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More	
   than	
  200	
   c iv i l 	
   soc iety 	
  organisat ions 	
   (CSOs) 	
   came	
   together 	
   as 	
   a 	
  unif ied	
   community 	
   and	
  
part ic ipated	
   construct ive ly 	
   in 	
   the	
   processes 	
   leading	
   up	
   to 	
   and	
   dur ing	
   the	
   F irst 	
   HLM	
   of 	
   the	
  
GPEDC	
   in 	
   Mexico. 	
   The	
   CPDE	
   jo ins 	
   other 	
   development	
   actors 	
   in 	
   recognis ing 	
   the	
   consensus	
  
reached	
   in 	
   the	
   HLM	
   Communiqué, 	
   but 	
   f lags 	
   severa l 	
   bott lenecks, 	
   as 	
   wel l 	
   as 	
   lack 	
   of 	
  
commitments 	
   and	
   overal l 	
   progress 	
   s ince	
   Busan. 	
   In 	
   l ight 	
   of 	
   these	
   concerns , 	
   CSOs	
   wi l l 	
  
cont inue	
   to 	
   press 	
   for 	
   further 	
   progress	
   and, 	
   in 	
   part icu lar , 	
   br ing 	
   forward	
   development	
  
effect iveness 	
  needs	
  on	
  the	
  ground	
   into 	
  pol icy 	
  d iscuss ions. 	
   	
  

We	
   acknowledge	
   the	
   efforts 	
   of 	
   the	
   GPEDC	
   to 	
   regain 	
   momentum	
   on	
   the	
   road	
   to, 	
   and	
   in 	
  
Mexico 	
   by 	
   encouraging	
   mult i -­‐stakeholder 	
   d ia logue	
   around	
   key	
   topics 	
   such	
   as 	
   inc lus ive 	
  
development	
   and	
   poverty 	
   eradicat ion, 	
   domest ic 	
   resource	
   mobi l izat ion	
   (DRM), 	
   South-­‐South	
  
Cooperat ion	
  (SSC) 	
  and	
   inc lus ive 	
  partnerships. 	
   	
  

The	
   HLM	
   Communiqué	
   is 	
   an 	
   outcome	
   of 	
   co l laborat ive 	
   efforts 	
   among	
   Partnership 	
  
stakeholders . 	
   In 	
   th is 	
   ve in , 	
   we	
   acknowledge	
   references 	
   in 	
   the	
   statement	
   to	
   inc lus ive 	
  
development, 	
   democrat ic 	
   country 	
   ownership, 	
   enhanced	
   taxat ion	
   and	
   use	
   of 	
   country 	
  
systems, 	
   gender 	
   equal i ty 	
   and	
   women’s 	
   empowerment, 	
   and	
   the	
   support 	
   for 	
   CSOs	
   as 	
  
independent 	
  development	
  actors . 	
   	
  

However, 	
   the	
   progress 	
   we	
   have	
  made	
   s ince	
   Busan	
   is 	
   not 	
   suff ic ient 	
   – 	
   as 	
   recognized	
   by	
  most 	
  
stakeholders , 	
  as 	
  wel l 	
  as 	
   in 	
   the	
  Global 	
  Monitor ing	
  Report 	
   i tse l f . 	
  The	
  main 	
  progress 	
   is 	
   that 	
  we	
  
have	
   not 	
   regressed. 	
   The	
   contr ibut ion	
   to 	
   the	
   report 	
   by 	
   a 	
   l imited	
   number	
   of 	
   countr ies 	
   is 	
   an 	
  
indicator 	
  of 	
   the	
   insuff ic ient 	
  advance	
  made, 	
  as 	
   is 	
   the 	
   lack 	
  of 	
   rea l 	
  engagement	
  by 	
  countr ies 	
   in 	
  
co l lect ing 	
   data. 	
   There	
   was	
   a lso 	
   l i t t le 	
   focus 	
   in 	
   the	
   off ic ia l 	
   agenda	
   on	
   the	
   ear l ier 	
  
commitments 	
   made	
   on	
   a id 	
   and	
   development	
   effect iveness 	
   – 	
   poss ib ly 	
   due	
   to 	
   the	
  
unsat is factory 	
   f indings 	
   of 	
   the	
   report . 	
   Ahead	
   of 	
   the	
  HLM,	
   CSOs	
   ca l led	
   for 	
   the	
   formulat ion	
   of 	
  
an 	
   Act ion	
   P lan, 	
   contain ing	
   benchmarks 	
   and	
   t imetables 	
   to 	
   gauge	
   g lobal 	
   and	
   country-­‐ level 	
  
implementat ion	
   by	
   a l l 	
   s takeholders . 	
   In 	
   Mexico, 	
   however, 	
   no	
   decis ions 	
   were	
   made	
   to 	
  
accelerate 	
  progress 	
  on	
  tak ing	
  forward	
  the	
  Busan	
  pr inc ip les 	
  and	
  act ions. 	
   	
