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Latest from GPF

Philanthropic Power and Development - Who shapes the agenda?
A new GPF working paper, jointly published with Brot für die Welt and 
MISEREOR, examines the role and impact of philanthropic foundations 
in development. It addresses the impacts and side effects of philanthropic 
engagement by taking a closer look at the priorities and operations of two 
of the most prominent foundations, the Rockefeller Foundation and the 
Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, in two crucial sectors, health and 
agriculture.
So far, there has been a fairly willing belief among governments and 
international organizations in the positive role of philanthropy in global 
development. But in light of experiences in the areas of health, food, 

nutrition and agriculture, which are discussed in this working paper, a thorough 
assessment of the impacts and side effects of philanthropic engagement is necessary. The 
important role being allocated to the philanthropic sector in the 2030 Sustainable 
Development Agenda makes the discussion of its role a matter of urgency. 

Philanthropic Power and Development
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Download the Working Paper here.

https://www.globalpolicy.org/images/pdfs/GPFEurope/Philanthropic_Power_online.pdf
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/270-general/52829-philanthropic-power-and-development-who-shapes-the-agenda.html
http://www.globalpolicy.org/


Global Policy Watch

SDG Indicators and Data: Who collects? Who reports? Who benefits?
by Barbara Adams

As part of its mandate to develop an indicator framework by which to 
monitor the goals and targets of the post-2015 development agenda, the 
Inter-agency and Expert Group on SDGs (IAEG-SDGs) held its second 
meeting in Bangkok, 26-28 October 2015. The objective was to seek 
agreement on the proposed indicators for each target—keeping in mind 
that indicators alone can never be sufficient to fully measure progress on 
the goals. More specifically, it was to move provisional indicators marked 
yellow—needing further agreement—to either green—agreed by all parties
—or grey—no agreement possible. As a result, there are now 159 green 

indicators (including 52 moved from yellow and 9 new ones), and 62 greys (including 28 
moved from yellow plus 5 new ones). 

SDG indicators: Counting the trees, hiding the forest
by Roberto Bissio

The Inter-Agency Experts Group agrees on 159 indicators for most of the SDG targets, but 
in too many cases what they suggest to measure is not what the governments agree to so. 
To acknowledge the difficulties in monitoring the Agenda 2030 because of the complexities
of the issues, the lack of statistical capacity in many countries or even the ambiguities in 
the wording that made the agreement possible is sensible. To propose indicators that 
substantially rewrite key aspects of the consensus is simply unacceptable. 

For more, see globalpolicywatch.org | Follow Global Policy Watch on Twitter

What's new

Treaty debate heats up at 2015 UN business and human rights forum
In a post on the blog „Business & Human Rights in Ireland” Shane Darcy 
summarizes his impressions of the United Nations Business and Human 
Rights Forum, held in Geneva from 16 – 18 November, giving a good 
overview of the current state of the process. The annual event saw 2,300 
attendees, representing States, business, civil society, academia and 
various international organisations. It also offered the chance to 

participate in numerous discussion panels and side events over three days touching on 
almost every aspect of the field of business and human rights. In regard to the initiative for 
a business and human right treaty the post explains several issues, including the 
relationship between the treaty process and the United Nations Guiding Principles, 
whether the treaty should be applied to transnational companies only or include national 
companies and the position of non-state actors in international law. It closes remarking on 
the fact that tax evasion was only touched on in passing for most of the event. 

https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/52828-treaty-debate-heats-up-at-2015-un-business-and-human-rights-forum.html
https://twitter.com/gpolicywatch
http://www.globalpolicywatch.org/
https://www.globalpolicywatch.org/blog/2015/11/11/sdg-indicators-counting-the-trees-hiding-the-forest/
https://www.globalpolicywatch.org/blog/2015/11/23/sdg-indicators-and-data/


Fueling the Fire: The big polluters bankrolling COP21
Corporate Accountability International has released a report about 
corporations sponsoring the COP21 summit next week. The report, titled 
“Fueling the Fire: The big polluters bankrolling COP21” analyses the track
record of four major sponsors: Engie (formerly GDF Suez) and Suez 
Environnement, BNP Paribas and Électricité de France (EDF). It sheds 
light on the pollution caused by the companies as well as their 
greenwashing and lobbying activities and their interference with the 
climate summit. It concludes that there is an inherent conflict of interest 
in letting major polluters sponsor the COP21, and suggests regulation 
similar to the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control to 

safeguard the process against conflicting interests. 

