 

How to promote gender equality through the MDGs?
Af Carol Barton, WICEJ - et indlæg i MGender nets e-diskussion januar 2004.

Greetings.  My apologies for contributing on the last day of this  discussion, when I have not had a chance to carefully review all of the contributions thus far.  I have just returned from the World Social Forum in  Mumbai, India and was not available earlier in your discussions.  I  coordinate the Women's International Coalition for Economic Justice, which  has over 40 member organizations in all regions of the world.  WICEJ has  been working on a compilation of perspectives on the MDGs by women activists  from around the world.  The publication, "Seeking Accountability on Women's  Human Rights:  Women Debate the UN Millennium Development Goals," was  launched at the WSF at an event co-sponsored by WICEJ and the UNDP Civil  Society Organizations Unit, with a lively civil society dialogue about the  MDGs.  It will be available shortly on-line (www.wicej.org) and from WICEJ  (info@wicej.org) and the UNDP CSO Unit, and will also be launched in New  York at the Commission on the Status of Women in March.
 
At the risk of repeating what has been said during your discussion, I wanted  to share some perspectives on gender and the MDGs reflected by several contributors to our publication, and some heard at the World Social Forum: 

 
--As you have noted, fulfillment of all of the MDGs require gender equality,  and this cannot be limited to one goal.  Many women's organizations see the MDGs as an opportunity to advance a  gender equality agenda and address global social and economic inequities.  They are already exploring how to "engender" each goal, and are calling for a linkage, within the UN, of the Beijing ten year review and the Millennium  Declaration five year review.
 
--There is concern that the Millennium Declaration, which affirms human rights commitments, including CEDAW and CESCR, is being sidelined by more
 specific goals and targets.  There is a strong affirmation human rights as the central framework for all MDGs.  This includes not only legal commitments, but the understanding that a rights framework is an instrument of people's mobilization to demand accountability.
 
--There is enormous concern about the co-optation of "gender and development" and "gender mainstreaming" in a way that would seek to engender a failed development model.  Women have raised concerns that the MDGs cannot be de-linked from the central need of challenging the Washington Consensus, and of real commitment on the part of Northern Governments to Goal 8 -- both new rules of global governance and more equitable distribution of the world's resources.  Thus, targeted programs to address poverty, or any of the other worthy goals, will have little impact if they do not occur within broader structural changes in the global  conomy and global power relationships.  To the extent that "gender" is utilized to incorporate women into micro efforts without addressing the macro framework, they do a disservice to our goals for human rights and equality.

 
--There is concern that the MDGs, when promoted by International Financial Institutions, might lead to new conditionalities, even as developing nations face massive debts, limited aid, and unbalanced trade rules that undermine their abililty to address poverty and related issues.  How can the IFIs and the WTO be held accountable to the Millennium Declaration, which affirms human rights as the over-riding priority?
 
--The MDGs, as well as human rights law, must address the "public/private divide."  That is, attending to a woman's rights to secure livelihood while also attending to her right to safety and personal choice.  When governments and institutions address the first without addressing the second, which is often relegated to the private domain" or "cultural norms", women are left abandoned to violence and abuse and cannot fully claim rights of any kind. Women confronting traditional controls over their personal choices as well as physical violence cannot adequately claim economic and social rights either.
 
--While the UN faces political constraints in integrating its security work with its economic development work, voices at the World Social Forum constantly drove home that we cannot build a world of rights, equality and justice without addressing the full political economic context we face at the current moment.  This means addressing the inter-linked dynamics of militarism and military intervention; the rise of religious fundamentalism and communalism as political projects; and neo-liberal economic globalization.  To address only one aspect is to ignore the multifaceted ways that our rights agenda is undermined.  Thus, while the MDGs seek to
 address social and economic development issues, much of civil society is focussed on the interlinkage of multiple forces, within a broader social change agenda.
 
Thanks for this opportunity to share some of what we have been hearing among women's organizations and civil society.
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