  

C iv i l 	
   soc iety 	
   mainta ins 	
   that , 	
   whi le 	
   the	
   Communiqué	
   respected	
   the	
   commitments 	
   made	
   in 	
  
Busan, 	
   i t 	
   does 	
   not 	
   br ing	
   us 	
   c loser 	
   to 	
   the	
   goals 	
   of 	
   development	
   effect iveness. 	
   CSOs	
   have	
  
pushed	
   for 	
   stronger 	
   commitments 	
   and	
   objected	
   to 	
   several 	
   points . 	
   We	
   therefore 	
   remain 	
  
cr i t ica l 	
   about 	
   severa l 	
   aspects 	
   that 	
   we	
   have 	
   been	
   cont inuously 	
   putt ing	
   forward	
   throughout 	
  
the	
  consultat ions 	
  and	
  dur ing	
  the	
  meeting	
   i tse l f : 	
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•  The	
  space	
  for 	
  CSOs	
   is 	
  shr inking. 	
  Stronger 	
  commitments 	
  on	
  Human-­‐Rights 	
  Based	
  
Approaches	
   (HRBA), 	
  gender 	
  equal i ty 	
  standards 	
  and	
  enabl ing 	
  environment	
  
frameworks 	
   (EE) 	
   for 	
  c iv i l 	
   soc iety 	
  are 	
  urgent ly 	
  needed	
  but 	
  are 	
  miss ing 	
  from	
  the	
  HLM	
  
outcome	
  document: 	
   	
  
 

The	
  shr inking 	
  o f 	
  CSO	
  space 	
  and 	
  voices 	
   i s 	
  a larming . 	
  The 	
  curta i l ing 	
  o f 	
  CSOs ’ 	
  vo ices 	
   i s 	
   s imply 	
  
re ject ing 	
  pract ica l 	
   so lut ions 	
   to 	
  save 	
  our 	
  economies , 	
  env ironment 	
  and 	
  peoples ’ 	
   l ives . 	
  There 	
  should 	
  
be 	
  concrete 	
  pol icy 	
  act ions 	
   inc luding 	
  better 	
  monitor ing 	
  o f 	
  CSO	
  EE	
  and 	
   inc lus ive 	
  and 	
  democrat ic 	
  
mult i -­‐ s takeholder 	
  d ia logue 	
  processes 	
  at 	
  country , 	
   reg ional 	
  and 	
  g lobal 	
   leve ls . 	
  The 	
  d ivers i ty 	
  and 	
  
independence 	
  o f 	
  CSOs 	
  can 	
  be 	
  s trengthened 	
  through	
  such 	
  d ia logue , 	
  and 	
  through	
  more 	
  enabl ing 	
  
regulatory 	
  and 	
  pol icy 	
   f rameworks , 	
  as 	
  wel l 	
  as 	
   the 	
  a l locat ion 	
  o f 	
   resources 	
  and 	
  technica l 	
  ass is tance . 	
   	
  
	
  
At 	
  a 	
   t ime , 	
  when 	
   internat ional 	
  deve lopment 	
  actors 	
  are 	
   ins is t ing 	
  on 	
  s tronger 	
  appl icat ion 	
  and 	
  
integrat ion 	
  o f 	
  HRBA	
  to 	
  ensure 	
   the 	
  r ight fu l 	
  part ic ipat ion 	
  o f 	
  a l l 	
  people , 	
  espec ia l ly 	
  marginal ized	
  
vo ices 	
   such 	
  as 	
   those 	
  o f 	
  women, 	
   indigenous 	
  peoples , 	
  youth 	
  and 	
  people 	
  with 	
  d isabi l i t ies , 	
   the 	
  HLM	
  
