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Climate change is affecting all of us – some more than others,
though. Governments are either blind to “gender-biased” effects

or simply act like they have no will left for change.
By: Lesha Witmer, Chair of the Commission on sustainable Development of the Netherlands

Women’s Council (also based on the background paper of the women major group)

gender sensitive – you must be joking!

“The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC) stated in 2001 that, “climate
change impacts will be differently distributed
among different regions, generations, age
classes, income group, occupations and
genders. The impacts of climate change will
fall disproportionately upon developing
countries and the poor persons within all
countries, and thereby exacerbate inequities
in health status and access to adequate food,
clean water, and other resources.” People
living in poverty are more vulnerable to
environmental changes. The gender-poverty
links show that 70 percent of the poor in the
world are women and their vulnerability is
accentuated by race, ethnicity, and age.
So far, the critical issues of who is
responsible for CO2 emissions and through
what activities, of how social, political and
planning conditions affect emission
reduction, and of the role played by gender
in increasing or curbing
emissions, have scarcely been
identified, much less really
debated.

Climate change is gender
specific
Climate change has many
gender-specific characteristics:
(i) women are affected
differently and more severely
by climate change and natural
disasters because of social
roles, discrimination and
poverty, (ii) women are still

underrepresented in decision-making about
climate change, greenhouse gas emissions
and adaptation/mitigation, and (iii) there are
gender biases in carbon emissions. Women
should be included because they are most
vulnerable, but most of all because they have
different perspectives and expertise to
contribute. Gender is a significant dimension
to take into account when understanding
environmental change. Perspectives,
responses and impacts related to disaster
events are different for men and women, as
men and women have different social
responsibilities, vulnerabilities, capabilities
and opportunities for adjustment and
unequal assets and power relations.

Marginalized status
Because of women’s marginalized status and
dependence on local natural resources, their
domestic burdens are increased, including
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DIALOGUE, PLEASE!

There is no point in this scientific
knowledge languishing in the bowels of the
UN. In this review year, each government
should be asked to account for what steps
it took to inform and engage the public to
respond appropriately and make the
changes in production and consumption
patterns contributing significantly to climate
change, air pollution and poverty.

We commend the Chair for voicing his
timely observation, and we strongly support
the Chair in his wish that all future
Multistakeholder Dialogue Sessions be used
for their intended purpose - meaningful
dialogue.

As countries keep confusing dialogue for already written statements, the
Multistakeholder Dialogue Sessions lose some, or all, of their purpose.

By Frank Corcoran and Sharon Abreu

On Wednesday, the Chair of the
Multistakeholder Dialogue Session on

Education, Raising Public Awareness,
Dissemination of Information and
Knowledge expressed frustration that the
delegates were reading out set piece
speeches in response to the statements of
the Major Groups rather than engaging in
dialogue. The session was flagged to
promote action in relation to the thematic
cluster including the area of education,
raising public awareness, dissemination of
information and knowledge, including
technical know-how, and fostering
partnership initiatives.

The gap between knowledge and policy
continues to exist partly because of the

failure of real dialogue at the CSD. The
problem goes beyond the CSD because the
specified knowledge on climate change
amassed by the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change (IPCC) has not been shared
by governments with their public to such an
extent to mobilize the political will necessary
to take the required actions.

civil society and mainly women, being the
main future users, especially in
developing countries.

Rights based approach needed
Governments have so far not picked up
on their task to provide vocational
training in non-traditional occupations
for women, implement policies to at least
create a critical mass of 30% of women
in decision-making and expert roles and
not use gender mainstreaming as an
excuse to do nothing about glass ceilings
- and walls - that prevent women from
playing an active role. A rights-based-
approach will set the defaults of present
private enterprise “blind spots” right.
Apart from some exceptional countries,
mainly in the developing world, most
countries so far have lacked the courage
to decide on their approach to these
issues.

additional work to collect water, food and
fuel. In some areas climate change
generates resource shortages and
unreliable job markets, which leads to
increased male-out migration.

Having said that, training – if and when
part of the program – is aimed at and
management is given into the hands of
men, instigated from a traditional role-
perspective in many countries. After the
training the men leave the village or are
not managing because they consider it the
responsibility of the women - who have
not been trained. That is disinvestment!

