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Sustainable Development Requires 
Leadership from the Top

As we struggle to ensure that the outcome of

CSD-15 is meaningful, it is clear that there are

fundamental problems with the functioning of the

UN’s highest level forum on sustainable devel-

opment.  Furthermore, it is widely recognised

that there is a failure to integrate sustainable de-

velopment across the United Nations system.

As the High Level Panel on System-wide Co-

herence rightly concluded, “the international

community is still falling short in implementation

and needs to improve the institutional framework

for sustainable development”.

To realise sustainable development, reform must

permeate the entire UN system. Leadership to-

wards this effort must come from the top—from

the Secretary-General himself.  Yet, the Secre-

tary-General has let numerous opportunities to

seize this challenge pass him by.  The first such

opportunity was his report on the recommenda-

tions of the High Level Panel on System-wide

Coherence, which was issued early last month.

Though the Secretary-General indicated broad

support for the recommendations of the High

Level Panel, his rather generic comments lacked

prioritisation and commitments to actions.   

Perhaps what is most telling about the

Secretary-General’s position on sustainable de-

velopment reform are not those Panel recom-

mendations he included, but those that he didn’t

explicitly refer to, in his response to the High

Level Panel. On sustainable development gov-

ernance, he referenced only the recommenda-

tion to establish a Sustainable Development

Board, overlooking the Panels’ recommenda-

tions on strengthening the CSD and establish-

ing a sustainable development segment in

ECOSOC.  In the area of international environ-

mental governance, the Secretary-General dis-

appointingly passed the buck to the General

Assembly’s informal consultative process on the

environment. 

A second opportunity was presented by yester-

day’s statement to the High Level Segment of

the CSD.  Many Governments and Major
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Yesterday, UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon assured Ministers attending the

High Level Segment of the CSD of his support for “work to advance progress

across the sustainable development agenda”. His words rang hollow, however,

when the Secretary-General failed to address the critical issue facing sustainable

development today: the need to reform the UN’s sustainable development archi-

tecture.

Official Opening of the CSD High Level Segment

Jennifer Peer, Stakeholder Forum
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Discussing: AOSIS at the CSD

In your opinion, is the CSD helping to
advance the priority of SIDS?

The CSD is the mandated intergovern-
mental body for dealing with the Mauri-
tius Strategy of Implementation (MSI)
which embodies some of the key issues
for SIDS, so from a policy point of view,
SIDS, LDCs and LLDCs are dealt with in
quite a special way throughout a lot of the
deliberations here. When it comes to ne-
gotiating the outcome document, as
many of our members are in the G77, we
work through this group to express our
opinion. 

My observation of the CSD is that it is a
hugely energetic process, and, as a new-
comer to the UN and the multilateral sys-
tem, I wonder whether there isn’t another
approach to help save time and energy. 

I’m not saying I know what the answer is,
I’m just looking at the huge amount of en-
ergy that goes into the CSD, we must ask
ourselves if we’re doing this in the right
manner.

Are statements made in the plenary
translated into provisions for action in the
final text?

In the final text we’ll see significant refer-
ence to SIDS – our partners and other
bodies ensure they’re high on the
agenda. For follow up and implementa-
tion we move toward the multilateral
process, UN bodies and bilateral
arrangements. A number of countries,
such as New Zealand and Iceland, are
especially good at follow up.

AOSIS have been pushing for the estab-
lishment of a Global Renewable Energy
fund. How do you envision such a fund
operating?

Groups have already indicated their de-

sire for a process of reflection on sus-

tainable development governance and

the role of the CSD in particular. 

According to some sources, these issues

were raised and generally supported in

the first closed ministerial “straight talk”

yesterday morning.  What better way to

build momentum towards this goal than

by delivering words of support to the

CSD members themselves?  Rather than

capitalising on this chance, the Secre-

tary-General emphasised his prioritisa-

tion of climate change, noting that he has

“put climate change at the top of [his]

own agenda”. 

