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Trump in Uganda
Donald Trump has won. At any rate the majority white male vote in crucial federal states.
Among the losers are climate protection, political decency, Muslims and we the African
continent. This is roughly the tenor of comments on the US elections in online media in
Kenya, Nigeria and Uganda.
A look at the election reporting and reader contributions outside of the wealthy North
is well worth it. How are the media really reporting in developing and emerging countries, which are just as affected
by US politics as we are ?
In Bangladesh, numerous contributions reflect the widespread ( and
indeed warranted ) fear that climate change could take a new turn for
the worse. It is well known that Trump regards global warming is a hoax
invented by the Chinese propaganda machine. What does he care about
the fact that rising sea levels are already impacting Bangladesh and that
flooding is on the rise ? Developing countries attending the latest climate conference in Marrakesh, nevertheless announced their wish to set
themselves even more ambitious CO2 reduction targets. It is thus all the
more urgent for rich countries other than Trump’s USA to now support
them and provide the funds promised for that purpose. What is alarming is that in Switzerland, the Federal Council shelved the relevant proposals in 2011 ( see page 4 ).
Back to Trump. Disquiet over Trump’s plans to deport so-called illegal immigrants is being felt not only in Bangladesh but also in Mexico
and elsewhere. What is to become of the tens of thousands of potential
returnees ? How to manage without the money remittances from family
members ? What will become of US development aid ? And what of exports to the USA, which could again be facing sharp tariff increases ?
In Kenya’s Daily Nation, Daniel Kalinaki describes Trump’s election
as the most African in the history of the USA. Some readers disagree,
pointing out that at least the losing party does acknowledge defeat
without inciting a revolt.
The question posed by Owei Lakemfa in Nigeria’s Premium Times is
certainly justified : how are we supposed to emulate the democracy of a
country that is so deeply divided and which is presenting the world with
a misogynistic, xenophobic tax evader ? The Dhaka Tribune shares the
fear of many commentators in North and South that the Trump example
could set a precedent and give a powerful political boost to the xenophobic and lying demagogues of this world.
It has been said countless times that the new administration should
now take up office and that the direction of US policy will become clear
thereafter. There are scant grounds for optimism. But one thing is certain : the degree of moral authority that the USA had garnered for itself
eight years ago by electing its first Afro-American president has been
squandered, giving way to very widespread disillusionment.

Mark Herkenrath, Director Alliance Sud
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The example of Ghana’s
capital Accra shows
just how problematic it is
to privatize public services.
Photo : A Safe Water
Network ( SWN ) staffer
supplies clean drinking wa
ter in an upper middle
class district. The people in
poorer districts cannot
afford this.

The Trade in Services Agreement TISA

Negotiations at
a standstill
Isolda Agazzi

The Obama Administration again

ramped up the pressure, but the con

tracting parties wish to avoid any precipita
tion. Even if the TISA negotiations were

to be continued in 2017, they are still fraught
with problems, especially regarding the
liberalization of public services.

The Trade in Services Agreement ( TISA ) – being negotiated
since 2012 outside the World Trade Organization ( WTO ) framework by 23 of its members – should have been a done deal by
the end of the year 2016. A Ministerial Conference had been
scheduled in Geneva on 5 and 6 December for the purpose. It
was cancelled at short notice. For the time being, the future of
the TISA remains in limbo. The differences were too vast and
numerous, in particular as regards the liberalisation of public
services and data protection.
On 7 October Wikileaks revealed that the European Union
( EU ) had demanded that participating developing countries1
freeze their public service offers, without being able to alter
them subsequently. This would affect telecommunications in
Costa Rica, Mexico and Pakistan, environmental services in
Costa Rica, Panama and Peru, the energy and mining sector in
Mexico and Pakistan, or in Mauritius, the prohibition on giving
preference to local staff when recruiting. This is all the more
astonishing, in the light of EU unwillingness to liberalize its
own public services. For developing countries, however, it
would mean that their public services would be thrown open
to foreign competition and eventually be privatized. Besides,
many countries cross-subsidize their public services so as to
ensure the availability of basic services even in remote, “unprofitable” areas. If developing countries bow to the wishes of
the EU, they would henceforth be at the mercy of foreign providers by operation of the ratchet clause – they would no long-