marks 	
  a 	
  s tep 	
  backwards . 	
  HRBA	
   is 	
  not 	
   inc luded 	
   in 	
   the 	
  main 	
  Communiqué . 	
  Most 	
  UN	
  Agencies , 	
  
governments 	
  and 	
  even 	
   internat ional 	
   f inancia l 	
   inst i tut ions 	
  have 	
  agreed 	
  to 	
   integrate 	
   indigenous 	
  
people ’ s 	
   r ight 	
   to 	
  se l f -­‐determined 	
  deve lopment . 	
   I t 	
   i s 	
   thus 	
  unfortunate 	
   that 	
  such 	
  human	
  r ights 	
  
advances 	
  have 	
  no 	
  space 	
   in 	
   the 	
  GPEDC. 	
  
 
 

•  The	
  HLM	
  and	
  the	
  Communiqué	
  are 	
  character ized	
  by	
  an	
  unbalanced	
  featur ing	
  of 	
  the	
  
role 	
  of 	
  the	
  pr ivate 	
  sector , 	
   in 	
  part icu lar 	
  of 	
  mult inat ional 	
  enterpr ises . 	
  We	
  speci f ica l ly 	
  
cr i t ic ise 	
  the	
  weak	
  accountabi l i ty 	
  norms	
  on	
  pr ivate 	
  sector 	
   investments 	
  and	
  act ions , 	
  
as 	
  wel l 	
  as 	
   the	
  absence	
  of 	
  other 	
  pr inc ip les 	
   inherent 	
  to 	
   internat ional 	
  cooperat ion, 	
  
such	
  as 	
  transparency	
  and	
  democrat ic 	
  ownership: 	
  

	
  
We	
  are 	
  deeply 	
  concerned 	
  that 	
  many 	
  o f 	
   the 	
  deve lopment 	
  actors 	
  at 	
   the 	
  Mexico 	
  HLM	
  and	
  beyond	
  are 	
  
advancing 	
  and	
  advocat ing 	
   the 	
   interest 	
  o f 	
   the 	
  pr ivate 	
  sector , 	
  and 	
  spec i f ica l ly 	
  o f 	
  b ig 	
  bus iness . 	
  With 	
  
that 	
  comes 	
   l imited 	
  cons iderat ion 	
  as 	
   to 	
  how	
  uncontro l led 	
  pr ivate 	
  sector 	
  deve lopment 	
  has 	
   led 	
   to 	
  
inequal i ty 	
  and 	
  gaps 	
   in 	
  bas ic 	
   serv ices 	
  provis ion . 	
  Pr ivate 	
  sector 	
   led 	
  deve lopment 	
  o f ten 	
   takes 	
  p lace 	
  
amidst 	
   inadequate 	
  regulatory 	
   frameworks 	
  at 	
  country 	
   leve l . 	
  We	
  ca l l 	
  upon 	
  governments , 	
  pr ivate 	
  
sector 	
  and 	
  other 	
  s takeholders 	
   to 	
  ensure 	
  respect 	
   for 	
   internat ional ly 	
  agreed 	
  soc ia l , 	
  economic , 	
  
labour , 	
  env ironmental , 	
  gender 	
  equal i ty , 	
  and 	
  deve lopment 	
  e f fect iveness 	
   s tandards 	
   through	
  
appropriate 	
  regulatory 	
  and 	
  pol icy 	
   frameworks , 	
   so 	
   that 	
   the 	
  pr ivate 	
  sector 	
  contr ibutes 	
   to 	
  pos i t ive 	
  
susta inable 	
  deve lopment 	
  outcomes . 	
   	
  
	
  
Countr ies 	
  are 	
  yet 	
   to 	
  address 	
   the 	
  contradict ion 	
  between 	
  promoting 	
  partnerships 	
  and 	
   investments 	
  
with 	
  nat ional 	
  and 	
  mult inat ional 	
  corporat ions 	
  and 	
  the 	
   fact 	
   that 	
  mult inat ionals 	
  are 	
  responsib le 	
   for 	
  
two-­‐th irds 	
  o f 	
   the 	
  capita l 	
   f l ight 	
   from	
  developing 	
  countr ies . 	
  Pr ivate 	
  sector 	
  engagement 	
   in 	
  
deve lopment 	
  should 	
  benef i t 	
   soc iet ies , 	
  who 	
  should 	
   take 	
  part 	
   in 	
   the 	
  p lanning 	
  and 	
   implementat ion 	
  o f 	
  