Climate change is undermining our ef-

forts toward sustainable development. In-

deed, to be successful in our battle

against climate change, we must view

this issue through the lens of sustainable

development. There is, therefore, a need

for recognition that our policy drivers

must be Agenda 21 and the Johannes-

burg Plan of Implementation, not climate

change. 

Without strong systems of governance,

the realisation of sustainable develop-

ment will not be possible.  It is therefore

time for the Secretary-General to deliver

the leadership that the sustainable de-

velopment agenda, and the United Na-

tions itself, so desperately needs.

The 43 members of the Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS) are a coalition of small island and low-

lying coastal countries that share similar development challenges and concerns about the environ-

ment, especially their vulnerability to the adverse effects of global climate change. Outreach Issues

journalists Juan Hoffmaister and Chris Kyriacou spoke with AOSIS Chairman, Ambassador Angus

Friday of Grenada, about the group’s concerns and goals at CSD 15.

United Nations Secretary-General Ban-Ki Moon

Without strong systems 
of governance, the 
realisation of sustainable
development will not be
possible.

contd. from page 1



The fund we are proposing needs to be a
fund of funds – a large pool of money that
is then directed towards smaller dedi-
cated funds. These would be funds ded-
icated to grant oriented R&D, toward
technology transfer, for the commerciali-
sation of new forms of renewable ener-
gies and another that simply deals with
the large scale implementation of big re-
newable energy projects. In each case,
they represent a different type of financ-
ing, which may be grant, soft loan, project
mezzanine of equity financing.

This might begin to sound complex, but
this fund should not be something that is
just done through the UN. There are
large philanthropic organisations that
have significant levels of funding who can
contribute to this type of fund. In addition,
private institutions should be involved in
promoting commercialisation and project
finance, which is possible with the guar-
anteed backup of
such a fund.

Has the idea for a
Global Renew-
able Energy fund
been well re-
ceived?

There are already
renewable energy
funds that are
available, such as the Renewable En-
ergy Fund and GEF, but a lot of these
have very high transaction costs. It costs
lots of money just to develop a proposal,
which is a huge barrier to entry. Also,
where countries need to apply matching
funding, there simply aren’t the local
funding sources to meet that. There are
no local financial institutions with a man-
date to become involved with untried
technologies.

At the beginning of this CSD you outlined
eleven ‘areas of emphasis’ for the effec-
tive implementation of sustainable devel-
opment, but what about adaptation?
In all the things we’ve talked about, we
have put a heavy and particular empha-
sis on adaptation. We’ll continue to press

for legislation on mitigation strategies, but
from a practical point of view, we have to
focus on adaptation because that is what
will make a difference on the ground be-
tween this year and next year.

Has adaptation been welcomed in the
negotiating text as much as it should?

There is a lot of talk of adaptation at
CSD, but we’re not convinced that, left on
its own, we would have many more
adaptation projects between now and
this time next year. The role of AOSIS is
to implement the outcome document by
lobbying the UN system, partner coun-
tries and various agencies. We will de-
velop a program of activities to ensure
that this happens. The number one pri-
ority is to make sure that financing is
available to put in place local legislative
frameworks to actually implement re-
newable energy and adaptation projects

in SIDS.

The program will
compile a list of ideas
we’ve heard at CSD
and ensure that ac-
tual projects can start
on the ground— for
example projects that
convert sewage into
energy, help to build
reefs faster, or har-

ness geothermal and tidal energy.

On the mitigation side, as SIDS we can
only have a very small impact on the
global picture, so it is the developed
countries who need to focus on their mit-
igation strategies. We are the most vul-
nerable countries - the canary in the
coalmine - and the first affected are the
first to focus on adaptation strategies and
projects.

Much has been said recently about the
connections between sustainable devel-
opment and adaptation, especially in the
latest IPCC report. Since much of the
management on this is coming from the
UNFCCC, is enough guidance coming
from the CSD?