Lack of control by women over natural
resources, technologies and credit add to
the problem. Just as the problem of lack
of communication tools – something
addressed by women time and again
during the WSIS (World Summit on the
Information Society) – render women less
likely to receive critical information.

No availability for women
Tapping women’s interest in disaster
mitigation and preparedness has led to
improved community welfare during and
after disasters and in prevention. Ensuing
strategies, including gender-sensitive target
group analysis, are crucial.

Sustainable energy sources are not available
for women. Therefore they are often forced
to use unsustainable energy sources. Thus
one important challenge is to provide
women and men with sustainable energy.
This will not only improve women’s
situations and the situation of the rural poor,
but also help to improve their living
standards and to help mitigate climate
change.

More technology and technological
solutions are needed. The challenge is to
develop or adopt these technologies to be
suitable, usable and affordable for SME’s,
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kerosene and wood as the primary sources
of fuel, leaving the community with cleaner
air, reducing the incidence of acute
respiratory syndrome (particularly in women
and children), and greener forests. Also, by

Toward the end of 2003, while some of
my friends had left Nepal for better
opportunities, my fellow students and I
met to discuss what we could do to bring
those ‘better opportunities’ to Nepal.

We have seen development projects not
working in Nepal, we have experienced
development efforts damaging the
environment, including projects funded
by well-meaning donors. So what would
be a viable option for Nepal? We
concluded that small-scale hydropower
would be best suited to our energy
resources and our needs.  Not only is it a
clean form of energy but by using the run-
off river technique, we would be able to
collect the power without building a dam
that would displace people. Furthermore,
it would contribute to the GDP and
provide consistently inexpensive energy.
For health, livelihood, and sustainability
this is a great option for Nepal.

Because we were engaging local
resources, it is important for us to give
back to the communities where the
hydropower projects were located. By
partnering with a private company, we
ensured that the project was self-
sustaining. Through this partnership, the
company agreed to reinvest some of the
profits into the community.

This is one small step but we are thrilled
with this progress and we are using this
momentum to channel electricity back to
the local communities. Thousands of
households can benefit from such mini-
hydropower projects. This would replace

My project is only one example out of
many. Here, at CSD, I have learned about
other amazing youth-led initiatives
toward a more sustainable future.
Through the Campus Climate Challenge
in North America over 300 universities
are now investing in renewable energy,
energy efficiency and green
transportation. They are engaging in
campus-wide education and
empowerment.

In Ghana, my friend Emmanuel is
working through the Youth Employment
Summit Ghana to improve agricultural
development. The use of new
environmentally friendly machinery for
irrigation has increased efficiency and
production for individual farmers, thus
increasing employment opportunities for
young people in the surrounding area.

There are other fine examples in this
MDG Youth paper and the Children and
Youth Discussion paper.

Clearly there are solutions that already
exist, in the North as well as in the South.
The challenge is to capture the potential
of these solutions and invest in them. On
the occasion of this review year, we
commit to working with you to strengthen
support for these and other initiatives.

The decisions made today will have a
significant impact on our lives in the
future. We will live the consequences. We
will breathe the air and drink the water
you leave us. Let the support you lend these
projects be the legacy you leave to us.

Statement of the Major Group - Children and Youth

Hello my name is Sudyumna Dahal, I come from Nepal. My country has been in
the news a lot in the past weeks, but I want to tell you a different story,

a story about Nepalese youth working towards a more sustainable future.

educating and supporting the community in
end-use diversification of electricity, they
can develop the infrastructure for viable
economies. And all this can be accomplished
with a little funding, education, and
development of local infrastructure.

“We will live the
consequences”
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Geosequestration is not the solution either
GREENHOUSE EMISSIONS WOULD INCREASE

against an excessive focus on fossil fuels with
geosequestration in the Asia Pacific. To achieve
science based emissions targets, Partnership
countries will need to establish low energy
demand using new energy efficient technologies
and ensure energy comes primarily from zero
emission sources.”