nat ional 	
  deve lopment 	
  programs	
  and 	
  projects , 	
  gu ided 	
  by 	
   the 	
  h ighest 	
   transparency 	
  and 	
  
accountabi l i ty 	
   s tandards 	
  and 	
  monitored 	
  by 	
  a l l 	
   s takeholders . 	
   Inc lus ive 	
  processes 	
   should 	
  be 	
  
promoted , 	
   respected , 	
  and 	
   implemented , 	
   s ince 	
  unfettered 	
  economic 	
  growth 	
  by 	
   i t se l f 	
   i s 	
  no 	
  
guarantee 	
  o f 	
   susta inable 	
  and 	
   just 	
  deve lopment . 	
  
 
 



	
  

	
   3	
  

•  The	
  HLM	
  was	
  supposed	
  to 	
  del iver 	
  the	
  “how”	
  of 	
  the	
  post-­‐2015	
  process. 	
  What 	
  we	
  
witness , 	
  however, 	
   i s 	
  a 	
   lack 	
  of 	
  va lue	
  added	
   in 	
  the	
  Communiqué, 	
  with 	
  no	
  proposal 	
   for 	
  
a 	
  roadmap	
  underpinning	
  th is 	
  goal : 	
  
 

A	
  Global 	
  Partnership 	
   that 	
  def ines 	
   the 	
   “how” 	
  o f 	
   the 	
  post -­‐2015	
  process 	
   indeed 	
  should 	
  do 	
  so 	
  based 	
  
on 	
   the 	
  pr inc ip le 	
  o f 	
  common	
  but 	
  d i f ferent iated 	
  respons ib i l i t ies 	
  and 	
  capacit ies 	
   in 	
   the 	
  pursuit 	
  o f 	
  
susta inable 	
  and 	
   just 	
  deve lopment . 	
  However , 	
   th is 	
  would 	
  need 	
   to 	
  be 	
  backed 	
  by 	
  a 	
  dec is ive 	
  push 	
  
towards 	
  pol icy 	
  coherence 	
  between 	
  the 	
  GPEDC	
  and	
  the 	
  post-­‐2015	
  processes . 	
  However , 	
  we 	
   fee l 	
   that 	
  
the 	
  GPEDC	
   is 	
  be ing 	
  re framed	
  as 	
   “partnerships” 	
  between 	
  governments , 	
  mult i lateral 	
  agencies 	
  and 	
  
large 	
  mult inat ional 	
  corporat ions , 	
  which 	
  undermines 	
   the 	
  core 	
  pr inc ip les 	
  o f 	
  deve lopment 	
  
e f fect iveness 	
  – 	
   inc luding 	
   inc lus iveness . 	
  Governments 	
  have 	
  a 	
  pr imary 	
  obl igat ion 	
   to 	
  provide 	
  publ ic 	
  
goods 	
  and 	
  serv ices 	
  and 	
  promoting 	
  and 	
  protect ing 	
  people ’ s 	
   r ights . 	
  A 	
  post -­‐2015	
   implementat ion 	
  
s trategy 	
  needs 	
   to 	
  entai l 	
  a 	
  r ights-­‐based 	
  understanding 	
  o f 	
  people 	
  as 	
  r ights-­‐holders 	
  and 	
  
governments 	
  as 	
  duty-­‐bearers , 	
  accountable 	
   for 	
   the ir 	
  human	
  r ights 	
  ob l igat ions . 	
   	
  

	
  

•  There	
  cannot	
  be	
  two	
  standards. 	
   In 	
  Busan, 	
  CSOs	
  expressed	
  concerns 	
  over 	
  the	
  
voluntary 	
  nature	
  of 	
  re levant 	
  pr inc ip les , 	
  commitments 	
  and	
  act ions 	
  re lated	
  to 	
  SSC. 	
   In 	
  
Mexico, 	
  whi le 	
  reference	
  to 	
  accountabi l i ty 	
  standards 	
   in 	
  SSC	
  was	
   inc luded	
   last 	
  minute	
  
in 	
  the	
  Communiqué, 	
  commitments 	
  remain	
  on	
  a 	
  vo luntary 	
  bas is 	
  and	
   important 	
  
development	
  effect iveness 	
  pr inc ip les 	
  remain 	
  s ide-­‐ l ined: 	
   	
   	
  