I would prefer to wait until the end of the
CSD before I can give a more balanced
and thought-through answer. I’m not sure
it’s CSD’s role to give direction to the UN-
FCCC. If nothing else, I think the CSD
looks to the UNFCCC for guidance on
critical issues. In terms of adaptation
plans and strategies, it’s then up to the
relevant UN agencies and member coun-
tries to go forward— which we’ll be doing
in conjunction with the UN Office of the
High Representative for the Least Devel-
oped Countries, Landlocked Developing
Countries and Small Island Developing
States (OHRLLS). We will hold a three
monthly review to ensure that our adap-
tation plans are implemented and moni-
tored. 

The critical point for us is that we’d like to
see the Mauritius strategy of implemen-
tation being promoted and reviewed in
both the review and the policy year of the
CSD. Currently it is only reviewed in the
review year which means we have to
wait 2 years to know how successful
we’ve been. It’s important to review pro-
gression on an annual basis and if we’re
able to do that our adaptation strategies
would be happening more quickly.
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“It is the developed
countries who need to
focus on their mitigation
strategies. We are the
most vulnerable countries
- the canary in the
coalmine.”

AOSIS Chairman,
HE Ambassador Angus Friday of Grenada
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Self-respecting government delegation?
Refresh yourself! Get a youth delegate. 
Wandering through the UN building you

might have seen youth walking around

with government delegation badges. You

might also have wondered , whether

these youth were just young profession-

als working for their government at a very

young age or that this might be another

phenomenon. Of course the youngsters

wearing the red badges are quite profes-

sional for their age, but they are not ex-

actly working for their governments.

Some governments include youth dele-

gates in their delegations. Some of the

countries have a long tradition in taking

youth delegates to international meet-

ings; others have just started doing that. 

CSD normally has only a few youth del-

egates, especially when you compare it

to the General Assembly, where over 20

official youth delegates represent about

13 countries. This year the Belgian gov-

ernment selected three young people to

enrich their delegation to CSD 15. This

means that next to Germany, Sweden

and The Netherlands, Belgium is now the

fourth European country who has taken

the initiative to involve their young gen-

eration in decision making on their future. 

These youth delegates have not only a

symbolic value for the delegation, namely

showing the world how well they are

doing on participation of civil society, and

especially youth, but it also has an added

value for the work of the government

concerning sustainable development and

the CSD in particular. Sustainable devel-

opment is also something of interest for

youth, since it is all about solidarity to fu-

ture generations and youth and children

have to deal with the consequences of

decisions that are taken today. This does

not mean that they are a victim of what-

ever the present generation of decision-

makers decides upon. On the contrary,

they are the ones active in their commu-

nities and amongst their peers to improve

awareness on, for example, climate

change or taking action on the conserva-

tion of nature. 

More than 1 billion people on this planet

are defined as youth by the UN. Luckily

The European Youth Delegates at the CSD

by the European Youth Delegates



Page 5 Outreach Issues

SDIN & SF; Volume 1, Issue 9, 2007

governments committed, through

Agenda 21, to improve the involvement

of youth in decision making on sustain-

able development. More countries are

`walking their talk` every year by includ-

ing youngsters in their delegations or by

funding them to come to CSD. 

Taking all of this into consideration we

still know that youth are deviant, loud

and cheeky. So, as a healthy thinking

government representative might think,

why should we bother taking them to

CSD in your government delegation?

The answer to this question is actually

quite obvious. Youth are a heteroge-

neous group with different social back-

grounds, attitudes and aims in life. What

connects them is mainly age group and

idealism. Because of that a youth dele-

gate can improve your connections to

civil society and also to other delega-

tions. Since they are not yet used to

conferences like the CSD they can fol-

low more unprejudiced approaches and

speak frankly. They can even help you

with addressing delegations that used to

be a diplomatic challenge. They are an

extraordinary good pair of ears and

eyes in the process. Even more, a youth

delegate can bring

in refreshing and

unique ideas to

your delegation

meetings that you

never have

thought of without

them. Involving a

youth delegate in

your delegation

also provides your

government with the opportunity to pass

your government's opinion through to

tomorrow's leaders. It can be really help-

ful to have youth participating in

processes like the CSD, understanding

the results and being able to explain

them to their peers. 