er be able to reverse privatizations if they failed to deliver the
desired outcomes. But the EU goes even further by demanding
market opening from developing countries involved in the TISA
in the retail trade, air traffic and maritime transport.
Environmental and information technology services
And Switzerland ? In its third revised offer dated 21 October,
Switzerland bowed to EU pressure and discontinued its opposition regarding municipal and cantonal environmental services and environmental impact assessments. All of this will now
fall under the ratchet clause.
Yet Switzerland, like the EU by the way, has always given
the assurance that the TISA would not lead to the privatisation
of public services. What the new Swiss offer really means is
that municipalities and cantons will have to liberalize when it
comes to future investments in garbage and sewage disposal.
No longer is it mandatory to entrust environmental impact assessments to Swiss entities.
Switzerland has also agreed to the liberalization of information technology services, under EU pressure.
When it comes to granting the wishes of other States,
however, the EU is extremely reluctant. Hence its opposition to
the “new services” being mooted by the United States, which
are only now being developed and are therefore hardly if at all
regulated.
Free data transfer and education
Finally, the Annex on e-commerce, which concerns the crossborder transfer of personal data, is also highly problematic.
Here too the EU vehemently opposes United States demands.
The question is, for how much longer.
In short, if the TISA is signed, services will be thrown onto
the market on a large scale. Private educational institutions
merit special attention here. If they are allowed unrestricted
access to third countries under market conditions, two-speed
educational systems will develop sooner or later. Private
schools would be expanded at the expense of public ones, and
the best teachers would gravitate to places where the financially better-off can afford to school their children. It must be
very seriously considered whether this is a sustainable model.

1 Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Hong Kong, Mauritius, Mexico, Pakistan,
Panama and Peru
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Climate payments : Switzerland is its own enemy

Right proposals shelved
since 2011
Jürg Staudenmann

For years now the Swiss Government has known how additional

climate funds could be raised. A report to the Federal Cabinet on the matter makes
a sudden reappearance and confirms what Alliance Sud has long advocated :
there are meaningful and realistic ways in which our country could raise funds
for the international climate regime.

In 2009 the Federal Council commissioned the Department of
the Environment, in cooperation with the Finance and Justice
Departments, to prepare a report on “new and additional financial instruments for Switzerland’s [ public ] contributions to
the international climate regime”. At the time, the authors assumed that Switzerland would have to face increasing payments – as much as CHF 800 million by 2020 – and this led
them to examine several existing and conceivable new funding sources from which to raise the required funds, preferably
on the basis of the polluter-pays principle.
The report is dated 30 November 2011 and was only recently published on the website of the Federal Office for the Environment ( FOEN ). The Federal Council has done the opposite of
what was recommended by experts from four departments –
the State Secretariat for the Economy ( Seco ) was also a co-signatory. The Government has constantly downplayed Switzerland’s potential contributions. Second, the Federal Council had
been counting on the private sector at some point to pick up
the tab for two thirds of the required contributions. Yet the report showed that it was possible and wise to contemplate new
financing options such as raising funds precisely where the
most CO2 emissions are generated. This would also have had
a desirable side-effect in terms of steering the energy transition process.
What does the report contain ?
On the assumption that there would be a debt brake, the report basically envisages two options : (1 ) international climate
funding contributions are offset within the existing areas of
responsibility of the Federal Government, or (2 ) additional revenue is generated – preferably through a constitutional provision on earmarking – to be used for that purpose.
The advantage of the second option – new financial sources with earmarking – would be the long-term availability of
funds, and on the required scale. They would also be removed
from short-term parliamentary control.
The report was immediately shelved. Various highly promising funding options suggested in it ( see Box ) were never re-
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visited. The Federal Council pursued only the first option and
decided that climate financing contributions would be charged
to the development budget from then on.
The Government is required to table a new report on climate funding options in early 2017.1 It will be interesting to see
which of the proposals will be “rediscovered” after being
shelved for so many years. Or whether there will even be other
new and innovative ideas. Consideration could be given, for
example, to the introduction of a compensatory tax on all
flights, the proceeds of which would go into a climate fund or
some already existing carbon offset mechanism. Revenue
from import sanctions on newly registered motor cars that
fail to comply with CO2 emission requirements could be harnessed through such a mechanism for international climate
funding.
The right turning missed
The fact that the insights and ideas in the 2011 report were never further developed is not just extremely deplorable. More
than anything, the report is a missed opportunity. Shelving it
led, among other things, to the earmarking of 12.5 per cent of
Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation’s budget for
international climate protection in the Dispatch on International Cooperation for 2017 – 2020.2 The draft of the new CO2
law, which is expected to take effect in 2020, also contains
none of the approaches from the 2011 report. In its explanatory
statement on the draft law, the Federal Council does mention