We	
  highlight 	
  the 	
  need	
  to 	
  strengthen	
  development	
  ef fect iveness 	
  of 	
  SSCs 	
  through	
  strong	
  
national 	
  pol icy 	
  and	
   inst itut ional 	
   frameworks 	
  that 	
  promote	
  democratic 	
  ownership , 	
  and	
  the 	
  
highest 	
  standards 	
  on	
  transparency , 	
  accountabil i ty , 	
  and	
  development	
  results . 	
  This 	
  should 	
  
also 	
   include	
  an	
  enabling	
  environment	
   for 	
  CSOs	
  to 	
   faci l i tate 	
  partic ipation	
   in 	
  SSC	
  pol icy 	
  
debates , 	
   investment 	
  and	
  development	
  programs. 	
  The	
  creation	
  and	
  support 	
  of 	
  CSO	
  networks 	
  
that 	
   foster 	
  knowledge-­‐sharing	
  and	
  technical 	
  cooperation	
  would	
  contribute 	
  to 	
  this 	
  process . 	
  
Indicators 	
   for 	
  evaluating	
  the 	
  social 	
  and	
  environmental 	
  r isks 	
  and	
  actual 	
   impacts 	
  of 	
  SSC	
  
should 	
  also 	
  be 	
  developed. 	
  

	
  

CSOs	
  wi l l 	
  encourage	
  stakeholders 	
  to 	
  take	
  forward	
  the	
  commitments 	
  made	
   in 	
  Par is , 	
  Accra, 	
  
Busan	
  and	
  Mexico. 	
  The	
  fa i lure 	
  to 	
  commit 	
  to 	
  several 	
  key 	
   issues 	
   leaves 	
  us 	
  deeply 	
  concerned. 	
  
This 	
  a lso 	
  concerns 	
  the	
   lack 	
  of 	
   focus 	
  on	
  cr is is 	
  and	
  conf l ict 	
   reg ions, 	
  where	
  condit ions 	
   for 	
  a 	
  
susta inable 	
  and	
   inc lus ive 	
  development	
  are 	
   impaired. 	
  The	
  GPEDC	
   is 	
  wel l 	
  p laced	
  to 	
  address 	
  
the	
   lack 	
  of 	
   intervent ions 	
   in 	
  many	
  p laces 	
   in 	
  the	
  world 	
  that 	
  g ives 	
  r ise 	
  to 	
  terror ism	
  and	
  other 	
  
forms	
  of 	
   inhuman	
  acts 	
   (human	
  traff ick ing, 	
  etc . ) . 	
  

	
  

Next 	
  Steps 	
  

In 	
  developing	
  the	
  GPEDC	
  further, 	
   the	
  CPDE	
  wi l l 	
  urge	
  for 	
  a 	
  more	
  nuanced	
  approach, 	
  which	
  
inc ludes	
  support 	
   for 	
  mult i -­‐stakeholder 	
  monitor ing, 	
  soc ia l 	
  d ia logue	
  and	
  respect 	
   for 	
  country 	
  
ownership, 	
  as 	
  wel l 	
  as 	
   internat ional 	
  human	
  r ights , 	
   inc luding	
  women’s 	
  r ights 	
  and	
  decent 	
  work	
  
standards 	
  on	
  business 	
  act iv i t ies 	
   in 	
  development	
  cooperat ion. 	
  We	
  wi l l 	
  advocate	
  for 	
  and	
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commit 	
  to 	
  our 	
  overs ight 	
  ro les 	
   in 	
  monitor ing 	
  progress 	
  at 	
  country , 	
   reg ional 	
  and	
  g lobal 	
   levels 	
  
on	
  transparency	
  and	
  accountabi l i ty 	
  standards 	
   in 	
  DRM	
  and	
  on	
  pr ivate 	
  sector 	
  act iv i t ies , 	
  
inc luding	
   in 	
  PPPs. 	
   	