“Geosequestration may be able to play a minor
role, but compared to zero emission sources,
new fossil fuel plants, even if their emissions
are considerably lower, will increase emissions
in the region and make it impossible to arrest
global warming.”

Dr Karl Mallon is director of the Transition
Institute, an international consultancy and think
tank specializing in energy policy and climate
change. Dr Mallon is author of “International
Renewable Energy Policy and Politics”
published by Earthscan, London.

Analysis by the energy think tank
Transition Institute shows that if the
member countries of the Asia Pacific
Partnership on Clean Development and
Climate focus exclusively on
geosequestration, greenhouse emissions
across the region would increase by over
70% by 2050, a timeframe in which
scientists say reductions of at least 60%
are needed to avoid dangerous climate
change.

Dr Karl Mallon, director of the
Transition Institute, said “Our analysis
demonstrates that geosequestration is
not a silver bullet for climate change.
Installing new fossil fuel power plants
with geosequestration across Asia
would, in fact, lead to a massive increase
in greenhouse emissions.” This
conclusion arises from an examination
of the projected rise in energy use in
Asia. It is based on a best-case scenario
that ignores geographic and costs
constraints, but recognises that
geosequestration technologies lower but
do not eliminate greenhouse emissions
from fossil fuel facilities.

Dr Mallon explained “While capturing and
sequestering the carbon from any individual
power station may reduce its emissions by over
80%, for countries like India and China who are
putting in completely new energy infrastructure,
even low emission power plants introduce new
emissions. If these new emissions are multiplied
by the dramatic increases in energy demand as
India and China become more industrialized and
wealthy, as well as the projections for increased
population, the net effect would be a major
increase in emissions.”

Based on a future population in the Asia-Pacific
Partnership countries of 3.5 billion and energy
consumption levels consistent with those in the
OECD today, exclusive use of fossil fuels with
geosequestration would see emissions increase
by 77% by 2050 compared to levels in 2000 (the
last year for which there is comprehensive
emissions data).

“The technologies India and China choose to
power their economic development are key, as
is what developed countries choose when they
replace existing plants. China and India already
have aggressive plans for renewable energy, but
our analysis should sound a note of caution

Excess Focus on Geosequestration in Asia Pacific would lead to a major
increase in greenhouse emissions, says a Transition Institute analysis.
By: Stephanie Long, Climate Action Network magazine

4. Assuming people across the Partnership
countries use 56MWh per capita per year at an
average emission level of 0.12tCO2e per MWh,
the per capita emission will be 6.7tCO2e from
energy alone. If emissions from non-energy
sectors in developed countries are cut in half
by 2050, then total emissions will be 7.9tCO2e
per capita per year.
This compares to an average per capita
emission level of 5.7tCO2e, or an approximate
39% increase on levels in 2000 (the last year
for which there is comprehensive international
data).

5. The United Nations projects that the population
in the APPCDC Partnership countries will be
3.55 billion by 2050. If per capita emissions in
the Partnership countries using fossil fuels and
CCS is 7.9tCO2e in 2050 then emissions in
2050 will be 28 billion tCO2e. This is an increase
of 77% of emission with respect to 2000 which
were 15.8 billion tonnes CO2e.

For more information see:
www.transitioninstitute.org

Summary Notes on Analysis:
Some effects of using fossil fuels and
geosequestration in the Asia Pacific energy
sector (Australia, China,India, Japan, Korea,
and USA).
1. Geosequestration or Carbon Capture and

Storage (CCS) includes the capture of
carbon dioxide pollution from power plants
and other large facilities and also the
‘stripping’ of carbon from liquid and
gaseous fossil fuels to provide hydrogen
as a transportable fuel. In both cases the
carbon dioxide is sequestered
underground or on the ocean floor to
prevent it entering the atmosphere. A
recent Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change technical report
concludes that future CCS plants may be
able to capture between 80 and 90% of
these emissions after the extra energy
need to run the CCS systems is factored
in. There is also greenhouse emission
when fuel is extracted (fugitive emissions)
which must be accounted for. We assume

that CCS can be applied to all fossil fuel and capture
85% of total greenhouse gasses.