1 In a postulate transmitted unanimously in mid-2015, the Foreign Affairs
Committee of the National Council had requested the Federal Council
to prepare that report.
2 The report points out that transitional funding […] must be done “from
the regular federal budget” until alternative sources are decided on.
At the same time, however, it refers expressly to the use of “additional
funds for development aid”, as well as the FOEN blanket credit for
the Global Environment Facility.

The funding options
shelved in 20111
1. Increasing the mineral oil tax
2. Introducing a consumption tax on
aviation fuel ( kerosene ); or
3. on all fossil fuels
4. Introducing an across-the-board
climate tax on all greenhouse gas
emissions
5. Auctioning of emission rights
for enterprises
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6. Further earmarking of existing
fuel taxes

Protecting the world’s fragile climate requires all countries to work together
and in accordance with their responsibilities.

that as of 2020 Switzerland must expect to pay CHF 450 – 1,100 million per annum in climate funding. It offers no proposals as to how
these funds may be raised in accordance with the polluter-pays
principle – or more precisely, under the revised CO2 law.
The dubiously shelved 2011 report would have laid the groundwork for good proposals to be further fleshed out over the five intervening years and be brought into today’s policy discussion. But
Switzerland is now one of a dwindling number of rich countries
that go to the annual climate conferences without any financial
commitments.

Among other things, the report states
that the advantage of the mineral
oil tax is that it already exists and that
the outlay for implementation
would be minimal. Taxing traffic more
heavily would generally make
sense, as not only does it reflect the
polluter-pays principle, but will
also have a positive side-effect in the
way of steering the chief emitters
of greenhouse gases. On option 4,
it states that in terms of the polluterpays principle, an across-theboard climate tax is the best fit, and
that depending on how the in
strument is structured, it could be
implemented at a reasonable
cost. Against the backdrop of option 5
as described in the report, it is
hard to understand, from today’s
perspective, why it was not
further developed in the recently
published dispatch on the inte
gration of Switzerland into the
European emissions trading system.
The report ends with the con
clusion that Switzerland’s climate
contributions could be assured
by means of a new earmarked
funding source. This would ensure
that the required additional
funds would be “available over
the long term and in the required
amount.”

1 Most of the recommendations in the
shelved report coincide with the
a pproaches put forward in summer
2016 in the Climate Alliance’s Climate
M aster Plan Switzerland 2.0.
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Referendum on Corporate Tax Reform III

The new tax loophole
Dominik Gross

Corporate Tax Reform III was

originally meant to eliminate the Swiss
corporate tax haven. The notional
interest deduction is now thwarting this
intention entirely. It is also likely to
harm developing countries.
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In June 2016, the Federal Houses approved the draft of Corporate Tax Reform III ( USR III ). In reality, the draft law was intended to align Swiss tax policy with the new international standards of the OECD, EU and G20 and to eliminate the Swiss tax
haven for corporations. At present, however, it is missing this
original intention by a long way. A strong centre-right majority
in Parliament has taken advantage of the reform bill to replace
old special tax regimes with new ones and further fuel tax
competition between the cantons. This will have dramatic consequences. It is feared that the Federal Government will face a
tax shortfall of at least 1.5 billion francs per year, and some
companies could be subject to an effective cantonal profit tax

It is hard to work out the size of the gap that will
be caused by Corporate Tax Reform III. USR II assumed
a loss of 80 million francs to the federal treasury.
Ultimately it amounted to several times that. Photo :
Illustration of two black holes nearing each other
and which will merge into one. An event that will trigger
gravitational waves.

