-on/article4104313/)

Quebec students... (continued from p.14)
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As the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development (UNCSD) draws near, negotiations on 
the zero drat of its outcome document have heated 
up markedly. From March 19 to 23, the irst round of 
“informal-informal” (preliminary) negotiations on 
the zero drat of the outcome document was held at 
the United Nations Headquarters in New York City, 
NY.  

Moreover, the hird Open-Ended Informal 
Intersessional Meeting of the Preparatory Commitee 
for UNCSD will be held from March 26 to 27 in the 
Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) Chamber 
of the North Lawn Building of the UN Headquarters. 
Members of permanent missions, government delegates, 
representatives of international organizations and civil 
society actors are expected to atend the meeting. 

IBON International’s Paul Quintos is currently 
participating in the informal-informal negotiations and 
the intersessional as a civil society representative, as 
well as atending the UNCSD side events. On March 
23, Quintos delivered the following remarks at the 

side event entitled “Towards the Peoples’ Summit at 
Rio+20” held at the ECOSOC Chamber of the UN 
Headquarters in New York.

Deleting our rights, bracketing our future

Why we need a People’s Summit

I think the best way to appreciate the People’s Summit 
in Rio is to look at what’s happening here in this hall 
over the last few days. 

Here we have been witnessing a systematic atempt 
by some powerful states to weaken, or “bracket,” or 
outrightly eliminate, nearly all references to human 
rights obligations and equity principles in the text of the 
Rio+20 outcome document.

Let’s take the section on Food. he text that refers to 
the “Right to food and proper nutrition” —delete, says 
one major power. “Right of everyone to have access to 
safe, suicient and nutritious food…” — Bracket it! But 
increasing agricultural productivity is ine; improving 
access of small farmers to global markets is ine. 

IBON warns vs diluting Rio+20 draft: ‘Don’t delete 

our rights, don’t bracket our futures!’ 
Paul Quintos, IBON International

A FARMER washes his cow in Bangladesh. The right to food is one inalienable human right that powerful states have tried to remove from the 
Rio+20 outcome document. Photo Credit: Kibae Park, UN Photos.  
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Text that says, “Speciic atention must be paid to 
challenges faced by poor smallholders, women and 
youth including their participation in decision-
making…” — Delete! “Promoting access to land 
particularly for women, indigenous peoples and 
other vulnerable groups...” — Bracket or delete! 
But “promoting open and transparent markets, 
promoting secure rights to land and natural 
resources…” by “secure rights” they mean property 
rights — that is ine for them! 

“Regulating inancial and commodity markets to 
address price volatility...” — Delete!

he same story goes for water.

“Right to safe and clean drinking water and 
sanitation...” — Delete! But they agree to “eforts 
to improve access” because they can always say 
that they are privatizing water utilities in order 
to encourage private investments and therefore 
improve access — whereas the insistence on 
rights assigns the duty to the state. “Improving 
eiciency...” — even beter. 

But it’s not just human rights that are under atack. 
Even principles already agreed upon in Rio in 1992 
are being bracketed — the Polluter Pays Principle, 
Precautionary Principle, the principle of Common 
but Diferentiated Responsibility (CBDR).

CBDR is particularly contentious for major 
developed countries trying to eliminate any and 
all prescriptive language that would commit them 
to providing inances and technology transfers, 
and building capacity to support sustainable 
development eforts in the South.

All references to the Right to Development are also 
being eliminated. 

Language hinting at the need for reforms of 
International Financial Institutions, the multilateral 
trading system, and the big banks — these are 
dismissed as being beyond the remit of Rio. What 
happened to integrating the three pillars!?

And it’s also hypocrisy because at UNCTAD, which 
clearly has the mandate to push for reforms in the 
international trade, inancial and development 
regime, there are also ongoing atempts by many of 
these same powerful states to remove any concrete 
and meaningful reform proposals in the outcome 
document for the next month’s UNCTAD XIII. 

Here in the UNCSD, even the goal of poverty 
eradication is being qualiied to focus only on 
extreme poverty. 

he powerful states are consistently opposing 
prescriptive language — in other words, language 
that commits governments to do actually what they 
claim to support in principle. On the other hand, 
they are pushing for private sector investments and 
initiatives to ill in the gap let by the public sector.

hey are even avoiding concrete targets and 
timelines or even just deining the Green Economy. 
And I think this is deliberate because by keeping the 
deinition open or vague enough, they can promote 
biofuels, or nuclear energy, or carbon trading, or 
the ‘inancialization’ of natural resources, or geo-
engineering, etc., as Green Economy measures.

So if all of these atempts by powerful states to 
remove rights, eliminate equity, whitle-down the 
Rio principles, and avoid concrete commitments 
to meaningful reforms in social, economic and 
environmental policies and governance succeed 
— then what are we let with? CSOs and social 
movements are already asking the question: Are 
we beter of with a weak agreement in Rio or no 
agreement at all?

here is a narrative emerging from these 
negotiations that can only be understood in the 
current global context. hese negotiations are 
happening in the midst of the gravest crisis of the 
global capitalist system since last century’s Great 
Depression. Capital is desperately seeking new 
investment outlets, new markets, new sources of 

IBON warns... (continued on p. 34)
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MANILA — Progressive labor center Kilusang Mayo 
Uno (KMU) criticized the Aquino government’s 
echoing of ‘U.S. imperialism’s’ opposition to 
North Korea’s planned satellite launch, as well its 
‘misrepresentation’ of the event.