2. Geosequestration costs more than conventional
energy and also has geographical limitations on
where carbon can be placed. However, we assume
no cost, transport or geographical constraints. We
assume that in 2050, 50% of energy comes from
coal and 50% from oil and gas, and after
sequestration the average emissions are 0.12
tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e) per
megawatt hour (MWh).

3. It is assumed that by 2050 per capita energy use in
all of the Asia Pacific Partnership countries by will
be at least equal to that in OECD countries today.
In the developed countries in the OECD, on average
energy accounts for 83% of the total 13.9 tCO2e
emissions percapita per year. The average per
capita energy consumption per year is 4.7 tons oil
equivalent or 56MWh. The rest of the emissions
come from industrial processes, agriculture, land
use change and forestry, waste, shipping and
aviation fuels. We assume that per capita these
non-energy emissions can be halved in developed
countries by 2050.
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“PAY MORE ATTENTION TO THE SUCCESSFUL PROJECTS!”
Maria Christina Pacheco, from ORPLANA, the organization of sugar cane
growers from Brazil, one of two coordinators of the Farmers Major Group:

ethanol, will help to make Brazil self-sufficient
concerning fuels. The Brazilian government
launched the so-called Social Fuel Seal
program in 2005 to encourage small growers
to produce raw materials for the Biodiesel
industries. We want to share our experiences
here at the CSD.

The other issue, which is of direct and tangible
concern for our farmers, is climate change.
During the last twenty years they have seen a
dramatic change in the local climate. Before,
farmers could rely on certain, regular periods
of rainfall. Now the weather has become
unpredictable. The behavior of animals was
an indicator when to expect rainfalls; farmers
got their clues about when to start the seeding
season from it. Animals have changed their
behavior and farmers have to make guesses.
As a result droughts have affected the seeds,
and untimely rains have destroyed the harvest
in many cases. If we don’t respect mother
nature, how long will she take our nonsense?

How do the different groups work together?
We had conference calls with the other groups
about how we can cooperate more efficiently.

About biofuel from sugarcane,
unreliable rainfalls and respecting
mother nature.

What is your take on the nine major
groups – do they help or confuse the
process?
They are very important in the process, but
we should get better organized and get more
effective. We need to let the governments
and the wider society know about what is
going on at the grassroots. We, the farmers,
are dealing with the realities on the ground.
We know and live with the problems, we
haven’t just heard about them from a
distance. And lots of things need to be
changed.

What is the biggest challenge for you in
relation to your constituency?
Farmers are historically inside their farms.
Globalization is an enormous challenge for
farmers. They have to see their work and
their products and markets differently. The
markets have opened up so fast. Farmers
need to get united to face that challenge.

Does your constituency feel represented
at the CSD?
We are represented here via the
International Federation of Agricultural
Producers. But many farmers are of course
occupied with basic necessities, for them it
is difficult to think about sustainability in
the terms of the UN. Most are too poor to
take part in an event like the CSD.
Personally, I am in a privileged position, with
internet access, a laptop…To have our voice
heard here was a hard fight. The sugar cane
growers are pretty well organized, so we
made it to the CSD.

Is the constituency interested in the
process, the issues?
The issue of renewables affects Brazilian
farmers directly. Biofuel from sugarcane,

If we only go for our specific goals we will
go nowhere.

Do you think that the major groups
should speak with one voice?
Each major group should speak with one
voice, show their specific problems and bring
forward own ideas. But we all have one goal
– to save the earth. Of course we have to
coordinate – the morning meetings are a
good opportunity to do that.

How do you approach the review sessions
as opposed to the policy sessions?
In a review year the official delegates are
more at ease to listen to other groups and to
take notice of our experiences, case studies
and ideas. We can use this mood and hope
that it will influence the outcome of next
year’s policy session. In a policy year the
delegations are much more focused on the
economic aspects and the good name of their
country. We have to get their commitment
to really clean up inside our countries, not
just to show a good image to the outside
world.

If you could change something about the
CSD process, what would that be?
This is my first time at the CSD. But I would
like to see more positive examples and cases,
demonstrations of initiatives for sustainable
development that actually function well.
There is already a lot of good stuff out there,
but we need to share more experiences
about implemented policies that work well.
We all know the sad figures and facts, let’s
not repeat our concerns endlessly. More
attention to successful approaches is what
we need!