rate of just 3 per cent. A broad coalition of Left/Green parties
and trade unions have launched a referendum against this
package, and submitted over 57,000 valid signatures on 6 October. The draft will be put to the ballot on 12 February 2017.
Corporate tax evasion costs the South 200 billion per year
From a development standpoint, problems will arise mainly
from the various new special tax regimes which the Federal
Council and Parliament wish to introduce through USR III to
replace the old privileges for holding, domiciliary and joint-
venture companies, which no longer meet OECD standards.
Whether they create new possibilities for profit shifting within
corporations with head offices in Switzerland and subsidiaries
in developing countries will only become clear, in the event
USR III is approved, when the ordinances are drafted. Democratically, this is problematic in that the real tax relief possibilities that will flow from USR III for multinational corporations
will only become clear in these ordinances. The Federal Council
is the body empowered to issue them. Tax loopholes often reside in the details of ordinances and neither voters nor Parliament have any further substantive input by that stage.
But what is already clear is that things like the patent box,
the notional interest deduction, tax deductions for research
and development spending, as well as the capital gains tax can
basically serve as tools for profit shifting. This is wreaking havoc in the Global South. By International Monetary Fund ( IMF )
estimates, developing countries lose over 200 billion dollars
per year through corporate tax evasion.
Conversely, the stakes could be considerable for low-tax
location Switzerland if all the special tax regimes are not successfully replaced by new ones. According to the Federal Council, there are currently 24,000 enterprises in Switzerland with
privileged tax status. They bring in roughly 4 billion to the Federal Government annually and are believed to employ some
135,000 to 175,000 people. Although this is just about 3.2 per
cent of all employees in Switzerland, it concerns some specific
regions more than others. The Lake Geneva region, the Canton
of Zug or the Basel region are home to numerous companies
subject to special tax regimes. In the Basel Stadt Canton, for
example, 50 per cent of the entire profit tax take comes from
privileged sources. Even the Basel Finance Director ( and member of the Socialist Party ) Eva Herzog, who at the start of the
political process was understandably one of her party’s few
outstanding advocates of reform, recently intimated that she
would have preferred the Federal Council’s version of the draft
law over that of the Parliament.
An idea for the OECD blacklist ?
Anyone taking a closer look at the version of the notional interest deduction inserted by the Council of States into the draft
bill at the very end of the resolution of differences procedure

cannot help wondering what purpose this could serve at this
time other than paving the way for profit shifting ( see Box ).
The instrument allows enterprises to deduct capital gains ( interest ) on what is called the equity surplus, from taxable profit. However, owing to the Swiss National Bank’s negative interest rate policy, the base rate is currently negative. This means
that for now, companies cannot take advantage of this construct. Besides, no one knows how much longer the OECD will
tolerate the notional interest deduction in the light of Belgium’s undoubtedly negative experiences with it. The EU Commission too, in its latest proposals to combat tax avoidance,
has also placed this tax on its hit list. Therefore, the instrument
could well make it to a blacklist before the National Bank abandons its negative interest rate policy.
Tax legislation is a highly complex matter. It is fully understood mainly by specialized tax consulting firms and international consulting companies, which seek and find tax loopholes on behalf of their customers. Even more effective is introducing them already at the law-making stage through
lobbying. The offshore industry here at home always manages
to push through its interests by arguing that the attractiveness
of Switzerland as a business location is at stake. On 12 February
we will see whether this argument also garners majority support among voters.

How interest-adjusted profit
tax becomes a loophole
The notional interest deduction allows for the
interest rate on surplus equity capital to be
set above the base rate established by the Swiss
National Bank. This is possible provided that
the capital gain is earned on an internal corporate
loan. In this case, the offsettable interest rate
is determined in keeping with the arm’s length
principle, whereby normal market interest
rates must be used for any internal company loan.
But the arm’s length principle opens the way
for interest rate manipulation, as the arm’s-length
comparison is often done in an arbitrary manner. It works as follows : the parent company in
Switzerland wants to shift profits from its
subsidiary in a high-tax African country toa lowtax Swiss canton. It makes a loan to the sub
sidiary at an interest rate so exorbitant that the
interest payable by the subsidiary reduces
its corporate profit substantially. Thus, the parent
company’s profit increases while that of
the subsidiary declines. Thanks to the notional
interest deduction, Swiss cantons therefore
remain fiscally attractive locations for corporate
head offices even after the elimination of
holding company privileges.
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Business and human rights : and yet it moves