Treaty on business & human rights is needed to curb adverse impact of 
international trade agreements

In an article for The Guardian, Alfred de Zayas, UN independent expert 
on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international order, 
argues that investor-state dispute settlement (ISDS) should be abolished 
as it puts investors rights before human rights. He outlines a number of 
cases in which investors sued governments over environment regulations 
or health standards and won, showing how commercial interests trump 

human rights considerations. He argues that respect for human rights must prevail over 
commercial laws and that it is time for the UN General Assembly to convene a world 
conference to put human rights at the centre of the international investment regime. In 
this context, a binding treaty on business and human rights is long overdue. 

The Corporate Cookbook: How climate criminals have captured COP21
Coming up to the UN climate talks in Paris bound to start next week, the 
Corporate Europe Observatory has taken a look at what is being cooked 
up by big business for the negotiations. This report highlights five “key 
ingredients” ranging from short-terminism, to the advocacy of fossil fuels,
especially natural gas, market mechanisms, technologies that are yet to be
discovered and continually promoting already existing methods such as 
industrial agriculture. The report concludes that the results of the Paris 
negotiations will offer little to the climate; however it could be an 
important turning point in terms of de-legitimising the dangerous and 

destructive role that corporate climate criminals are currently playing in climate policy-
making. 

Binding Treaty: Detailed report on first session of UN Working Group
The 87-88 double issue of the South Bulletin titled "Business and Human 
Rights: Commencing discussions on legally binding instrument", which 
was released by the South Centre, publishes a number of detailed reports 
on the first meeting of the Human Rights Council's Working Group on a 
legally binding instrument on TNCs and other business enteprises with 
respect to human rights in July 2015. The reports in this Bulletin include 
general overviews; the scope of application of the instrument; the 

obligations of states and businesses; standards for legal liability and building mechanisms 
for access to remedy. The opening speeches of the Chairperson and a Special Rapporteur 
are also included. 

https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/270-general/52824-binding-treaty-detailed-report-on-first-session-of-un-working-group.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/270-general/52825-the-corporate-cookbook-how-climate-criminals-have-captured-cop21.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/270-general/52827-treaty-on-business-a-human-rights-is-needed-to-curb-adverse-impact-of-international-trade-agreements.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/270-general/52827-treaty-on-business-a-human-rights-is-needed-to-curb-adverse-impact-of-international-trade-agreements.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/270-general/52826-fueling-the-fire-the-big-polluters-bankrolling-cop21.html


New working paper: The Means of Implementation for Sustainable 
Development

The summits and conferences of 2015, from Addis Ababa to New York 
and Paris, will have lasting effects on environmental and development 
policies in the years to come. However, the direction the international 
community is headed does not only depend on the goals and targets set 
during the conferences, but also on the political will to realize these 
targets, and to provide the resources needed. This Global Policy Forum 
working paper (only available in German) examines the implementation 
targets of the Financing for Development Conference in Addis Ababa as 
well as the positions of the respective actors going into the conference, 
analyses the means of implementation laid down in the 2030 Agenda and 

assesses whether they will be sufficient to accomplish the broad goals of the sustainable 
development agenda. 

Fair Shares: A Civil Society Equity Review of INDCs
The full report has now been released, the link can be found in this article.
A review of country climate targets reflecting the twin pillars of science 
and equity has been released by civil society ahead of the UN climate 
conference in Paris. The new report, Fair Shares: A Civil Society Equity 
Review of INDCs shows that there is still a big gap between what it will 
take to avoid catastrophic climate change, and what countries have put 
forward so far. It is an independent review, supported by social 
movements, environmental and development NGOs, trade unions, faith 
and other civil society groups from all over the world. The report argues 
that while equity is a core principle in the UN process to find a new global 

climate deal, countries have so far been allowed to determine their own targets (INDCs - 
Intended Nationally Determined Contributions) on a purely national basis without 
reference to the scale of the global effort needed or what is fair. It warns that we have 10 – 
15 years to implement significant emissions reductions to prevent climate change spiralling
out of control. 
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