  

Moving	
   into 	
  next 	
  phase	
  of 	
   the	
  GPEDC	
  post-­‐Mexico, 	
  we	
  hope	
  to 	
  see	
  a 	
  stronger 	
  commitment	
  
by 	
  a l l 	
   s takeholders 	
  to 	
  progress , 	
   inc lus ive 	
  and	
  democrat ic 	
  va lues, 	
  mutual 	
  accountabi l i ty 	
  and	
  
transparency	
  start ing 	
  by 	
  the	
  governance	
  of 	
   the	
  Partnership 	
   i tse l f . 	
  A 	
  ser ious 	
  shortcoming	
  of 	
  
the	
  Steer ing	
  Committee	
  was	
  the	
  way	
  the	
  process 	
  was	
  dr iven	
  by	
  the	
  three	
  co-­‐chairs , 	
  
undermining	
   i ts 	
  purpose. 	
   I f 	
   the	
  process 	
   is 	
   to 	
  remain 	
  credib le , 	
   the	
  new	
  co-­‐chairs 	
  wi l l 	
  have	
  to 	
  
create 	
  a 	
  stronger 	
  ro le 	
   for 	
   the	
  Steer ing	
  Committee	
  as 	
  a 	
  whole. 	
   	
  

The	
  GPEDC	
  should 	
  promote	
  the	
  same	
  at 	
  reg ional 	
   level 	
  and	
  create	
  an	
   inc lus ive 	
  space	
  for 	
  
consultat ions 	
  to 	
  take	
   into 	
  account 	
   loca l 	
  pr ior i t ies . 	
  Th is 	
  would 	
   feed	
   into 	
  preparat ions 	
  of 	
  
g lobal 	
  decis ions 	
  and	
  provide	
  substant ive 	
   inputs 	
  to 	
  accelerate 	
  the	
   implementat ion	
  of 	
  past 	
  
commitments 	
   in 	
  tru ly 	
  meet ing	
  the	
  populat ions’ 	
  needs	
  as 	
  wel l 	
  as 	
  by 	
  monitor ing 	
  the	
  progress 	
  
atta ined. 	
  Sett ing 	
  up	
  such	
  regional 	
  spaces 	
  wi l l 	
  have	
  a 	
  double 	
   impact: 	
  g iv ing 	
  more	
  substance	
  
to 	
  the	
  g lobal 	
  d ia logue	
  process 	
  and	
  encouraging	
  nat ional 	
  governments 	
  to 	
  be	
  more	
  effect ive 	
  
in 	
   implementing	
  their 	
  engagements. 	
  

On	
  concrete 	
  act ions, 	
  c iv i l 	
   soc iety 	
   feels 	
  strongly 	
  about 	
  the	
  need	
  to 	
   improve	
   indicators 	
  and	
  
data 	
  co l lect ion	
  of 	
   the	
  Global 	
  Monitor ing	
  Framework. 	
  We	
  encourage	
  greater 	
   involvement	
  by 	
  
a l l 	
  s takeholders 	
   inc luding	
  CSOs	
   in 	
  the	
  monitor ing	
  processes . 	
  Def ined	
  responsib i l i t ies 	
  of 	
  a l l 	
  
actors 	
  at 	
   the	
  nat ional , 	
   reg ional 	
  and	
  g lobal 	
   level 	
  should 	
  be	
   introduced. 	
  Future	
  d iscuss ions 	
  
and	
  the	
  work	
  on	
   indicators 	
  have	
  to 	
  be	
  part 	
  of 	
  a 	
  part ic ipatory 	
  process 	
  – 	
  which	
  was	
   lack ing	
  
in-­‐between	
  Busan	
  and	
  Mexico. 	
  

We	
  wi l l 	
  push	
  for 	
  a 	
  c learer 	
  commitment	
  to 	
  pol icy 	
  coherence 	
  for 	
  development 	
  between	
  the	
  
Partnership 	
  and	
  the	
  ongoing	
  UN	
  post-­‐2015	
  d iscuss ions 	
  and	
  other 	
  re lated	
  processes 	
  
inc luding	
  the	
  UN	
  Framework	
  Convent ion	
  on	
  C l imate	
  Change	
  Conference	
  of 	
  Part ies . 	
   	
  

C iv i l 	
   soc iety 	
  remains 	
  committed	
  to 	
  engage	
  and	
  contr ibute	
  meaningful ly , 	
  at 	
   the	
  nat ional , 	
  
reg ional 	
  and	
  the	
  g lobal 	
   levels , 	
   to 	
  the	
  GPEDC. 	
  We	
  wi l l 	
  cont inue	
  to 	
  assert 	
  our 	
  r ightfu l 	
  space	
  
and	
  to 	
  advance	
  v iable 	
  so lut ions 	
  and	
  opt ions 	
   for 	
  a 	
  susta inable 	
  world . 	
   	
   	
   	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

 