Elmer “Bong” Labog, chairman of KMU, pointed to 
numerous cases in which the United States displayed 
hypocrisy and numerous cases of when the Aquino 
government seemed to follow blindly every line being 
taken by the U.S. on foreign relations. 

he KMU particularly pointed to U.S. “hypocrisy in 
raising furor over North Korea’s nuclear research and 
development program, when (in fact) it is the world’s 
biggest nuclear power.”

he U.S. owns and controls the world’s largest stockpile 
of nuclear weapons in the world, KMU said. If the 
current furor over North Korea’s program is fueled by a 
desire to dismantle nuclear plants and weapons because 

of the threats these pose to the environment and human 
life, the calls should not be directed to tiny North Korea 
but instead to the giant nuke owner, the U.S., KMU said. 

KMU also blamed ‘U.S. imperialism’ for having forced 
North Korea to develop its nuclear weapons program in 
self-defense. It is no secret that the U.S. has long been 
threatening to atack North Korea, having branded it as 
one of the so-called enemies or “rogue states” under the 
US-led, borderless “war on terrorism,” the labor group 
noted.

he U.S. has used the so-called “war on terrorism” as a 
mere pretext to invade Libya, Iraq, Afghanistan and to 
further forward its troops’ presence all over the globe, 
the KMU pointed out. According to the labor center, 
these U.S. wars of intervention drove North Korea into 
holding on to its own nuclear weapons program.

he labor group noted that North Korea’s current 
satellite project was a “routine procedure” that countries 

US, Aquino govt accused of 

hypocrisy over nukes
Marya Salamat, Bulatlat

FILIPINO DEMONSTRATORS march in front of the U.S. embassy to protest the Visiting Forces Agreement and the “War on Terror.” Source: 
photoblog.msnbc.msn.com
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such as the U.S., France, Japan, China, the UK, 
India, Israel, Ukraine, Russia and Iran have all done 
this before, using long-range rockets. Why is the 
Aquino government opposing the North Korea’s 
launch when it agrees with the U.S.’s use of drones 
in the Philippines? the KMU then asked.

“he irst is a routine action of countries while 
the second is an abominable act of imperialist 
maneuvering,” Labog declared.

he KMU also condemned the U.S. for dragging 
China into the picture, trying to turn it against 
North Korea and consequently, seting the tone for 
possible wars in the future.

When all is said and done, this warmongering by the 
U.S. — and the Aquino government’s mimicking of 
it — is but part of a systematic campaign to allow the 
expansion of U.S. basing, or rotational deployment, 
or whatever it is that the U.S. government prefers 
to call its increased permanent presence in the 
Philippines, KMU said. 

he labor group also condemned President 
Benigno “Noynoy” Aquino III for going too far by 
creating public paranoia over North Korea’s nuclear 
program. 

This article was first published in the Philippine online news site, Bulatlat.

com, on 13 April 2012 ( HYPERLINK “http://bulatlat.com/main/2012/04/13/

us-aquino-govts-accused-of-hypocrisy-over-nuke-issue/” http://bulatlat.com/

main/2012/04/13/us-aquino-govts-accused-of-hypocrisy-over-nuke-issue/). 

During the two-day event, simultaneous workshops 
on the following themes were held: the right to 
water and sanitation, water and energy, water and 
the environment, and types of water management.

Under the right to water and sanitation (RTW&S), 
four workshops were held on: advocating for the 
universal recognition of the RTW&S, inding 
ways to realize this right efectively, informing and 
educating citizens, and going beyond the human 
right to water by pushing for the right of water itself. 

Topics discussed under the water management 
theme included: suitable technical solutions and 
their public appropriation, the role of citizens in 
water management, sanitation, and management of 
conlicts in water use. 

Each workshop began with two or three case studies, 
ater which the loor was opened for questions and 
even brief presentations by participants who spoke 
about their own local situations and struggles. 

In the workshop entitled “he Role of Citizens in 
Water Management,” Margaret Nakato Lubyayi 
of Uganda’s Katosi Women’s Development Fund 
recounted the ironic situation of her country’s local 

ishing communities, where people live in houses 
built on stilts above and surrounded by water but 
sufer from a lack of access to safe and clean water. 

Lubyayi noted the need to involve women 
speciically in the management of water. his is to 
be done by empowering them to make decisions 
over the design, implementation and management 
of water infrastructures.

he other issues tackled included: agricultural 
practices that negatively afect water resources, 
organizing local residents into user’s associations, 
securing agreements between citizens and 
governments to invest on local initiatives, and 
resisting privatization as the go-to solution for 
water problems.

Meanwhile, Elizabeth Vargas of Comisión para la 
Gestión Integral del Agua en Bolivia enumerated 
the key elements needed to ensure efective water 
management: (1) banking on local experience and 
expertise, (2) supporting people’s organizations, 
and (3) institutionalizing participatory 
mechanisms such as surveillance commitees and 
citizen’s inance watch groups. ■

Water Rights... (continued from p.9)
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In the run-up to the 20th ASEAN Summit, more than 
1,200 delegates from all 10 ASEAN countries gathered 
in Phnom Penh, Cambodia, for the 2012 ASEAN Civil 
Society Conference/People’s Forum (ACSC/APF). 

hey represented various civil society organizations 
and movements of rural and urban workers, as well as 
domestic workers, the migrant sector, peasants and 
farmers, women, children, youth, the elderly, persons 
with disabilities, urban poor, indigenous peoples, victims 
of human rights violations, human rights defenders, 
lesbian-gay-transgender/transsexual-intersex and queer 
people (LGBTIQ) and other people’s groups. 

he Forum is an annual gathering of civil society 
groups where major issues ranging from the rights of 
women and migrant workers, to land rights and forest 
conservation, agriculture and climate change, and other 
major concerns of the peoples of ASEAN are discussed. 

he activity is also a means to make the Association 
relevant to the daily lives of the region’s people — a key 
provision of the ASEAN Charter. At the end of each 
Forum, civil society participants produce a common 

statement that puts forth a set of recommendations for 
ASEAN leaders. 