After these sharp set of arguments you

are, of course, totally convinced of the

added value that a youth delegate can

have for your delegation for next years

CSD. And we are sure that if your coun-

try hasn’t got a youth delegate already,

which is quite likely, you will immediately

consult some of

the youth dele-

gates present now

and ask them how

they got elected

and how they go

about during CSD

and make up your

own strategy to in-

clude a youngster.

As official youth

delegates we would like to say that we

are more than happy to help you with

that! 

•  Carsten Koenig, Katja Walter - Germany

• Isabelle Letawe, Alain Kniebs, Johan

Daniels - Belgium

•  Achmed Hassan - Sweden

•  Sanne van Keulen, Maayke Damen - The

Netherlands

A youth delegate can
bring in refreshing and
unique ideas to your 
delegation meetings
that you never have
thought of without them.

Opportunities for Africa
Outreach Issues invited Nnimmo Bassey, Executive Director of Environmental Rights Action/ Friends

of Earth Nigeria to talk about climate change mitigation strategies at CSD and Africa's priorities

therein and for CSD 16. Our readers will know Nnimmo through his touching poems that have been

published in both Taking Issues and Outreach Issues. 

Expectations for CSD 15

Nnimmo had hoped to see progress at
CSD 15, but has only found delegates
concerned with drafting non-binding
language, leading to a document that
does not encourage action. 

Although Africa is suffering the impacts
of the climate crisis, he believes this
CSD is not going help Africa address
current and future crises. Nnimmo ex-
pected the CSD 15 to be a great oppor-

tunity for nations to work together in
good faith to address an issue that tran-
scends the national and becomes an
issue of global survival.  As we discuss
the future of the human race, he hoped
to see serious commitments to promote
sustainable development.

Proposal for delegates

Nnimmo’s proposal for delegates is that,
as this is a Commission on Sustainable
Development, delegates should ensure

that it is a place where people look at
what should be the ultimate goal of all
nations.  The CSD is not only a place for
incremental steps; Countries could have
the ultimate goals and strategies, and
then begin to take incremental steps to
crystallize dreams. 

As expressed by many participants at
the CSD NGOs forum, there is a com-
plete absence of adequate debate and
discussion when the negotiations take
place - “When you sit to pass the law,



you are going to be challenged. And no
challenges come out from this exercise
and I think that is regrettable.”
Nnimmo added that this exercise results
in unmitigated resource consumption,
and there must be accountability. As a
matter of fact, there is a critical need to
alleviate the climate crisis, otherwise
Africa will continue to suffer. 

Nnimmo believes that a major chal-
lenge is the ‘money first’ approach
being exhibited by nations. In this CSD,
there is a division between nations,
even within groups. He thinks it is be-
cause of a diversity of groups being
parochial in their national concentra-
tions, which is blocking the better out-
come. 

African engagement

Africa must see that their fate is in their
own hands. Nobody is going to help
them unless they are awake. There are
lots of side events and discussions
about Africa where sometimes we do
not find Africans attending. “You cannot
have somebody shift your head in your
absence” says Nnimmo. Africans and
delegates have to know that they have
to engage in the process to find the
right space to raise their concerns and
address issues. 

Africa’s priorities at CSD 16

CSD 16 is going to address the issues
of agriculture. If Africa begins to pre-
pare now, the outcome will be better.
Nnimmo foresees a lot of food traffick-
ing by some regions and powerful na-
tions, who perceive Africa as a dumping
ground for food aid, even when there is
no need. For example, in 2004 there

was a food crisis
somewhere in An-
gola. It was not even
a national calamity
but it was exagger-
ated globally.  He
said that we are
hearing about more
and more famines
and droughts in
Africa, but this is
sometimes exagger-
ated

The politics of hunger
have been explored.
It has been demon-
strated that donors
of food aid in-kind
are using it as an in-
strument to support
their own domestic
agricultural produc-
tion. Giving food aid
in cash for the poor
would actually will
help the local popula-
tion to buy food in-
ternally, thereby
enabling economic recovery alongside
food security. Food aid in-kind changes
peoples eating habits and depresses the
local economy. This is not in any way
sustainable and does not lead to sus-
tainable development.