Make a statement:
The Brazilian ethanol program started in
1970 and is today contributing 135% to our
energy needs. Cane is growing in Africa,
India, China and many Latin American
countries. We should use this potential to
help reduce our consumption of fossil fuels.
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As today’s skyrocketing oil prices make abundantly clear, renewable energy is the only option for a
sustainable future, and the only viable option for the developing countries. With this in mind, the

International Solar Energy Society has put together the so-called ‘White Paper” which presents bold
policy recommendations to accelerate the application  of renewable energy resources in developing

countries. The White Paper formed the major part of lively discussions during a side event on ‘Renewable
Energy Future for the Developing World’ on the opening day of CSD-14. Below is a summary of the main

findings and recommendations of the White Paper.
By Samuel Waweru

Accelerating the application of renewable energy resources in developing countries

Experts are warning that with the
current rate of industrial
development and rise in

population, the future of fossil fuels and
nuclear energy, currently the global
energy sources of choice cannot be
guaranteed. Oil, a major source of global
energy is depleting at a very fast rate.
Already the world is increasingly
experiencing oil related conflicts and
experts predict that as these resources
become scarce, the fight for their control
will be even fierce. Developing countries,
specifically countries in Africa and Latin
America which rely heavily on renewable
energy sources, will be hard hit,
especially by continued fight for scarce
energy resources.

Unsustainable utilization
The International Solar Energy Society
(ISES) predicts that by the year 2050,

over 50% of all energy consumed in
theworld will have to come from renewable
sources.

Presenting the main recommendations of
the White Paper, ISES President Prof. D.
Yogi Goswani, said renewable energy
presents the best option for developing
countries as they are blessed with many
evenly distributed renewable energy sources
which are still untapped. He regretted that
developing countries continue to use
renewable energy sources (unsustainably
and to the detriment of human health and
the environment. The paper acknowledges
that developing countries have
underdeveloped energy infrastructure but
warns against adoption of western patterns
of centralized power stations with
extensive, costly and vulnerable networks.
They have uneven fossil resources but are
blessed with many evenly distributed
underdeveloped renewable energy sources.

He advised against adoption of western
patterns of centralized power stations
with extensive, costly and vulnerable
networks by developing countries while
harnessing renewable energy sources.

The White Paper
Prof. Goswani said the main aim of the
White Paper is to stir most countries to
move towards renewable energy as soon
as possible. The White Paper provides
adequate scientific information to make
rational and accountable energy policy
choices in support of sustainable
development. It acknowledges the
substantial barriers restraining the
developing world from fully adopting
renewable energy. It also highlights the
unique window of opportunity and the
responsibility this places on policy
decision makers. It calls for immediate
adoption of renewable energy
transmission. The White Paper reveals
that policies now in existence, and
economic experience gained by many
countries to date, should be sufficient
stimulation for governments to adopt
aggressive long-term actions that can
accelerate the widespread applications of
renewable energy, and to get on a firm
path toward a worldwide “renewable
energy transition”, so that 20 % of world
electric energy production can come from
renewable energy sources by 2020, and
50 % of world primary energy production
by 2050.

Economic benefits
 There can be no guarantee this will
happen, but the White Paper presents
compelling arguments that show it is
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possible, desirable, and even mandatory.
The window of time during which
convenient and affordable fossil energy
resources are available to build the new
technologies and devices and to power a
sustained and orderly final great world
energy transition is short – an economic
timeline that is far shorter than the time
of physical availability of the
“conventional” energy resources. The
White Paper argues that the attractive
economic, environmental, security and
reliability benefits of the accelerated use
of renewable energy resources should be
sufficient to warrant policies that “pull”
the changes necessary, avoiding the
“push” of the otherwise negative
consequences of governmental inaction.
There is still time left for this.

The White Paper presents three major
conditions that are driving public policy
toward a renewable energy transition:
• newly emerging and better understood

environmental constraints;
• the need to reduce the myriads of risks

from easy terrorist targets and from
breakdowns in technologies on which
societies depend;

• the attractiveness of the economic and
environmental opportunities that will
open during the renewable energy
transition.