Currently chairing the ASEAN, Cambodia must 
support the regional efort to create a ‘People-Centered 
ASEAN Community’ by respecting civil society space 
and heeding the people’s voices. 

However this year, the ASEAN People’s Forum held at 
the Lucky Star Hotel in Phnom Penh was not oicially 
recognized by the Cambodian government or the 
governments of ASEAN, and the ACSC/APF also 
found itself competing with a mirror ASEAN People’s 
Forum at the Chaktomuk Conference Hall — an 
activity that was organized, supported and atended by 
senior government oicials. 

In addition, certain participants were continuously 
discouraged from atending the ACSC/APF, and 
workshops on land rights and on Myanmar/Burma 
were not allowed to take place. Civil society groups were 
deeply disappointed over the unacceptable restrictions 
imposed on their rights to freedom of expression and 
assembly. 

ASEAN people’s voices in danger
An impossible road to a People-Centered ASEAN Community

SOME 118 million people in the ASEAN region, like these Indonesian scavengers, live on $1.25 or less a day. Photo credit: World Bank
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CSOs pull out of ASEAN leaders meet

In addition, ASEAN CSO representatives boycoted 
a traditional meeting with ASEAN leaders in a 
related session of the ASEAN Summit in Phnom 
Penh under the so-called interface dialogue, ater 
the Cambodian government lay down conditions 
for the nominating of their representatives.

Phnom Penh had sidestepped the nomination 
of representatives by instructing colleagues at 
the ASEAN to nominate its own selected people, 
instead of respecting the civil society process where 
the groups selected their own delegates. 

he NGOs said, however, that Cambodia’s action is 
nothing new in the history of ASEAN-civil society 
relations. Since the very irst interface dialogue held 
in 2005 in Malaysia, the appointment of civil society 
representatives or the exclusion of critical voices 
had occurred at every session — undermining the 
very concept of CSO dialogue. 

“Why do we have to be their decoration and simply 
let ourselves be used as a justiication that ASEAN 
is participatory and people-centered, despite their 
negligence towards the signiicance of transparency 
and accountability for the people’s voices?” asked 
Suntaree Saeng-ging, hai NGO Coordinating 
Commitee secretary-general.

At ASEAN People’s Forum, indigenous 

peoples face more marginalization 

Indigenous peoples expressed their disappointment 
over and condemned their not being allowed to 
hold, at the ASEAN Civil Society Conference in 
Phnom Penh, Cambodia, a workshop to discuss 
indigenous peoples rights to land, territories and 
resources and the United Nations Declaration 
on the Rights of Indigenous People. The tribal 
peoples were representing 15 organizations from 
six ASEAN countries, and were grouped together 
with other support organizations under the banner 
of the Indigenous Peoples Task Force on ASEAN 
(IPTF-ASEAN).

he workshop was intended to discuss the 
common issues of ASEAN indigenous peoples 

in relation to their rights over their own lands, 
territories, and resources — as well as to come up 
with recommendations for action by the ASEAN 
and its member states. he group learned that their 
venue was cancelled at that last minute because the 
workshop theme is a sensitive issue. 

“We, the indigenous peoples in the ASEAN form 
a big part of the culturally diverse ASEAN which 
is always proudly mentioned by the ASEAN 
governments. Despite this, we are not at all 
mentioned in any of the ASEAN documents, most 
importantly the recognition of our identities and 
our collective rights,” said Richard Gadit from the 
Asia Indigenous Peoples Pact (AIPP).

In a civil society process such as the ACSC, we are 
further being marginalized by (not being allowed) 
to hold our workshop to raise our issues and 
concerns,” Gadit added. 

“We came here expect(ing to) shar(e) our 
experiences and struggles with the rest of the civil 
society but the government is yet again limiting the 
space for us,” said Oum Mich, an indigenous leader 
from Kampong hom Province. Mich, who had 
traveled to Phnom Penh to atend the forum was 
eager to share with his fellow indigenous peoples 
and the civil society groups gathered in the ACSC 
the issue of economic land concessions, which is 
afecting indigenous peoples in Cambodia.

“his is not a good practice for ASEAN governments 
to interfere with civil society processes when it 
banners itself a people-centered ASEAN while 
continuing to curtail the right to freedom of 
expression of its peoples,” he added.

“...we are not at all mentioned in any of 

the ASEAN documents, most importantly 

the recognition of our identities and our 

collective rights.” 

ASEAN people’s... (continued on p. 29)
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Led by the International Women’s Alliance (IWA), 
women leaders from 63 countries called for an end 
to the military presence of the United States in Asia 
Paciic, declaring that the existence of military bases 
and facilities in the region created nothing but havoc for 
women and girls. 

he women were participants of the 12th International 
Forum held on April 19-22 in Istanbul, Turkey, which 
was sponsored by the Association for Women’s Rights 
in Development (AWID). 

he women leaders also participated in the “U.S. Troops 
Out of Asia Paciic Now!” signature campaign that calls 
on the U.S. government to stop deploying soldiers and 
military personnel and constructing military bases and 
facilities in the region, and to pull its troops out of Asia 
Paciic. he campaign was initiated by the IWA. 

For years, the U.S. has maintained military bases and 
facilities in — and deployed troops and personnel to — 
Australia, India, Indonesia, Japan, Pakistan, Philippines, 
Singapore, South Korea and hailand. 

Almost a hundred American military bases and facilities 
— including depots, warehouses and barracks — are 
scatered throughout mainland Japan and in Okinawa, 
and about 52,000 American troops are deployed there. 

In South Korea, there are around 40 U.S. military 
facilities, including the Kunsan and the Osan air bases. 