Another challenge for Africa at CSD 16
will be the issue of agro-forests. People
in Africa have good forests.  The fact is
that non-oil producing countries are
now focusing on bio-fuel cropping. If
rich nations are able to manipulate
Africa during the next round of the CSD,
the place where Africans produce food
crops and have forests, will be used to

produce bio fuel crops. This will lead to
more starvation, more conflicts and
more poverty. Nnimmo, who is also an
international co-coordinator for the
GMO Campaign, says bio fuel crops
would not be meant for food. The first
priority should be for the people to feed
themselves, and then there would be
an opportunity for non oil producing
countries to persuade Africans to en-
gage in Genetically Modified crop pro-
duction. 

Nnimmo concluded by saying that while
anticipating a good round of CSD at the
16th session, Africa has to set priorities
on what kind of agriculture it needs.
Africa has to be very conscious not to
be drawn into practices, terminologies
and consumption patterns that do not
benefit its people and do not bring sus-
tainable development.
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“As this is a Commission on Sustainable Development,
delegates should ensure that it is a place where people
look at what should be the ultimate goal of all nations.”

Nnimmo Bassey
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Education Key to a Climate of Genuine 
Cooperation and Solidarity 

Esther Castain, Soka Gakkai International, Member of Education Caucus

Views differ the process, substance, per-
ceptions and expectations of the CSD.
Yet there is a broadening consensus
around the unique function of the CSD as
a forum for dialogue. Its processes serve
to explore, learn from, reflect on and ex-
press the evolving spectrum of policy
challenges to sustainable development
not voiced and addressed elsewhere.
From our observations, what becomes
clear is both the complexity and simplic-
ity of barriers and constraints in meeting
the obligations of policy commitments.

Interacting at the CSD, we come to a
crossroads in choosing to move from
commitments to action. We see clearly
that the choices ahead require learning
to shift from solely economic imperatives
to aims that are more socially equitable,
environmentally “sound,” and culturally
sensitive. Although we have not been
here before, and there are no footprints
to follow, we have certain knowledge of
human needs and activities that brought
us to this crossroad. Our generally
agreed destination includes replacing
fossil-fuel dominance with a more sus-
tainable energy mix; unrestrained indus-
try and outright poverty with energy
efficiency and moderation in consump-
tion; and the devastating impacts of cli-
mate change with more constructive

modalities of mitigation and adaptation.
Within the CSD community, we ask how
we can learn to face the immediate and
tangible realities of the roads already
traveled while meeting the needs of hu-
manity’s future on this planet? The ques-
tion suggests an inspired leap to learn in
order to shift policy thinking beyond the
exclusion of others toward a “win-win
world.” 

What we have in common is an end goal:
To create informed political entities and
an informed civil society that can partici-
pate and act on principles of sustainabil-
ity (Agenda 21). The goal implies “Acting
As One” and that civil society plays a
greater role than being merely a passive
recipient of a policy menu of options.

The 1977 Tbilisi Declaration on Environ-
mental Education stated that “The gen-
eral non-specialist public of young people
and adults ... has a decisive influence.” It
encouraged participatory development
leading to community action, critical
thinking and problem-solving skills in
every sector of society.

Development has evolved to the current
understanding that the integrity of eco-
logical and human systems must be pro-
tected. Within this context, the human

element – qualities such as dignity, trust,
courage, compassion, kindness, altru-
ism, “we’re all in this together” – can be
missing or devalued in relation to policy
options and potential actions. From an
ordinary person’s perspective, barriers
between civil society actions and policy
implementation are often viewed as in-
decisiveness and disconnection – per-
haps a Shakespearean sense of “sound
and fury signifying nothing.”

As implied in the JPOI, whether in terms
of civil society or good governance or pol-
icymaking, leadership should serve peo-
ple, and not the other way around.
Remarkably, if not paradoxically, what
each has in common is a sense of life’s
preciousness and the impulse to allevi-
ate suffering as a point of engagement
with the other. 