The way forward
The renewable energy transition will
accelerate as governments discover how
much better the renewable energy policies
and applications are for economies than
the present time- and resource- limited
policies and outmoded and unreliable
centralized systems for power production
and distribution. Today, it is public policy
and political leadership, rather than either
technology or economics, that are
required to move forward with the
widespread application of the renewable
energy technologies and methodologies.
The technologies and economics will all
improve with time, but the White Paper
shows that they are sufficiently advanced

great abundance worldwide, but which
have barely begun to be developed to their
full potential. The present status and rate
of growth of each of the major renewable
energy technologies is briefly
summarized, to help inform the reader of
their technical and market maturity and
to demonstrate the potential for
renewable energy resource development.
Some of the renewable energy resources
advocated in the White Paper include
biomass energy and biofuels, photo-
voltaic energy systems, solar thermo
power plants, wind energy systems, small
hydro-energy systems and solar heating,
cooling and dehumidification systems.

Solar energy is key
In particular, the White Paper outlines the
important role that solar energy plays in
the energy mix. Solar energy, it
emphasizes, is not an “alternative
energy”. It is the original and continuing
primary energy source. All life and all
civilizations have always been powered
by solar energy. The White Paper says
expanding the technical applications of
solar energy and its other renewable
energy cousins to carry civilizations
forward is simply a logical extension of
its historic role, but also the inescapable
key to achieving sustainability for human
societies.

at present to allow for major penetrations
of renewable energy into the mainstream
energy and societal infrastructures. Firm
goals for penetrations of renewable energy
into primary energy and electrical energy
production can be set by governments with
confidence for the next 20 years and beyond,
without resource limitations.

Provide market based incentives
Market-based incentives are described in the
White Paper, to compare with legislated
goals and standards, and discussed in terms
of effectiveness. It is shown that various
voluntary measures, such as paying
surcharges for “green power”, can provide
important supplements to funding for
renewable energy, but that they cannot be
sufficient to generate reliable, long-term
growth in the renewable energy industries,
nor to secure investor confidence. Reliable
and consistent governmental policies and
support must be the backbone for the
accelerated growth of the industries.
According to Prof Yogi Goswani, provision
of market incentives is the only way to
attract private investors to support
governmental goals on renewable energy.

The White Paper presents information on
applications and policies for those
renewable energy resources that are in
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In 2012 the first commitment period of the Kyoto protocol will end. What comes after?
Asian nations will not sit aside when a new climate regime is negotiated.

effort”. Maybe the CSD Matrix can come
up with something useful….

Asia is divers and so are the country
specific concerns. Here are examples of
what some countries want to see
addressed:
India is most concerned about its energy
security and is dissatisfied with the
unsustainable lifestyles in the North. The
developed countries should make a
greater effort in reducing green-house-gas
emissions.

Korea is concerned that a low carbon
development path might have a negative
impact on industrial competitiveness.
They favor flexible targets instead of
fixed numerical targets.

Indonesia points to the difficulties of
financing clean development
mechanisms, and hopes that
‘deforestation avoidance’ will pay off.

Vietnam worries about how to harmonize
economic development with greenhouse-
gas mitigation, technology transfer and
adaptation.

China wants to restructure the intellectual
property rights for climate-friendly
technologies.

And stakeholders in Japan find the
current greenhouse-gas reduction targets
too difficult to achieve with the current
inadequate policies.

…Claudia

This was the impression I got from a
side event organized by the Institute

for Global Environmental Strategies
(IGES), Hayama, Japan, yesterday. In
public perception, upcoming Asian
nations are often seen as promoting
growth at any costs, with little regard for
the environment. I was curious to look
behind this stereotype when it comes to
climate change.

There is definitely a discussion going on.
Many Asian policy makers share a feeling
that the current climate regime does not
take into account their countries interests,
priorities and development needs. IGES
has started to facilitate informal
consultations in the Asian region in order
to promote new creative thinking fighting
climate change and to make sure Asian
perspectives are weighted in the
upcoming discussions about the Kyoto
protocol.