Meanwhile, despite the ban on permanent deployment 
of troops under the Philippine Constitution and the 
abolition of the U.S. bases in 1991, around 4,000 U.S. 
troops are deployed in the Philippines at any given time 
under the Visiting Forces Agreement. 

Ater the Subic Bay Naval Station in the Philippines 
was abolished, the Logistics Group Western Paciic 
Command was established in Singapore on July 1992.

In Pakistan, aside from around 100 to 300 military 
personnel deployed, there are also thousands of 
American soldiers stationed in the Pakistan-Afghanistan 
border, the known base of the Pakistani resistance 
movement. 

End U.S. military presence in AsPac, 

women leaders from 63 countries say

Members of the militant group Bayan shout anti-US slogans. Photo credit: Bayan-ILPS.
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U.S. focuses military presence in AsPac

In their petition, the women leaders also lambasted 
the new 10-year defense strategy, revealed by U.S. 
military authorities in January, which underpins 
the Obama Administration’s “America’s Paciic 
Century”. 

his shit in political, economic, and military focus 
is a means to create an opportunity for the world’s 
most powerful country to secure all resources 
available in the world, in the midst of the worst 
inancial and economic crisis in history. 

“For the oppressed and exploited peoples of Asia 
Paciic, most especially women,” the petition said, 
“this means the intensiication of the U.S. wars of 
terror and aggression.”

According to the women leaders, the new defense 
strategy uses humanitarian missions and military 
training exercises as an excuse to increase the 
deployment of American troops and war material 
all over the region, to acquire more facilities, 
to increase access for military exercises, and to 
intensify U.S. military operations. Half of the U.S. 
military bases and facilities are in the Asia Paciic 
region.

U.S. troops in PH increase in past 

decade

While the U.S. recently declared a foreign policy 
pivot toward Asia involving greater economic, 
political, and military engagement in the region, 
the shit had started as early as 2001. hat year, the 
Quadrennial Defense Review proclaimed a shit 
to Asia and a corresponding increase in the U.S. 
military presence through ixed bases, rotational 
deployments, training exercises and logistical 
arrangements.

In January 2002, the U.S. called the Philippines its 
“second front [in the war on terrorism]” and since 
then, it has dramatically built up a nationwide 
military presence. 

he whole archipelago has been practically 
transformed into a U.S. military base — a 

violation of Philippine sovereignty and the 1987 
Constitution. 

he U.S. military has also made extensive use of the 
Visiting Forces Agreement (VFA) to station some 
600 to 700 special forces troops in the country and 
to bring in as many as 7,000 additional soldiers at 
a time on so-called joint exercises, civil-military 
actions and relief operations. It has also used the 
Mutual Logistics and Support Agreement (MLSA) 
to establish military outposts and access war 
materiel for its forces.

Construction of naval base in South 

Korea continues

Despite sustained protests by locals and increasing 
criticism from across the world, the South Korean 
government and its Navy have begun blasting parts 
of a  treasured world-heritage site on Jeju Island, 
South Korea, to make way for the construction of 
a naval base. his military project also threatens the 
peace in the wider East Asian region. 

Experts on U.S.-South Korea relations argue that 
the U.S. has pressured South Korea to build the 
naval base to harbor Aegis destroyers. When the 
Jeju naval base is constructed, the base will also 
play a key role in U.S. defense strategies against 
China, which experts say may be supported by the 
Japanese government. he base may also be used 
when and if the U.S. undertakes military operations 
in East Asia. 

According to experts, the South Korean government 
under President Lee Myung-Bak acted unlawfully 
and illegitimately when it proceeded with the 
construction of the naval base despite Gureombi’s 
inclusion in the Absolute Preservation Zone — an 

“... This shift in political, economic, and 

military focus is a means to create an 

opportunity for the world’s most powerful 

country to secure all resources available in the 

world, in the midst of the worst financial and 

economic crisis in history.”
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area strictly protected from development under 
South Korean laws.

he Lee administration has atempted to justify the 
construction of the base ostensibly by removing 
Gureombi from the Absolute Preservation Zone. 
However, this exclusion occurred without due 
process and goes against the wishes of the majority 
of Jeju residents and other Korean citizens. 

he SoKor government has also tried to garner 
support by claiming that it would develop the area 
into an atractive military-civilian tourist port. 
However, a technical assessment of the naval base 
plans exposed serious laws in the design. 

he Lee administration continues to deny the 
existence of such design problems, deliberately 
deceiving the public and downplaying as well the 
enormous damage the base is expected to inlict 
on the natural environment and to the regional 
conditions for peace.

he Gureombi seashore is critical for the islanders 
because it includes several Yongcheonsu springs 
that are vital sources of water. hese sources are 
essential to the Jeju residents, whose water supply is 
inadequate because of the island’s volcanic terrain. 

Recognizing the urgent need to preserve the island’s 
natural environment, Jeju residents and people 
across South Korea have for some time now been 
united in resisting the establishment of the naval 
base and in demanding for an immediate stop to its 
construction.

The article was drawn from the following articles published in the International 

Women’s Alliance and IBON websites: Stop the Jeju Naval Base construction: 

an urgent call for global support to restore justice in South Korea and 

preserve peace in East Asia (http://internationalwomensalliance.wordpress.

com/2012/04/10/stop-the-jeju-naval-base-construction-an-urgent-call-for-

global-support-to-restore-justice-in-south-korea-and-preserve-peace-in-east-

asia/), Presence of U.S. troops in PH increases in past decade (Hhttp://ibon.

org/ibon_articles.php?id=220) Women leaders from 63 countries call for end of 

U.S. military presence in As-Pac (http://internationalwomensalliance.wordpress.

com/2012/05/19/women-leaders-from-63-countries-call-for-end-of-u-s-

military-presence-in-aspac/). 

participation rules for Environmental Impact 
Assessments,” he said. But he also noted that the 
actual implementation of these EIA laws was 
still patchy, particularly in terms of the equitable 
application of these principles. For instance, he 
asked, how can Principle 10 work for poor, illiterate 
people who don’t have the time and resources to 
participate in EIAs? 