Towards a binding
UN agreement
Laurent Matile

The political temperature

is rising in Switzerland following
the submission of the Responsible
Business Initiative. Momentum
is also building around the topic
at the United Nations.
From 14 to 16 November, some 2000 government, business and
civil society representatives from 140 countries gathered in Geneva for the fifth meeting of the Business and Human Rights
Forum. Their purpose was to assess the painfully slow progress
in implementing the UN Guiding Principles on Business and
Human Rights1 since their adoption in Geneva in 2011.
Some days previously, from 24 to 28 October, the UN Intergovernmental Working Group ( IGWG ) had met at the Palais

des Nations in Geneva for its second session. The Working
Group had been established following the adoption of UN Human Rights Council Resolution 26/9 in June 2014. Described as
historic, the mandate of the IGWG is “to elaborate an international legally binding instrument to regulate, in international
human rights law, the activities of transnational corporations
and other business enterprises.”2
This resolution was the outcome of mobilization by some
600 civil society organizations that make up the “Treaty Alliance.”3 It comprises NGOs from North and South and aims to
end the impunity of those responsible for environmental and
human disasters such as the explosion at the Union Carbide
agrochemical plant in Bhopal, India in 1984, or the consequences of discharging millions of tonnes of toxic waste into the environment in Ecuador between 1964 and 1990 by Texaco, a
Chevron subsidiary. Or the 2013 collapse of the Rana Plaza garment factory in Bangladesh, which claimed over 1,000 lives. In
an attempt to fill this legal vacuum, the Human Rights Council
therefore decided to prepare an international treaty.

Photo : © Munem Wasif/Vu/Keystone

Human rights also include the workers’ rights enshrined in the ILO Convention. Photo : Garment factory in Dhaka, Bangladesh.
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Similar to its first meeting in July 2015, the work of the
IGWG focused on determining the “content, scope, nature and
form of the future international instrument”, with a view to
preparing elements for the draft of the legally binding instrument, in anticipation of the substantive negotiations set for
the Working Group’s third session in October 2017. A draft treaty could therefore be ready by next year…
Binding law rather than voluntary principles
The road to binding obligations is full of obstacles and for the
past 40 years the endeavour has been staunchly resisted by
transnational enterprises in general and their associations in
particular. We recall that in the seventies the UN had set itself
the priority of drafting an international code of conduct for
transnational corporations. The OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises were adopted in 1976 and revised in 2011.
In 2000, the UN Global Compact launched by Kofi Annan at the
World Economic Forum in Davos urged enterprises to adopt
socially responsible behaviour. In the view of some, however,
it went against the logic of binding international law in favour
of voluntary principles, which have yet to prove their effec
tiveness. Lastly, the UN Guiding Principles on Business and
Human Rights adopted in 2011 contain no obligations that
bind enterprises.
But the countries in the North, where 85 per cent of transnational corporations have their head offices, reject any binding text. The United States, Australia and Canada refuse to take
part in the work of the Group and Russia has announced that
it does not want a treaty. As a result of pressure from civil society and the Parliament, the EU was represented at the October session. In 2015 it had imposed very strict conditions, for
example, that the text must be extended to cover all enterprises, including domestic ones, that multinationals must be present at the negotiating table and that the discussions must be
limited to the scope of the 2011 Guiding Principles.
There is one key difference between the process of preparing the future treaty and that which gave rise to the UN Guiding Principles of 2011. The distinction lies in the very approach
to regulation : Resolution 26/9 provides for a return to the conventional regulation process centred on States alone, thus putting an end to the “multi-stakeholder” approach ( encompassing States, business enterprises and civil society ). This inclusive
approach was instrumental in ending the trench warfare that
followed the failure of the Norms on the Responsibilities of
Transnational Corporations and Other Business Enterprises
with Regard to Human Rights in 2003. 4 Currently, only States
are represented at the negotiating table.