Consequently, CSD is a learning organi-
zation. The way forward is to create and
strengthen the kind of education that will
build a learning society by engaging peo-
ple at every level. The United Nations,
representatives of government and of
civil society can then effectively move for-
ward the commitments that have evolved
out of Agenda 21 and beyond. This begs
the question: “What are we, governments
and NGOs, doing about education?” 

Paul the Polar Bear calls on you to
meet the needs of the present 
generation without compromising 
the ability of future generations to
meet their own needs.

The misadventures of Paul the Polar Bear
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Austrian Standards at the CSD

Austria recently completed an assess-
ment on energy requirements entitled
“Nuclear Power, Climate Policy and Sus-
tainability”. In response, you have reaf-
firmed your position to denounce nuclear
power. Why?

Austria has always firmly opposed the

option of nuclear power. I am well aware

that the increasing global threat of cli-

mate change requires us to take drastic

measures, especially in the face of ever

increasing energy demands. Therefore, I

asked the scientific council of the Aus-

trian Government to explore these ques-

tions and they have come up with a

full-fledged assessment of the linkages

between nuclear power, climate change

and sustainability. 

A number of arguments have recon-

firmed the position of the Austrian Gov-

ernment: the threat of severe accidents

pertains, furthermore: nuclear power

plants can only be protected from terror-

ist attacks to a limited degree, prolifera-

tion is a serious issue and there is no

sustainable, reasonable solution in sight

for dealing with radioactive waste. In ad-

dition, nuclear energy is not a flexible,

cost-effective solution, to contrib-ute sig-

nificantly to combating climate change,

which certainly requires quick and deter-

mined measures. 

CSD is looking at nuclear power as one
of the solutions to diversifying the energy
mix. Do you feel that some countries will
have to go nuclear to meet their increas-
ing energy needs?

We believe that state-of-the-art technol-

ogy offers us a broad range of alternative

opportunities for diversifying the energy

mix - not only for industrialized countries,

but especially for the developing world.

Nuclear energy does not provide a quick

and cost-effective solution to the prob-

lem.

In contrast to nuclear power, the in-

creased usage of renewables, more de-

centralized units, or combined heat and

power generation as well as investments

in energy efficiency measures are more

efficient and cost-effective, more flexible

and bear greater potential to meet the

challenges of today. 

The EU has set targets for renewable en-
ergy. What could help developing coun-
tries also set targets?

From my point of view, the value of

setting targets is two-fold: one, they

help to clearly direct measures to

achieve a certain goal; and two, they

are a means of attracting additional

investments. Therefore, it is so cru-

cial that countries start to integrate

energy for sustainable develop-

ment, and more specifically specific

targets, into their national develop-

ment strategies. These are precon-

ditions for accessing financial

resources from a number of institu-

tions, bearing in mind that demand-

driven approaches deliver much

more in terms of concrete output.

What role are partnerships making
to deliver the CSD and JPOI com-
mitments?

Partnerships are crucial factors for sup-

porting demand-driven measures. They

provide the opportunity for combined ef-

forts from governments, stakeholders

and the private sector. Therefore, Austria

has started to engage actively in the work

of a certain number of partnerships, es-

pecially in the energy field such as the Vi-

“Environmental protection
has turned from a sort of 
isolated field of discussion
into the backbone of 
national and international
policies today.”

Outreach Issues journalists discussed the CSD with Mr. Josef Pröll, Federal Minister for Agriculture,

Forestry, Environment and Water Management

Mr Josef Pröll
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enna-based REEEP or the Global

Forum on Sustainable Energy, the

GFSE. Austria has the obvious advan-

tage that a number of important energy-

related organisations are based in

Vienna. It is only natural then that we try

to engage in increasing synergies

among them to maximise outputs. Envi-

ronment as the challenge for the 21st

century requires combined and inte-

grated efforts from all actors, and part-

nerships are significant motors for

concrete implementation of policies and

activities in the field.