Paul Quintos of IBON International lauded the side 
event for giving rise to a fruitful exchange between 
civil society and governments, consequently 
helping forge greater unity for the defense of the 
rights of people and the planet. 

But in order to achieve substantial gains, the 
dialogue between civil society and governments 
needs to be improved, stressed Mari Pitkänen, First 

Secretary of the Permanent Mission of Finland to 
the UN. 

IBON International is a nongovernment 
organization based in Philippine, which coordinates 
the R4S global platform for advocacy. 

R4S aims to promote a rights-based approach to 
sustainable development as a way of ensuring that 
inter- and intra- generational equity and justice are 
central concerns in the reform agenda at Rio+20 
and beyond.

For details about the Rights for Sustainability or R4S Initiative, please contact 

Paul Quintos of IBON International (pquintos@iboninternational.org) or 

Nathalie van Haren of Both ENDS (nh@bothends.org), or visit the website 

http://rio20.iboninternational.org/

Don’t ‘scrub off’... (continued from p.10)
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Atending the Cordillera Day celebrations every April 
has been a part of our summer vacation. My son has been 
atending it since he was born. When he was younger, he 
did not really have a choice and we would just tag him 
along. But as he grew older, he came to enjoy it, always 
looking forward to the trip every summer. 

his year’s Cordillera Day celebration was unlike those 
in the past. his year, it was made up of a series of several 
celebrations in the diferent provinces of the region, and 
not just one grand event held in one of the provinces. 
My son and I atended the celebrations in Tupaya, 
Lagawe, Ifugao last April 29. 

Even the trip to the venue was diferent this year. 
here was no convoy of jeepneys from Baguio City, as 
my son had been used to. Instead, we were instructed 
to ride a van to Solano, Nueva Vizcaya; take a jeep to 
Lamut, Ifugao and inally, to ride a tricycle to Barangay 
Tupaya, Lagawe and look for Dick. Later I learned that 
Dick, or Benedict Tangid, is the president of the Tupaya 

Indigenous Farmer’s Organization (TIFO), the local 
organization hosting the Cordillera Day celebrations. 

And so, we did as we were instructed. We arrived in 
Solano at around 11:00 AM, and at Lamut at around 
12:00 noon, we got on a tricycle and told the driver 
to bring us to Dick’s place. hroughout the 20-minute 
tricycle ride on a rugged gravel road to Tupaya, my son’s 
face was lit by a wide grin. He did not mind the dust; 
he was even fascinated by the pebbles bouncing of the 
tricycle loor. He, too, enjoyed bouncing on his seat 
when tricycle struggled through the unpaved road! 

When we reached a crossroads, the driver said he 
could no longer go farther since the tricycle could not 
navigate the road ahead, but he said Dick’s place was just 
a few meters away. I learned from the tricycle driver that 
although barangay Tupaya is part of the municipality 
of Lagawe, there were no roads connecting it to the 
town’s center. Tupaya residents have to pass through 
Lamut municipality if they have to go to the municipal 

 A tricycle ride to

     Cordillera Day
Kimberlie Ngabit-Quitasol, Northern Dispatch

THE CORDILLERA DAY celebrates the Cordillera indigenous peoples’ vibrant struggle for a just society. In this yearly event, the Cordillera 
people’s movement renews its commitment to the ideals pursued by the region’s heroes and martyrs. Photo credit: At the Papatayan (sacred 
grove). Malegkong, Sagada, Mountain Province, 1949 by Eduardo Masferré, gelatin sliver photograph, Collection of the National Gallery of 
Australia.
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government oices in the town’s center.” hey could 
walk for about a day through those hills if they want, 
the driver said, smiling and pointing to the rolling 
hills up ahead, covered by grass only.” 

As we were geting of the tricycle my son 
announced, “Ma, this is my irst time to ride a 
tricycle. Are we going to ride on it again on our way 
back home?” Gazing at him, I searched my memory 
for a time that we rode a tricycle in the past when he 
was too young to remember. But he was right: it was 
his irst tricycle ride. Even the driver looked at him 
with amusement.

We thanked the driver and bade him goodbye, 
then started trekking under the scorching midday 
summer sun to ind Dick’s home. To my surprise 
the “a few meters away” wasn’t really that far, unlike 
many experiences in the past where “a few meters” 
for the locals weren’t really that few for city dwellers 
like me. Surprisingly, my son was not complaining 
over the heat or the distance that we had to walk. 
He was acting as if he was taking stroll in the park, 
and his eyes were as radiant as the midday sun. 

“Ma, look, dragonlies! So big and so many,” he 
exclaimed, pulling me to a stop. “Did you see, there 
is a red-tailed, black and orange? here are green 
and blue ones, too. Wow! hey are all over the rice 
ield. I wish we could catch some I just want to take 
a closer look at them,” he sighed.

Instantly, childhood memories looded my mind, 
memories of how my cousins and I used to catch 
dragonlies on our way to school, in the last days 
before summer breaks. I remembered how many 
times I braved being stung by the big black and red-
tailed dragonlies and the lengths I took to catch 
them, aware of the envy and atention my precious 
catch would atract from our playmates then. hat 
big black- and red-tailed dragonly was certainly the 
hardest to catch! 

I tried to recall, when it was I last saw a dragonly 
in Baguio City. I couldn’t really recall if I had seen 
any at all. 