1 http ://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/
GuidingPrinciplesBusinessHR_EN.pdf
2 The resolution was drafted by Ecuador and South Africa and co-signed
by Bolivia, Cuba and Venezuela. It was adopted with 20 votes in favour
( mostly from developing countries ), 14 against ( including several EU
countries, but not Switzerland ), and 13 abstentions.
3 http ://www.treatymovement.com

It is impossible at this stage to predict the direction of the
future negotiations without mentioning the time it takes to
draft a binding instrument. These negotiations could last several years with no certainty of a concrete outcome, especially
in the light of experiences with the 2003 Norms on Responsibilities. Moreover, transnational corporations will only be held
accountable for human rights violations in States that will
have ratified the treaty. As it is highly unlikely that all States
( mainly in the North ) will accede to it immediately, the initial
impact of any treaty could be limited.
Given so many imponderables, it would be regrettable for
countries as well as enterprises to roll back their commitment
to ensuring effective implementation of the UN Guiding Principles. Instead, these players should redouble their efforts to
devise the indispensable “smart mix” of voluntary measures
and a binding regulatory framework in order to ensure full respect for human rights by business enterprises in all their activities.

Questions to be
answered by
a new UN Treaty
The preparation of a binding treaty by
the Human Rights Council presupposes
that answers will be found to some
thorny questions. Will there be complementarity between this instrument
and the Guiding Principles ? Will all human rights violations be covered, or
just “serious abuses” ? Will the treaty cover
only transnational corporations or
all business enterprises regardless of size ?
Will the treaty provide for new extra
territorial obligations on the part
of countries ? Will the treaty lay down
obligations directly applicable to
enterprises ? How will the fulfilment
of obligations be ensured whether
internationally and/or domestically ?
What will be the relationship bet
ween the treaty and trade and investment protection agreements ? Numerous proposals have been put forward by
scholars and civil society regarding
the form and content of the future treaty.1

1 See, for example, The Struggle for a UN Treaty : Towards global regulation on human
rights and business. Jens Martens, Karolin
Seitz. Global Policy Forum/Rosa Luxemburg
Stiftung – New York Office. August 2016.
https ://www.globalpolicy.org/component/
content/article/270-general/52867

4 http ://ap.ohchr.org/docs/E/E-CN_4-Sub_2-2003-12-Rev_2.pdf
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2030 Agenda and Development Cooperation

How can development funds be used
effectively ?
Eva Schmassmann

Having committed to common goals through the 2030 Agenda,

the world community met in Nairobi to discuss what form of develop
ment cooperation can effectively contribute to attaining the agreed goals.
Already in 1970, industrialized countries declared at the UN
that they intended to invest more funds in development cooperation, that is to say 0.7 per cent of their Gross National Income ( GNI ). With few exceptions, this has remained a mere
promise. Recent years have seen wrangling not just over the
amount of funding but also the method of development. Questions have been raised as to how the chosen goals are determined and what kind of development cooperation is truly instrumental in achieving them.
The Global Partnership for Effective Development Cooperation ( GPEDC ) was launched in 2011 in Busan, South Korea. Previously, high-level meetings on the effectiveness of development cooperation were organized by the OECD Development
Assistance Committee ( OECD-DAC ) . However, the GPEDC is a
common OECD-DAC/UN platform that also includes other development cooperation players such as development organizations, the private sector or charitable foundations.
In Busan, criticism was levelled specifically at the traditional form of development aid. Under the Principles of Aid Effectiveness approved in Paris in 2005, donor countries and institutions were urged to coordinate more, to align themselves
with national development plans or to untie development projects from donor conditions. The focus was therefore on changing to a partnership-based relationship between donors of development funds and recipient countries.
In approving the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development in autumn 2015, the world community adopted a new
system of goals. As a universal framework, that system also
concerns national policies in the Global North, which themselves ought to develop toward sustainability. But development cooperation is still an important tool, above all for assisting the poorest countries in realizing their goals. The question
of effectiveness therefore remains topical.
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At the end of November 2016 ( after the editorial deadline )
the international community of States met in Nairobi in the
GPEDC framework for the Second High-Level Meeting on the
Effectiveness of Development Cooperation. The central topic of
the deliberations was the kind of development cooperation
that can effectively contribute to attaining the goals of the
2030 Agenda. But willingness to participate in the effectiveness debate has waned. In the Global North there is a renewed
trend toward using development funds for the pursuit of migration and foreign policy aims. In the Global South, strong and
authoritarian regimes are hardly interested in civil society involvement ( see Box ) .
Under the 2030 Agenda, however, it is important for this
debate to be revived. The question of coordinating the various
players remains as relevant as ever, as does codetermination by
local communities in order to avoid paternalism on the part of
charitable foundations, the private sector or international
NGOs, and to make proper use of the very limited resources.
Only the coming years will tell whether the GPEDC as a multistakeholder platform can play an important role in this regard.