The recent Security Council debate on
climate change is an example of the
new paradigm for  human environmen-
tal security. Should the UN address this
in the coming years?

Absolutely! Environmental protection

has turned from a sort of isolated field of

discussion into the backbone of national

and international policies today. Integra-

tion in all policy areas is key to meeting

all linked consequences. The climate

change debate is the first to hit the inter-

national consciousness in that regard:

While the Climate Change Convention

and the Kyoto Protocol are the decisive

and main international decision making

bodies, the UN in its entirety has the role

of fostering concerted and integrative

policies. This is a new venue of engage-

ment for the UN system. This might also

require changes in established working

methods and behaviour. Still, if this con-

tributes to increased cooperation and

coordination across all policy areas in

the interest of all people worldwide, this

will be a worth-while achievement. 

Invitation

The Federal Minister for Agriculture, Forestry, Environment 

and Water Management

Mr. Josef Pröll 

requests the pleasure of your company at his side event.

Energy Efficiency in the Building Sector - From Talk to Action

Side Event with Austrian Refreshments

Thursday, 10 May 2007, at 6:15 p.m.

Dag Hammarskjöld Library, Penthouse

UN Headquarters (Near main cafeteria)

Refreshments in form of Austrian wine and food will be served. 

P R O G R A M M E

Presentation of innovative
approaches to improve energy
efficiency in the building sector

• Mr. Josef Pröll (Federal Minister
for Agriculture, Forestry, Environ-
ment and Water Management) –
Introduction and Welcome

• Mr. Wilfried Pohl (Bartenbach
Lichtlabor) – Lighting Systems and
Concepts

• Mr. Murray L. Levi (US Green
Building Council) – Green Building
in the US and plaNYC

• Mr. Paul Kirai (GEF-KAM Indus-
trial Energy Efficiency Project) –
Energy Efficiency Project Consult-
ing in Kenya

Moderator: Ms. Elfriede A. More



THURSDAY´S PROGRAMME

HIGH LEVEL SEGMENT

08:30 – 10:00 ECOSOC Chamber Closed Ministerial Meeting / Straight Talk with UN System

10:00 – 13:00 Conf. Room 4 Interactive discussion with UN organizations, Regional Commissions,

specialized agencies and Bretton Woods institutions

12:00 Conf. Room 4 Turning Commitments into Action: Working together in Partnership

Interactive discussions / Official statements continued

13:00 Ministerial lunch discussion (Hosted by Norway - by invitation)

15:00 – 18:00 Conf. Room 4 Turning Commitments into Action: Working together in Partnership

Interactive discussions / Official statements

Interactive discussions with Major Groups

LEARNING CENTRE

10:00 – 13:00 Conf. Room B Energy Efficient Products: Stimulating Demand and Facilitating Trade 

through Communities of Practice

15:00 – 18:00 Conf. Room B Models that Bridges the Gap between Access to Energy and 

Microfinance

MAJOR GROUPS MEETINGS

Conference Room C

08:30 – 09:00 Local Authorities

09:00 – 10:00 NGOs informational meeting

10:00 – 11:00 Youth and Children

11.00 – 12.00 Indigenous People

12:00 – 13:00 Energy

13:00 – 14:00 Asia

14:00 – 15:00 Women

15:00 – 16:00 Education

15:00 – 16:00 Peace Caucus (DPI/NGO Center)

16:15 – 17:00 Consumers International

17:00 – 18:00 Workers and Trade Unions

18:00 – 20:00 NGOs Policy Strategy Meetin

Outreach Issues is a new and improved civil society newsletter produced by Stakeholder Forum and the SDIN Group.

Bringing together the best of the two previous CSD conference dailies, Outreach and Taking Issue, Outreach Issues

aims to “report with an attitude, from the global scene of sustainability”.

The SDIN Group include: ANPED, The Northern Alliance for Sustainability; Third World Network (TWN); and Environment

Liaison Centre International (ELCI).

Outreach Issues are available for download at the ANPED website, http://www.anped.org.