I would have wanted my son to enjoy the sight of 
those dragonlies a litle longer, hovering above the 
maturing palay in the ield, but it was high noon and 
the sun was already scorching my skin. So I told him 
we needed to walk on lest we get sun burned. He 
took one more look at the dragonlies, as if bidding 
goodbye, and ran to my side. 

He was singing as we walked on to ind our 
destination: “Ayan dagiti tuwatu aglagtu lagtu ijay 
ngatu…” (Where are the dragonlies jumping up 
above) “I forgot the song Ma, do you know the next 
line?” he asked. 

I looked at him and tried my hardest to sing “Ayan 
dagiti tuwatu, aglagtu lagtu ijay ngatu, a mangan 
lamuk ken daduma nga insekto. Awanen dagiti 
tuwatu napanda ijay adayu, kagurgurada ti law-
ang tau…” (Where are the dragonlies jumping up 
above that eats mosquitoes and other insects. he 
dragonlies are gone they went far away they hate 
our Law-ang). 

his is a part of a Salidummay song that tells the 
story of a girl asking her brother, where have the 
natural springs, trees, wild pigs, birds and rivers that 
she has heard of from stories of their elders gone? 
Will she ever see them? 

When we reached the Cordillera Day venue, inally 
taking refuge under a comfortable shade at the 
makeshit program area, this question struck me: 
will my son’s children even get to see dragonlies? 
My son is nine years old today and at the current 
state of the environment, with more than 80% of 
the Cordillera homeland covered with large-scale 
mining applications, will there still be dragonlies by 
the time he gets married and has children (twenty 
years from now, I hope)? 

he Cordillera Day celebration is born out of the 
struggle of the region’s indigenous peoples to 
defend their territories from large-scale logging and 
mining, hydroelectric and geothermal projects that 
are detrimental to the environment. Preserving the 
environment is innate to the culture of indigenous 
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peoples, not just in the Cordillera region, but also 
all over the world. 

his is proven by studies that show that the majority 
of remaining forests in the world are found in IP 
territories. If our ancestors had not done their part 
to preserve the environment amid the onslaught of 
corporate greed, then my son might just be looking 
at dragonlies in science books and photographs. 

It is therefore imperative that we do our part today 
to teach our children to take on their roles in the 

protection and preservation of our environment 
for the future generation. As Gwendolyn Gaongen 
of the Tangguyub People Center for Peace and 
Development (Tangguyub) puts it, ”You would not 
want to be known as the generation who sold your 
forest and natural resources to corporate greed.” 

This article was originally published in Northern Dispatch Weekly, a people’s 

newspaper for Northern Philippines http://www.nordis.net/?p=12455 on 13 May 

2012. Kimberlie Ngabit-Quitasol is one of the longest-running staff writers at 

Nordis. 

he IPTF-ASEAN switly and strongly condemned this curtailment of rights by the Cambodian 
government. It also joined other civil society organizations in calling for the ASEAN to respect the 
right of its peoples to express their opinions freely and to be allowed to hold their events — especially 
as these are sincere eforts to build a people-centered ASEAN Community.

This article was drawn from the following articles: ASEAN people’s voices in danger, published on March 29 HYPERLINK “http://www.acscapf2012.

org/images/meeting/29032012%20Press%20release%20on%20ASEAN%20Peoples%27%20Voices%20in%20Danger.pdf” Activists pull out of meeting with 

ASEAN leaders, March 18 HYPERLINK “http://www.bangkokpost.com/news/local/284842/activists-pull-out-of-meeting-with-asean-leaders” Indigenous 

peoples face further marginalization at the ASEAN Civil Society Conference, March 30 HYPERLINK “http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/asean/

news/2012/04/aipp-press-release-indigenous-peoples-face-further-marginalization-asean-c”

In contrast, AQUAFED president Payen opined 
that the debate should not be between private 
participation and public involvement, but about 
which scheme would guarantee the best way to 
bring water to the other 40 percent of the world’s 
population that isn’t served by either public or 
private water companies. 

Suddenly, as the AQUAFED president was making 
his presentation, some water justice activists in 
the audience donned red clown noses and held 
a lightning protest in a bid to drive across the 
message that the World Water Forum was merely 
one corporate afair. 

During the forum, Dia of Sénégalaise des Eaux 
also recounted how partnership with the private 
sector in his West African country led to reforms 
in the water sector, which he claimed promoted 

democratic participation and sustainability of water 
resources in his country. 

he debate highlighted the inherent contradiction 
between private and public participation in the 
water sector and indicated the urgent need for 
consensus on more important issues, including 
issues of governance in managing water resources. 

Meanwhile, at the Alternative World Water Forum 
held from March 14-16 at Docks des Suds Water, 
water justice activists pointed out that the real 
solutions to the water crisis lies in upholding the 
human right to water and reclaiming public water. 

Water is a common good that should not be 
governed by the logic of maximizing proits, the 
water activists declared. ■

Water justice... (continued from p.9)

ASEAN people’s... (continued from p.23)
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We — the civil society organizations and social movements who have responded to the call of the 
United Nations General Assembly to participate in the Rio+20 process — feel that is our duty 
to call the atention of relevant authorities and citizens of the world to a situation that severely 

threatens the rights of all people and undermines the relevance of the United Nations. 

Remarkably, we are witnessing an atempt by certain countries to weaken, or “bracket,” or outrightly eliminate 
nearly all references to human rights obligations and equity principles in the text, “he Future We Want”, the 
outcome document of Rio+20.

his includes references to the right to food and proper nutrition, the right to safe and clean drinking water and 
sanitation, the right to development and other rights. he right to a clean and healthy environment, which is 
essential to the realization of fundamental human rights, remains weak in the text. Even principles previously 
agreed upon in Rio in 1992 are being bracketed — the Polluter Pays Principle, Precautionary Principle, and the 
principle of Common but Diferentiated Responsibility (CBDR). 