First suggestions have been formulated
in a recent IGES report (available at

www.iges.or.jp/en/cp/index.htm) Climate
change policies should always contribute to
the development goals in Asia, this is one
of the essential recommendations for the
upcoming discussion on the new climate
regime. Developed countries must take the
lead and demonstrate that economic and
social development can indeed be climate-
friendly. Incentives for climate-friendly
initiatives and life-styles and for technology
transfer have to be developed. And the
discussion also has to focus explicitly on
creating additional means to strengthen
human and institutional capacities. Asian
countries want to be involved in the new
climate regime in a staged manner that
recognizes their specific needs.

In short: money, technology transfer,
capacity building and a transparent process
– these are the things that matter throughout
the region.

And the new creative thinking?  One of the
panelists decried a “total lack of intellectual
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NUCLEAR DOUBLE-SPEAK
Today at 1:15 there will be two panels on Nuclear Power:

one promoting its expansion, the other warning of its
colossal dangers. While the IAEA has a permanent seat in

the UN and a vested interest in self-preservation,
regardless of the poison and lies they have to peddle, we
do not. The CSD is the opportunity for Civil Society and

UN Missions to have a constructive dialogue for forging a
truly sustainable course for development, energy access,

environmental protection and peace,
free from nuclear threat.

PLEASE JOIN US AT 1:15 IN CONFERENCE ROOM 9
where a panel of distinguished scholars and activists will be
discussing the myriad reasons why Nuclear Power is NOT

Sustainable – not for our health, our planet, or our future.
The event is sponsored by Nuclear Age Peace Foundation,

Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom,
Norwegian Forum for Development and the Environment, and

the GRACE Policy Institute. The list of speakers includes:
Helen Caldicott, M.D, Kathy Wan Povi Sanchez,

Carah Ong and Michele Boyd

I am a boy, I am the best
Let her work, I will rest
Females in the margin

Gender bias in the origin

After their fingers have a ring
Both man and women sing

The future is bright
But change may occur overnight

Youth, avoid brutality
Set up equality

We should all be sane
Society should be humane

Both sexes deserve respect,
It’s what modern people expect

Many still live in fears
Always sheding tears

Boys and girls seal your fate
To change, it’s not too late

Join hands respect each other
Your future won’t be a bother

This poem was  written by Virgile Mahoro, who participated in the 1st online
Hip-Hop Slam in December 2004, organised by Baobab Connections

(www.baobabconnections.org) , an urban african youth network,  based in South
Africa. During CSD 14 the Youth Caucus will confront delegates and other

participants with these poems in a very intimate way...beware!

Windmills of Change
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SOONER OR LATER, WHEN THE
FIREWOOD RUNS OUT, YOU
WILL BE GOING NUCLEAR

IF IT’S THE FAMILY, WE PREFER AN
EXTENDED ONE TO ASSIST WITH
THE COLLECTING OF FIREWOOD

“We’re one week into the CSD – is the right platform
for next years policy discussion being created?”

“We’re one week into the CSD – is the right platform for next year’s
policy discussion being created?”

Pamela Puntenney, Education caucus
“I have two answers. First, this is a working progress, so it’s emerging. If we start judging now,
it’s like pulling a plant up to see if the roots are growing. When the chair’s draft comes out on
Tuesday, I’ll have a better idea of what’s going on. The other answer is that the huge gap in the
process that’s evident now, is that we’re not talking about engaging people in sustainable
development. We’re talking about implementation and linking knowledge with action, but not
about engaging people.”

Alice Slater, GRACE Policy Institute
“No. I think with ice caps melting and nuclear proliferation all over the world, the idea that we
should only talk about obstacles and solutions rather than targets and timeframes is absolutely
ridiculous. We’re facing a catastrophe! The process is so controlled. We’re not having a
discussion of what has to be done, which is to faze out all fossil fuels. NGOs – we know the
solution, so what are they waiting for? We have all these solutions that nobody wants to fund.
They’d rather fund war.”

Khamarunga Banda, ENERGIA, South Africa
“There are certain issues we feel are not coming out. How to actually implement and achieve
concrete results. It’s a bit early to say something though. We hope the High Level Panel next
week will touch upon the issue of clear-cut implementation. We need to be concrete and precise.