Enabling Environment
Alliance Sud views the recognition given at
the Busan Conference to civil society organizations as independent development players
as a momentous step. But this too requires an
“enabling environment”, which is to say a
regulatory framework that helps rather than
hinders them in the fulfilment of this role.
Only in this way will NGOs in the South be able
to factor their needs into the shaping of
national development plans and exert a cor
rective influence on their governments.

2030 Agenda : Implementation in and by Switzerland

What role for
non-governmental
organizations ?
Sara Frey and Eva Schmassmann

Which Swiss NGO is working

on which of the goals of the UN Agenda for

Sustainable Development ? Where and how do Swiss
civil society organizations wish to collaborate

more closely ? NGO representatives met in Berne on

The networking meeting was hosted by Alliance Sud, the Centre for Peacebuilding, the Swiss Trade Union Federation and
the Environment Alliance ( Umweltallianz ). Some 50 organizations from a broad range of thematic fields held very intensive
discussions on the subject. The most important takeaway from
the meeting was that most organizations wish to cooperate,
be it in building awareness or with respect to the Federal Government’s consultations for the purpose of coordinating the
Baseline Report due out at the end of 2017.
September marked the first anniversary of the 2030 Agenda and its 17 Sustainable Development Goals ( SDGs ). Switzerland outlined its initial implementation approaches at the UN
High-Level Political Forum in July 2016. But before there can be
tangible action, Switzerland has to examine where it stands
with implementation. This will mean reviewing the extent to
which the 169 targets of the 2030 Agenda are being met or not.
All responsible federal entities must submit their assessments
on the matter and identify areas where action is needed. This
is a critical step towards familiarizing the entire administration with the 2030 Agenda. Civil society players are then to be
consulted. These consultations with civil society entities and
the private sector are set for next spring.
The Berne meeting centred on reaching basic agreement
among non-governmental organizations on the topic of the
2030 Agenda, also with a view to the Federal Government’s
consultations. The hosts had invited non-governmental organizations and trade unions from the most varied fields such as
the environment, labor, development, peace, education, health,
gender equality, people with disabilities, etc. The high level of
interest elicited by the conference is motivating all the participants to press ahead with the work already begun. A joint effort is needed to ascertain how civil society will best be able to
defend its interests.
In the course of the day, the organizations mapped their
work to the various goals and targets. Fortunately, Swiss NGOs
are already working on each of the 17 goals. There was consensus on the need for cooperation in regard to the 2030 Agenda.
The precise form this will take is yet to be clarified. Two points
came clearly to the fore : much remains to be done in terms of
awareness raising, and federal policy does warrant critical and
constructive monitoring.
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18 October to discuss and clarify these questions.

How should the work of Swiss civil society be coordinated
around the 2030 Agenda ? Discussions at the first networking
meeting on 18 October in Berne.

Suggestions regarding the form of future cooperation
ranged from loose cooperation on thematic presentations by
the Federal Government, to an SDG charter for Swiss NGOs, as
well as a coordinated platform with a core group comprising
various existing platforms or networks. In the near future, the
four host organizations and their invited guests will jointly
prepare a proposal regarding the form of cooperation. In addition, dialogue is to be sought with other civil society players,
for example, with academia.
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Alliance Sud shines a spotlight
In India, coal is one of the most important raw materials used to meet
rapidly growing energy needs. Air
pollution is becoming an ever greater
problem. There are burning underground coal seams in many places –
an environmental disaster as is
the case here in the city of Jharia.
The picture shows a child collecting
coal from a coalfield after coking
for sale at the market to cover family
living expenses.

Joerg Boethling was born in 1963 and started photography
in 1985 on voyages as a seaman on cargo vessels to
Africa and Asia. In 1992 he studied Visual Communication /
Documentary Photography at the University of Fine
Arts ( HfbK ) in Hamburg ( Germany ) . From 1995 to 2012
he worked as a photographer with agenda PG, a group of
independent photographers and journalists. Since 2012,
Joerg Boethling has been a freelance photographer based
in Hamburg. He works worldwide, focusing on subjects
like rural development, sustainable agriculture, fair
trade, the environment, social issues, renewable energy,
the economy, migration, labour, globalization, religion
and culture, among others.
www.visualindia.de
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