Many member states are opposing prescriptive language that commits governments to do actually what they 
claim to support in principle and to act as duty bearers of human rights, which includes the provision of inance, 
technology and other means of implementation to support sustainable development eforts in developing 
countries. On the other hand, there is a strong push for private sector investments and initiatives to ill in the 
gap let by the public sector. his risks privatizing and commoditizing common goods — such as water —in 
turn endangering their access and afordability, which are fundamental to such rights.

Although economic tools are essential to implement the decisions aiming for sustainability, social justice and 
peace, a private economy rationale should not prevail over the fulillment of human needs and the respect of 
planetary boundaries. herefore, a strong institutional framework and regulation is needed. Weakly regulated 
markets have already proven to be a threat, not only to people and nature, but also to economies and nation 
states themselves. Markets must work for people; people should not work for markets.

From the ashes of World War II humanity gathered to build institutions aiming to build peace and prosperity 
for all, avoiding further sufering and destruction. he Universal Declaration of Human Rights spells out this 
collective will, and the United Nations organization was created to make it a reality. Alarmingly, this very 
institution is now being used as a platform to atack the very rights it should safeguard, leaving people without 
defense and puting the very relevance of the UN at stake. 

We urge member states to bring the Rio+20 negotiations back on track to deliver the people’s legitimate agenda 
and the realization of rights, democracy and sustainability, as well as respect for transparency, accountability 
and non-regression on progress made.

Note: This open letter to the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development (UNCSD) Secretary General, co-Chairs of the Bureau for 

Rio+20, and Member States of the United Nations was circulated and signed 
by many organizations. 

Rights at risk at the United Nations
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We call on the UN Secretary General to stand up for the legacy of the United Nations by ensuring that Rio+20 
builds on the multigenerational efort to strengthen rights as the foundation of peace and prosperity. 

We urge our fellow citizens of the world to stand up for he Future We Want, and let their voices be heard. To 
that end, the Rio+20 process should be improved by adopting the proposals we submit below.

On greater participation for MGs

We are concerned by the continuing exclusion of Major Groups from the formal negotiating process 
of the Rio+20 zero drat. Unlike in the Preparatory Commitee Meetings and the Intersessional 
Meetings, Major Groups and other Stakeholders have not been allowed to present revisions or 

make statements on the loor of the meeting. Nor, we suspect, will we be allowed to make submissions or to 
participate fully in the working negotiation group meetings that are likely to follow. Despite the UN DESA 
having compiled a text that shows all the revisions suggested by Major Groups, these revisions to the zero drat 
have so far not been included in the oicial negotiating text.

We request that the Major Groups be given the opportunity to submit suggestions and wording, which would 
then be added to the oicial text for consideration, indication of support or deletion, and potential inclusion 
by governments. 

We appeal to the UNCSD Secretary General to urgently reverse this state of afairs and to ensure that Major 
Groups have a seat at the table and a voice in the room where the negotiations are taking place. Please ensure that 
at the very least, Major Groups are allowed a formal statement at the commencement of the next negotiating 
session and at every session where a new drat text is introduced. 

SIGNED:
Ibon International
Vitae Civilis
he Access Initiative
Stakeholder Forum
Council of Canadians
Consumers International
Sustain Labour
International Trade Union Confederation
CIVICUS
Women in Europe for a Common Future
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he Hunger Games is young adult iction for the 99%.

Millions of readers around the world have made the 
2008-10 Hunger Games trilogy by Suzanne Collins 
a wildly popular series, and an eagerly awaited movie 
version is scheduled for release this year. 

But he Hunger Games should get special atention 
for the way it captures something unusual in young 
adult iction — the strength, curiosity and resolve of a 
cunning, intelligent, young female protagonist, Katniss 
Everdeen.

he trilogy also stands out because it resonates with a 
generation of young people who have grown up with 
the realities of economic insecurity and war, but also 
with the hope of resistance.

he novel takes place in a ictitious, but not outlandish, 
post-apocalyptic, police state called Panem. he 
country is divided into isolated districts, whose citizens 
are forbidden to communicate with one another. Each 
district specialises in a diferent industry — wheat, coal, 
ishing, etc.

he 12 districts support the wealthy city called the 
Capitol, where people live in absurd narcissistic wealth.

Each year, as a spectacle for the citizens of the Capitol 
and a way for the government to control the population 
of the 12 districts, the Capitol hosts the Hunger Games. 
A boy and girl from each of the districts (known as 
tributes) are chosen by lotery and forced to ight to the 
death.

Without spoiling the plot, there are certain themes that 
run throughout he Hunger Games that clearly align 
these books with the hopes, aspirations and sentiments 
of our side — the 99%.

his is a book about an intelligent young girl, Katniss, 
who is the caretaker of her family and protector of her 
loved ones.

Collins never sexualises Katniss— even as she is forced 
into a relationship for the beneit of the Capitol, the 1%.

At diferent points throughout the novels, she makes 
the point that she does not have time to worry about a 
relationship or love. She is her own young woman, even 
as there is intense pressure to feel and act diferently.

Katniss isn’t sexy, lirty and boy-obsessed. She is a 
strong, stubborn, intelligent, caring, confused, angry, 
rash, impulsive, and at times under-conident young 
woman — in other words, she is a teenager.

his is a trilogy about poverty. he lives of the people 
in District 12 are gripped by poverty, hunger, fear and 
misery.

Hope and the Hunger Games:
youth fiction for the 99%
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A generation of young adults growing up during an 
economic crisis — during which 50 percent of children 
in the United States will at some point be dependent 
on food stamps and 16 percent are considered food 
insecure — know the feeling of growling stomachs all 
too well.

hey, like Katniss, use a mixture of keen survival skills 
and desperation to provide for their families and 
navigate diicult situations.

Katniss and her best friend Gale break the law to survive 
— they hunt in a restricted area. Without this illegal 
activity, their families would starve to death since both 
Gale’s and Katniss’s fathers died in an explosion at the 
mine where they worked.

he Peacekeepers (police) and the local oicials look 
the other way, since Gale and Katniss trade their game 
and loot with them.

his is a trilogy about wealth inequality. Districts 
provide for the Capitol, where the citizens vainly alter 
their appearances with cosmetic surgery, tinting their 
skin and hair outrageous colours.

Once picked in the Hunger Games, the tributes have 
access to the most delectable food they could imagine, 
nice clothes, a team of make-up artists and stylists, and 
even comfortable sheets.

hose in the Capitol are completely obsessed with 
themselves, their looks, their parties and their fancy 
things. Collins adds priceless details, like the drink they 
consume in the Capitol during parties that forces them 
to vomit — to make more room for the delicious feasts.

Unlike in most books and TV shows, there isn’t an 
ounce of envy or a shred of desire to be one of this 
trilogy’s 1 percent — just disgust. Katniss shows almost 

pity toward those in the Capitol, who don’t know any 
beter and live such shallow and pathetic lives. hey too, 
she concludes, are pawns in the game of the haves and 
the have-nots.

his is a trilogy about war. Every citizen of Panem 
outside the Capitol knows that he or she, during their 
teenage years between 12 and 18, might be picked by 
the lotery to enter the Hunger Games.

But there is a poverty drat. Families can “choose” to get 
an extra ration of food from the state in exchange for the 
name of a family member being added into the lotery 
for extra time.

By the time the trilogy begins, Katniss already has her 
name added to the lotery 20 times to help feed her 
family.

his system reeks of the poverty drat in real-life US, 
where working-class and poor kids have no choice but 
to join the military to get money for college, job training 
or to get out of small, de-industrialised rural areas.

As in George Orwell’s 1984, Panem is under complete 
surveillance. Katniss has the constant feeling — within 
the games and without — of being watched and listened 
to.

he lines between being in the games (or in a war) and 
“back home” are completely blurred as Katniss realises 
she is being monitored at all times.

In fact, the president — the most powerful man in 
Panem — reveals to Katniss that he knows about things 
she did in private. his is undoubtedly a comment on 
society today and the government’s increased powers of 
surveillance.

     This is a trilogy about poverty. 

  This is a trilogy about wealth inequality.

    This is a trilogy about war. 

   Most of all, however, this is a trilogy about  

      resistance.
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Most of all, however, this is a trilogy about resistance. 
From the very beginning, Katniss and Gale talk about 
running away and escaping from their homes.

Survival, in the Games and in life, is also an act of 
resistance — sometimes Katniss is conscious of it, and 
other times she is not.

However, as the story continues — and everyone 
should read it — questions of what type of resistance 
haunt Katniss. She struggles with whether her resistance 
should be personal or collective.

Yet Collins always paints a picture of a collective struggle, 
whether it’s describing the way in which the districts 
can cut of the supply of their industry’s produce to 
the Capitol to really take a stance, or whether it’s a 
collective symbol — a song, a mockingjay or a ire — 
that galvanizes the entire country against the 1%.

Even as the trilogy nears its end, Katniss struggles with 
the question of what type of alternative there is. his 

isn’t a trilogy about a workers’ revolution, but it is about 
revolution and class struggle.

And Katniss is a sometimes conscious, yet oten 
unconscious, revolutionary.

he third book puts a bit of a wrench in what otherwise 
would be a fantastic trilogy. hough addressing the 
ending would give too much of the book away, I think 
that it never presents a positive alternative to a very dark 
society.

he ending isn’t hopeful — and relects a broken society, 
even through the process of resistance.

But regardless of its shortcomings, this trilogy cynically 
and beautifully relects the times we live in.

This article is reprinted from the online grassroots publication Green Left Weekly, 

a proudly independent voice committed to human and civil rights, global peace and 

environmental sustainability, democracy and equality. The book review was published 

on March 19, 2012 http://www.greenleft.org.au/node/50407

raw materials and new ways of squeezing more proits 
from the toil of working people. 

But they can’t privatize if we assign clear obligations to 
states to ensure universal access to water and so on — 
which is what those rights imply. hey can’t make as 
much money out of green technologies if we require 
technology assessments based on the precautionary 
principle. hey can’t easily expand to biofuel plantations 
if we have too many safeguards in place, such as 
respecting customary land use rights and the practices 
of indigenous peoples. 

hey can’t speculate on commodities and derivatives 
if we have inancial regulations. hey can’t talk 
about equity without us talking about the obscene 
concentration of wealth — or capital in the hands of a 
global inancial oligarchy today — which is precisely at 
the root of the current crisis: the decline in aggregate 
demand, the surfeit of capital that therefore goes to 
inancial speculation rather than to growing the real 
economy, thereby inlating asset bubbles and leading to 
inancial crises and all its atendant consequences.

Powerful states can’t aim forever to expand capital 
accumulation if we insist on the redistribution of 
resources and environmental space within planetary 
boundaries. hat’s why we need the People’s Summit!

Because here is the space where the people can 
discuss, more freely and openly — and question as 
well — the fundamental underpinnings of the global 
economic and political order, embrace new paradigms 
for “development” and sustainability, and explore truly 
transformative solutions —not the false solutions that 
we’ve been hearing about all week.

But we can’t completely abandon this space either. We 
have to send to our purported leaders the resounding 
message: that we will not allow them to “delete” our 
rights and “bracket” our futures. We must not allow 
them to backtrack on the Rio principles and on human 
rights obligations. We must make it clear to them that 
this is not the future we want!

IBON warns... (continued from p.19)






